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Beach,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  Mr.  Olad- 
stone  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     126 
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l^ler.  Lord  Bandolph  Churchill*  Colonel  Stanley,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope, 
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Land  Tjaw  (Irelitiia)  BUI  [BiU  2251— 

Mov0d,  "  That  thj^Bill  be  now  read  the  thir^  time,"— (l(r.  Gladstone)    . .     183 
Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  words  **  Bill  be  "  to  the  end  of  the  QueBtioii,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "re-committed,  with  respect  to  Clause  86,**— (Jfr.  William  Smry  Smith,)— 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question :" — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time  "  . .      138 
After  long  debate,  it  beine  ten  minutes  before  Seren  of  the  dock,  the  De- 
bate stood  a^oumed  tifi  this  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  dock. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 

Debate  resumed  . .  . .  . .  .  •  .  •     177 

.^ifter debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  220,  Noes  14; 
Majority  206. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .     192 

StTPPLT — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :  " — 

Ibish  Fishebies — BEBOLunoN — ^Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  take 
measures  to  render  the  Irish  fisheries  more  available  as  a  means  of  affording 
increased  food  and  employment," — (If r.  JJteA:*,) —instead  thereof  ..      194 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  '* — ^Aiter  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  mtk- 
drawn. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— tfcwwia^r^rf  in  Oommittee— Orvn*  Sbbviob  Estimates. 

(Ini  the  Oommittee.) 

Olass  n. — SaiiABIes  and  Expenses  of  Civil  Departments. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £17,619,  bo 
g^ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  dofrav  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Charity  Commission  for  England 
and  Wales"  ..  ..  ..  ..  200 

After  debate,  Question  put,  and  a^^reed  to. 

(a.)  £13,798,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Civil  Service  Commission. — After  short 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ..  . .  . .  . .       217 

(3.)  £9,466,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Copyhold,  Indosure,  and  Tithe  Commis- 
sion. 

(4.)  £4,425,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Indosure  and  Drainage  Acts,  Imprest 
Expenses. — ^After  short  debate,  Vote  off  reed  to       ,,  . .       218 

(5.)  £27,233,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Exchequer  and  Audit  Department.-— After 
short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  .,  .,  . .  . .       220 

(6.)  £8,086,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Friendly  Societies  Registry. 
Besolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £380,173,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  comnlete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  C^iarge  which 
will  oome  in  course  of  payment  auring  the  vear  ending  on  the  31st  dav  of  March 
1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Local  (^vemment  Board,  including 
vazious  Grant  in  Aid  of  Local  Taxation "  ••  ^.^  ••      222 
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Supply— CiTiL  Sietioi  Bstmatbs— Committee— wtfrnn^rf. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again/' — {Mr, 
JB.  2f,  Fowler :)— After  short  debate,  Question  put:— The  House  divided;  Ayes  16, 
Noes  73  ;  Majority  67.— piv.  list.  No.  344.) 

Ori^nal  Question  again  proposed : — Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £8,195,  be 
g^ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Commissioners  in  Lunacy  in 
England"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..226 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair," — {Colonel  Alexander  :) — Motion, 
by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  also  report 
Progress  ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Petroleum  (Hawking)  Bill  ILorda]  [BiU  222]— 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee    • .  . .  • .  . .     22j5 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  [House  counted  out] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  AUGUST  1. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  187)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (5Tltf  Lord  Prwy  Seal)  . .     236 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  ''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 
{The  Duke  of  Argyll:) — Motion  agreed  to : — Debate  further  adjourned 
till  To-morrow, 

Shop  Hours  SegUlation  Bill  [n,h.']^Freeented  {The  Earl  Stanhope);  read  U  (No.  191)      855 


COMMONS,  MONDAY,  AUGUST  1. 
QUESTIONS. 

ItLw  AKD  FoLioE — ^Flower  Sellsbs  IN  IsLmoTON— Quostiou,  Mr.  Oarington ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  . .  . .     356 

Endowed  Schools  (Ibeland) — Legislation  —  Question,    Lord   Bandolph 

Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster    . .  . .  . .     867 

India — ^Pbotbstant  Missionaries  in  Calcutta — Question,  Mr.  Dabymple ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington     . .  . .  . .     357 

Abut — Heavy    Rifled    Ordnance  —  Case    of   Mr.    Ltnall   Thomas — 

Question,  Mr.  Leake ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .     358 

Wbiohts  and  Measitres  Act,    1878— The  Decimal  System — Question, 

Mr*  A.  M.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  . .  . .     360 

CORBTTFT     PrAOTICBS    AT    ELECTIONS — BePORTED     MAGISTRATES — QuOStioUS, 

Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  T.  Collins,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  J.  Cowen ;  Answers, 

The  Attorney  General  . .  . .  . .  . .     360 

India  (Finance,  &c.)  —  Annuities  and  Furlough  Pay — Questions,  Mr. 

O'DonneU;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington      . .  . .     362 

India — Outbreak  of  Prisoners — Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  The 

Marquess  of  Hartington     ..  ..  ..  362 

EoYFT — ^Thb   Judicial   System — Question,    Mr.    Bourke;    Answer,    Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  . .  , .     363 

Afghanistan — ^British  Assistance  to   the  Ameer  of  Cabul — Question, 

E&r  Henry  Tyler ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .     363 

Channel  Islands — ^Thb  Island  of  Guernsey  and  the  Burial  Act — 

Questiioni  Mr.  Bichard ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  • .     364 

Ths  Historical  MSS.  Commission — Question,  Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross ;  An- 

•wer,  Lord  ftedorick  Oavendiflh  .•  ••         r^^x'^i^ 
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LrDiA — Ohabobs  AaAimrr  Htat  Khav — Questioii,  Mr.  O'Doimell;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington         . .  .  •     865 

Post  Offiob  Fillab  Boxes — Question,  Mr.  Arttiur  O'Connor;  Answer, 

Mr.  Fawoett  . .  . .  . .  .  •     366 

Abhy  Oboanizatioit — The  79th  BsoiMBirr — Question,  Sir  Patrick  O'Brien ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .     366 

Army  Oboawizatiok— The  New  Boyal  Wabrant— Aewoles  106,  107 — 

Question,  Major-Qeneral  Feilden ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .     866 

Pboteotiok  of  Pebsok  and  Pbopebtt  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — ^Pbisohebs 

T7NDEB  THE  AoT — Quostiou,  Mr.  Soxtou ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  . .     867 

Bbftish  CoiocEBGiAL  Tbeatt  Enoaoements — Quostiou,  Mr.  Jackson;  An- 

swer.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .     867 

High  Court  of  Jtjstioe  (Sootlaitd) — ^The  Court  of  Session— Question, 

Mr.  Dalrymple ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oladstone  . .  . .  . ,     868 

Afohavistan  (Military  Ofebatioits) — Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  • .  . .  • .     868 

Yaluatiok   riBELAND) — ^TowN  Pabxs — Questious,  Mr.  Healj;  Answers, 

Mr.  Oladstone,  lb.  W.  £.  Forster  . .  . .  • .     869 

SOXTTH  AfBICA — ^ThE   TbAKSYAAL    rNEGOTIATIOirs) — ^ThE    CONVEnnOV  WITH 

THE  BoEBS — Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone    870 

South   Afbioa — Cetywayo — Question,  Mr.  W.  Fowler ;    Answer,   Lord 

Frederiok  Cavendish  . .  . .     870 

Fabuahent — ^PuBUO    Business — Eduoatioital   Endowmebtts    (Sootland) 

Bill — Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone        . .     870 

AFOHAmsTAN  (MiUTABY  OpERATioirs) — Quostion,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .     871 

Affairs  of  Egypt — Questions,  The  Earl  of  BeotiTO ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles 

W.  Dilke       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..871 

Ways  and  Means — ^Terminable  Annuities — ^Legislation — Question,  Mr. 

Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  872 

Aricy    Beobuiting — ^The    5dBD    Begdcent— Question,    Sir    Walter   B. 

Barttelot;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .  . .     872 


MOTION. 


Fabuajcent— Public  Business  —  Question,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .  •  •     873 

M6v4d^  **  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Senion  Orders  of  the  Da^  hare  preoedenoe  of 
Notices  of  Motions  on  Tuesday,  Goyemment  Orders  haying  prionty,  and  that  Gk>yem- 
ment  Orders  haye  priority  on  Wednesday/' — {Mr.  Oladstone.) 

After  debate, 

Mcved,  **  That  Mr.  PameU  be  suspended  from  the  service  of  the  House  during  the  re- 
mainder of  this  day's  sitting/' — {Mr.  Oladttone.) 

Question  put:— The  House  divided;  Ayes  131,  Noes  14;  Majority  117. 
— (Diy.  list,  No.  346.) 

Question  again  proposed : — ^After  short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Arthur  O'Cbnnor:)— Question  put,  and 
nsjfoUved. 

Original  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  111,  Noes  12; 
Majority  99.— (Div.  list,  No.  847.) 
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BUPFLY-^eimiid^red  in  Oonunittee — Orvii<  Sb&tiob  Estimates. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Class  II. — Salabibs  and  ExPENnu  of  Oivil  Dspastmxnts. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £330,173,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessaiy  to  de£n^  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  <m  the  3lBt  dar  of  March 
1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Local  Goveniment  Boaro,  indading 
various  Grants  in  Aid  of  Local  Taxation "  . .  .  •  . .      669 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £310,173,  be 
granted,  &c.,"— (Jfr.  Coehran-Fatriek :) — ^After  short  debate^  Motion,  by  leave, 
icithdraum. 

Original  Question  again  proposed    . .  . ,  . .  . .      574 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^  That  a  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £329,329,  be  granted,  &c.,"~(irr.  Dwkkam ;)— After  further  8h<»rt  debate, 
Motion,^  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed    . .  . .  . .  . .      586 

After  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £8,195,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  fixpensea  of  the  Office  of  the  Commissioners  in 
Lunacy  in  England "  ..  ..  ••  ..      606 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  oxceedin^  £6,695,  be 
granted,  &c," — (JIfr.  Arthur  O'CbfiMor;)— After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 
negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £22,640,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  pavment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  cS  March 
1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Mnt,  including  the  Expenses  of  the 
Coinage"  ..  ..  ..  ..       612 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £20,640,  be 
granted,  &c.," — {Mr,  Mylande :) — Aiter  short  debate,  Question  put^  a«d  negatived, 

C&iginal  Question  again  proposed    . .  . .  . .  . .       615 

After  short  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  ttK 

(4.)  £10,142,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  National  Debt  Office.— After  short  debate, 
Vote  agreed  to        ,,  . .  .  •  . .       617 

(5.)  £17,438,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Patent  Office.— After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       617 

(6.)  £14,277,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Paymaster  G^eral's  Office. — ^After  short 
debate.  Vote  o^rMii  ^0  ..  ..  ..  ..628 

(7.)  £6,243,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commission. — After 
short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .       630 

(8.)  £11,567,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Record  Office. — ^After  short  debate.  Vote 
agreed  to  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..       632 

(9.)  £22,943,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Registrar  General's  Office,  England. — 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  . .  ..      686 

(loj  £295,000,  to  complete  tiie  sum  for  Stationery  and  Printing. — After  short  debate, 
Ycie  agreed  to        ..  .•  ..  ..       637 

(II.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £13,196,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of 
March  1882.  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Her  Majesty's  Woods, 
Forests,  wai  Land  Bevennes,  and  of  tiie  Office  of  Land  Revenue  Records  and 
Lirdments"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..644 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £11,196,  be 

granted,  &c.," — (Mr,  Puqh  ;)— After  short  debate.  Question  put,  eoA  negatived. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(I a.)  £25,765,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office. — 
After  short  debate,  Vote  o^rMii  to..  ..  ..656 

(13.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £10,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March 
1 882.  for  Her  Majesty's  Foreign  and  other  Secret  Services "         . .  . .      657 

After  aelMEite,  Movedj  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again," — (Mr.  Leamg ;)— After  further  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Qnestion  put :— The  Ck>miniUee  divided  ;  Ayes  83,  Noes  17 ;  Majority  66. — 
Plv.  Lift,  No.  348.) 

Besolutioxui  to  be  reported  lb-marrow :  Oommittee  to  sit  again  To-nwrrow. 
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After  short  debate,  Besolutions  §gr0$i  U : — Bill  ori&r$d  {Mr.  ChancMor 
of  the  JSzehequeTj  Lmrd  Frederick  CmendUk) ;  freiented,  and  read  the 
first  time  [Bill  286.] 
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LOEDS,  WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  8. 

The  House  met ;— And  having  gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate—  [House  adjourned] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  AUGUST  8. 
QUESTION. 


South  Atrioa — ^Thb   Tbahsyaal— Thb   Ookyehtion  with  thb  Bobbs — 

Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  694 

MOTION. 

Paeliamsnt — ^Pbiyilbgs — ^Mb.  Bradiautoh — ^Resolution — 

Moved,  <*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  tho  Resolution  of  the  House  passed  10th 
Ma^  last,  *  That  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  do  remove  Mr.  Bradlaufh  from  the  House, 
until  he  shall  engage  not  furthef  to  disturh  the  prooeedings  of  the  House,'  meant 
that  Bir.  Bradlaugn  should  not  oome  within  the  outer  door  of  this  Chamber,  and 
did  not  give  anv  power  to  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  to  hinder  him  from  entering  and 
remaining  in  all  or  any  other  portions  of  this  edifioe,  and  that  therefore  the  Serjeant 
at  Arms  and  the  Offioers  of  the  House  acting  under  him,  in  excluding  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
from  such  other  portions  of  the  edifice,  acted  without  the  authority  of  this  House, 
and  in  so  doing  interfered  with  the  privile^  inherent  in  Membership  of  this  House, 
and  from  which  no  Member  can  be  deprived  without  a  Kesolntion  of  this  House 
to  that  effect,"— (ifr.  La6outfA^)  ..  ..695 

After  debate,  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 

words  **  this  House  approves  the  action  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  of  the  Officers  of  this 

House  acting  under  his  orders," — {Sir  Henry  SoUind.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put :— The 
House  divided ;  Ayes  7,  Noes  191 ;  Majority  184. — (DIt.  List,  No.  351 .) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  *  this  House  approves  the  action  o^ 
Mr.  Speaker  and  of  the  officers  of  this  House  acting  under  his  orderf 
be  there  added : " — ^After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to.  ^,y  ,^^^  .^^  ^OOglc 
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''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :  " — 

Nayt  (Oadbts) — ^Eesolxttion — Amendment  proposed, 
To  leave  oat  from  the  word  «  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qneetion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Naval  Cadets  should  be  appointed  at  a  more 
advanced  age,  and  that  if  they  are  chosen  by  competitive  examination  such  com- 
petition should  be  open  and  not  limited  for  the  purposes  of  patronage," — (Jfr. 
Owrtt^) — ^instead  thereof  ..  ••  ..  ,.     720 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  tiie  Question :  "—^After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn, 

Peotbohon  op  Pbbson  AiTD  Pkopkbty  (Iebland)  Act,  1881 — Prisonbes 
Abbssted  ttndee  the  Act — Observations,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ; 
Beplj,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster :— Short  debate  thereon        . .  . .     732 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agr9edto. 

SUPPLY — canM&red  in  Committee — Civil  Sbeviob  Estimatbs. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. — Salaeibs  aitd  Expenses  op  Civil  Dbpaetxents. 

(I.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £5,027,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Oharge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  l^Iarch 
1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of  tiie  Queen's  and  Lord 
Treasurer's  Remembrancer  in  fixohequer,  Scotland,  of  certain  Officers  in  Scotland, 
and  other  Charges  formerly  on  the  Hereditary  Revenue  "  . .  . .      786 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £4,187,  be  granted,  &c.," — (Mr.  Biggar:) — After  further  short  debate.  Motion, 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £9,239,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mi^esty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Fishery  Board  in  Scotland  and  certain 
Gtrants  in  Aid  of  Pien  or  Quays  "  . .  . .  . .      742 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£6,809,  be  granted,  &c.,"— (ifr.  Arthur  O* Connor  :)—Ait0r  further  short  debate. 
Motion,  by  leave,  toithdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

£3,944,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Board  of  Lunacy  in  Scotland. — ^After  short 
ibate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .       749 

(4.)  £5,740,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Registrar  General's  Office,  Scotland. 

£5,682,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Board  of  Supervision  for  Relief  of  the  Poor,  and 
for  Public  Health,  Scotland. — ^After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  .  •      760 

Besolutioiis  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *<  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,270,  be  ^^ranted 
to  Her  Migesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
coma  in  oourne  of  payment  during  the  year  endmg  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882, 
for  the  Salaries  of  the  Officen  and  Attendants  of  the  Household  of  the  Lord 
lieatenant  of  Ireland  and  other  Expenses"  ..  ..  ..      761 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,423,  be 
granted,  &c.,"— -(Jfr.  Fim'gan :) — After  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
&x  of  the  dock,  the  Chairman  reported  Progress. 

Beiolntiioos  to  boreported  To-nmraw  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  Tfhmorrow.    t 
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that  a  i»oportion  erf  such  corps  form  part  of  the  Army  establishment  in  future," — 
(5tVJ^o^«r«XoyirXtfubay,)— instead  thereof  ..853 

Question  TOopoeed,  "liiat  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  tlie  Question :  " — ^After  short  debate.  Question  put;  and  agreed  to.  '  r%c^cs\c> 
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Supply— Order  for  Conmiittee  wtA—tatUinuid, 
Abmy — ^LoKO  SsBYicE  SoiDiEEs — ObsenrationB,  Oolonel  Ooltiiuxst;  Bep^^ 

Mr.  Ohilden : — Short  debate  thereon  . ,     860 

Abmy  (Axtxiliabt  Forces) — Airntnc  Artillery  Militia— ObaenratioiUy 

Mr.  Biggar ;  Beply,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . ,     861 

Parliament— -ORDKR---SI78PEN8ION  of  Mr.  O'Kelly — Obserrations,  Mx, 
Pamell ;  Beplj,  Mr.  Gladstone : — Short  debate  thereon  .  •     868 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agrddd  to, 

8UPFLY^o(miid&r0d  in  Ckmunittee— Army  Estimates — 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Ci .)  £62,400,  Divine  Service. — After  short  debate,  Vote  afr§ed  to   ,.  . .       877 

(a.)  £39,800,  AdminiBtration  of  Military  Law.— After  short  debate,  Vote  m^reed  U  878 

(3.)  £300,600,  Medical  Eatablishments  and  Services.— After  short  debate.   Vote 
agreed  to  ••  ••       880 

(4.)  £476,900,  Militia  and  Militia  Resen-e.— After  debate.  Vote  mgreed  to  . .       881 

(5.1  £73,900,  Yeomanry  Cavalry.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  .  •       896 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £640,600, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  for  Volunteer  Corps  Pay  and 
Allowances,  which  will  come  in  course  of  pa^-mcnt  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
3l8t  day  of  March  1882"  ..  ..       696 

After  short  debate.  Question  put: — ^Tho  Committee  divided;   Ayes  131,  Noes  16; 
Majority  116.— {Di v.  list,  No.  363.) 
f  7.)  £218,800,  Army  Reserve. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ..  . .       902 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a   sum,  not  exceeding  £444,800, 
(including  a  Supplementary  Sum  of  £iO,000),  be  granted  to  Her  Slajesify,  to 
defray  the  Charge  for  Commissariat,  Transport,  and  Ordnance  Store  Establishmenta, 
Wages,  &c.  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
3l8t  day  of  March  1882  "  . .  . .  . .      90S 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£439,698  (including  a  Snpplementarv  Sum  of  £40,000),  be  granted,  &c,"— (JTr. 
Labouehere  :) — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  Committee  dividod  ; 
Ayes  13,  Noes  80;  Majority  67.— (Div.  List,  No.  364.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(oj  £780,000,  Clothing  Establishments,  Services,  and  Supplies.— After  short  debate, 
YoXa  agreed  to  ..  ..  ..  ..916 

(10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,290,000 
(including  a  Supplementary  Sum  ox  £120,000),  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  for  the  Supply,  Manufacture,  and  Repair  of  Warlike  and  other  Stores 
(including  Egtabliahments  of  Manufacturing  Departments^,  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882  "  . .       916 

Moved,  **That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"—* 

{General  Feilden  ;)— Question  put,  and  negatived. 
After  short  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Chamnan  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,'*— >(^ir 
Walter  B,  Barttelot :) — Motion  agreed  to, 

BesolationB  to  be  reported  Ib-morroM^ ;';  Oommittee  to  sit   again    7b- 
morrow. 

Iriflh  Church  Act  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  235]— 
Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  eeoond  time,"^ Ifr.   Solteitor 

General  for  Ireland)  . .  •  •  . .     91S 

After  ehort  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com* 
mitted  for  Monday  next. 

Corrupt  Practices  (Suspension  of  Elections)  Bill  [Bill  238]— 
Moved,   ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time," — {Mr,  Attomof 
General)  ..  ..  ..  ..915 

Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  eommitted  for  To-morrow. 

British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal)  Bill  ^Lords']  [BiU  233]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,"— (ifr.  Courtney)     . .     916 
Aftet  ghort  debate,  Motion  agreed  to :— Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  m«i*    t 
f^titiid  for  To'tnorrQW*  L^iym^uu  uy  ^^  ^  ^Si^ 
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Pedltt*  (OertUUMrtMl)  Bill  iLord$\  ( Bdl  2S4>- 
Mov0d,  "  Thiit  the  Sill  be  now  read  a  seoor^d  titxie/'— ( 10*.  C^Nir^)     . .     917 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agt$ed  to : — Bill  read  a  eeeond  time,  a^  eom* 
mitUd  for  To-morrow. 

Univendties    (Scotland)    Registration    of    PaifllanientarT 
Voters,  &c.  Bill  ILordi]  [Bm  232]- 
Movoif  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time"  . .  •  •     91< 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  &om» 
mitted  for  To-morrow. 

Ibtemption  from  Distreast  Bill  [Bill  116J— 
Moved,  "That  the  Order  for  the  Consideration   of  the  BiU  be   Hb" 
chArged,^'—(8ir  Monry Sottand)  ..  ..  ..922 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Order  dieeluirged ;  Bill  withdrawn. 
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Boyal  TJnilrerslty  of  Ireland  BUI  (No.  194)— 

Moved,  <<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (2%^  Lord  Privy  Seal)  . .     922 

After  short  debate^  Motion  agreed  to  .*— ^Bill  read  2*  aooordmglj,  and  oom- 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  ike  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  187)— 
House  again  in  Oommittoe  (aooinrding  to  Order)  •  •    923 

Amendinents  tnade ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday  liext ; 
and  Standing  Order  No.  ^XXV.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  it^ 
being  disponed  with ;  aad  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  204.) 
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Lubbock ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .     993 

AiMY  Oboanization — ^The  New  Rotal   Wabbaht — ^BErntEHEirr — Ques- 

tiicm,  Mr.  Healy ;  Aiiswer,  Mr.  Childers   . .  • .  . .     998 

PABLTA#EtJf»^TtiiB  HotTte  OF  CoMKONS— ConOTCT    Ot    PtGfitlO    BUSlHlBSS-- 
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Supply — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :" — 

Law  and  Justioe — Outbade  upon  the  Pebson — Besolution — 

Amendment  proposed, 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *<  the  administration  of  the  Law  in  cases  ai  outrage  upon  the  person  has 
long  been  a  reproach  to  our  Criminal  Courts ;  that  outrages  and  assaults  of  the 
most  brutal  character,  especially  upon  married  women,  even  when  they  cause  a 
cruel  death,  are  commonly  punished  less  severely  than  small  offences  against  pro- 
perty :  that  the  admission  oi  the  crime  of  drunkenness  as  an  extenuation  of  other 
crimes  is  immoral,  and  acts  as  an  incentive  to  persons  about  to  commit  outrages  to 
wilfullv  deprive  themselves  of  the  guidance  of  reason," — [Mr.  Maefarlane^ — 
instead  thereof      ..  ..  ..  ..    1000 

Question  proposed,  <<  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" — ^After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agresd  to. 

Obikinal  Law — Oase  of  Edmund  Galley — Observations,  Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot ;  Beply,  Sir  William  Harcourt : — Short  debate  thereon        . .   1005 

Islands  of  the  Paoifio — Jubisdiotion  of  the  High  Oommissioneb  of 
Polynesia— Observations,  Sir  John  Hay,  Sir  Henry  Holland ;  Beply, 
Mr.  Trevelyan  ..  ..  ..  ..1018 

Abicy  (Becbuitino) — ^Ibish  Soldiebs— Observations,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Beply, 
Mr.  Childers..  ..  ..   1027 

Main  Question,  '<  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
ogrudtQ. 

SUFFLY-'ContidsrHi  in  Oommittee — ^Abmy  Estdcates. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £758,900,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  for  the  Superintending  Establish 


ment  of,  and  Expenditore  for.  Works,  Buildings,  and  Itepairs,  at  Home  and 
Abroad,  which  wiu  come  in  conise  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slit 
day  of  March  1882 "  ..  ..  ..  ..     1028 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £738,900,  be 
granted,  Ac.,"— (Jfr.  Biagar  ;]h-After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Onginal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(a.)  £164,100,  Mmtwv  Education..  ..  ..  ..     1029 

After  short  deWte,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 


further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  >  r\r\n\o 

Alteir  farther  short  debate,  Original  Qnestion  put,  and agr4$d  l9«    u^i^u  uy  ^jUU^  LL 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[AuffUit  5.]  Pag$ 

Supply— Aemy  Estimatbb— Committee— «>#i<i«i#«?. 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <*  That  a  som,  not  exceeding  £40,100,  be. 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  tne  Charge  for  Miscellaneous  Effective  Services, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  ox 
March  1882"         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1086 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£33,740,  be  granted,  &c.," —  {Mr.  Arthur  O'Omnor  ;)— Question  put :— The  Com- 
mittee divided;  Ayes  11,  Noes  63 ;  Majority  42.— (Div.  List,  No.  855.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £222,200,  Administration  of  the  Army. 

(5.)  £34,000,  Rewards,  &c.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to       ,,  .,     1087 

(6.)  £129.700,  Half  Pay. 


(7.)  £1,064,700,  Retired  Pay.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ..  . .     1087 

{8.)  £124,200,  Widows*  Pensions.- After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .     1040 

(9.^  £17,000,  Pensions  for  Wounds. 

(10.)  £33,900,  Chelsea,  &c.  Hospitals.— After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .     1041 

(f  I.)  £1,386,500,  Out-Pensions. 

(12.)  £202,200,  Army  Superannuation  Allowances. 

(13.)  £37,400,  Militia,  Yeomanry  Cavalry,  and  Volunteer  Corps. — ^After  short 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to.  . .  . .  .  •  . .     1048  a. 

(14.)  £1,100,000,  Army  (Indian  Home  Charges). 

(15.^  £30,000,  Supplementary  Estimate,  Pay,  Allowances,  &c. 

(16.)  £290,000,  Supplements^  Estimate,  Provisions,  &c. — After  short  debate.  Vote 

agreed  to  ..  ..  .,  ..  ..     1045 

OlYIL  Sb&VIOEB. 

Glass  m. — ^Law  and  Jttstiob. 

(17.)  £36,281,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Law  Charges. — ^After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     1046 

(18.)  £2,021,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Public  Prosecutor's  Office.— After  short 
dehaietYote  agreed  to  ..  ..  ..  ,.     1047 

(19^  £116,022,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Criminal  Prosecutions.— After  short  debate, 

Vote  agreed  to       ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1052 

(30.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £97,115,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Uharge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1882,  for  such  of  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Chancery  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
(exclusive  of  the  Central  Office),  as  are  not  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  "  . .     1054 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£95,115,  be  granted,  &c.,'* — {Mr.  Henry  Fowler:) — After  further  short  debate, 
Question  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  82,  Noes  76;  Majority  44. —(Div. 
List,  No.  366.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed     . .  . .  . .  . .     1068 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £96.890,  be  granted, 
&c.,"— (Jfr.  JETf a/y ;)— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  23,  Noes  90;  Majority  67. — 
(Div.  List,  No.  367.) 

After  short  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(31.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £68,427,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Central  Office  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature ;  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Judges*  Clerks  and  other  Officers  of 
the  District  Re^trars  of  the  High  Court ;  the  remuneration  of  the  Judges'  Mar- 
shals ;  and  certain  Circuit  Expenses "  . .  • .  . .     1065 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £63,927,  be 
granted,  &c.," — {Mr,  Arthur  0* Connor ;)— After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 
neqatived. 

Orinnal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(aa!)  £57,124,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Probate,  &c.  Registries  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justioe. 

(33.)  £6,797,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Admiralty  Registry  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice. 

(24.)  £8,118,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Wreck  Commission. — ^After  short  debate, 

Yoie  agreed  to        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1068 

(25.)  £19,424,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  London  Bankruptcy  Court. — After  short 
debate.  Vote  apr^  ^0  ..  ..  ..     1068 

(36.)  £882,986,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  County  Courts. 

(37.)  £2,442,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Land  Registry.— After  short  debate,  Vote 
agutd to  . .  •  •  •  •  . .  .^  ••  ^t??^ 
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BupPLY— Civil  Sbryiobs — CkmamUe^—contin^. 

M.)  U9S90,  to  complete  the  sum  for  It^yisia^  SMTUtWPy  Boglmid* 

(290  ^8,021,  Polioe  Coorta,  liondon  and  Bheemeas.— Alter  sho)*  deM^i  Vpt» 
ugreedto  ,.  ..  .,  ..  ..      1071 

(30.)  £260,402,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Metropolitan  Police. 

(31.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *<Xhat  a  sum,  not  exceeding  JB91l,^99y 
be  ^^ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  comply  the  sum  necessaiy  to  defray  the  Charg# 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  vesx  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of 
March  1882,  for  certain  Expenses  connected  wi&i  the  Fohce  in  Counties  and 
Boroughs  in  England  and  Wales,  and  with  the  Police  in  Scotland  '*  •  •     1073 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £24S,9^»  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  comnlete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  <3  Mardi 
1882,  for  the  Superintendence  of  Convict  Establishments,  and  for  the  Maii»teofmoe 
of  Convicts  in  Convict  Establishments  in  Engls^id  and  ^  Colonies  "  .  •     1080 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(33O  £293,769,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Prisons,  England.— After  9h<Mi  debate, 

VfMagreedio        ..  ..  ..  ..  ••     1081 

(3.?0  £182,626,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Great 
Britain. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  . .  •  •     10S5 

(34.)  £18,019,  to  complete  the  sum  fop  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum. — ^After 
short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  . .  . .  . .     1087 

(3c.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £40,700, 
be  fpranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessarv  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endinff  on  the  81st  day  of 
March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  <^  the  Lord  Advocate's  Department 
and  others  connected  with  Criminal  Proceedings  in  Scotland,  including  certain 
Allowances  under  the  Aet  16  and  16  Vic.  c.  83  "  . .  . .  . .     1000 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  9xoef»ding  £30,700,  be 
^[ranted,  &c.," — {Mr,  Biggar :) — ^After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  l^itve,  withdrayfft. 

Onffinal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(36.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, ''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £39,008,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Chaige 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of 
Mardi  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Courts  of  Law  and  Juatica  in 
Scotland,  and  other  Legal  Charges  "  . .  .  •  •  •    1096 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £38,368,  be 
granted,  &c.,"— (Jfr.  i^W^«-;)— After  short  debate,  Question  put:— Thp  Com- 
mittee divided;  Ayes  20,  Noes  62;  Majority  32.~(I>iv.  List,  No.  368.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(37.)  £26,422,  to  com^te  tiie  sum  for  Eegister  House  Departm^ats,  Edinbwgh.— 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ..  . .  .  •  . .    1090 

(38.}  £87,340,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Prisons  (Scotland) .^Aftar  short  debate,  Yota 
agreed  to  ..  ..  ..  ..  .•    1100 

Booolations  to  bo  roportod  To-mwrrow :   Oommittoe  to  sit  again  T(h> 
morrow. 

Begulation  of  the  Forces  BlU  LBiU  193]— 
Order  for  Consideratioii,  as  amonded,  read  . .  . .  • .  1100 

After  diort  debatOi  Oonsideratioiii  as  amended,  dofmred  till  Monday  next. 

Corrupt  Practices  (Suspension  of  Elections)  Bill  [Bill  238]— 
Bill  eotmdored  in  Oommittee  . .  . .  . .  • .  1101 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  rsported,  without  Amendment. 
Moved,    "That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  tbe  third  time,"— (Vr.  AtUm0ff 

Omsral) : — Uotion  agned  to :— Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  patadp 

without  Amendment. 

Whiteboy  Acts  Bepeal  BiU  [BiU  134]- 
Moved,  <<  That  the  Seeond  Beading  of  the  Bill  be  deferred  till  Saturday," 

—(Mr.  T.  P.  ff  Connor)       . .  . .  • .  . .  1104 

After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed,  to  leaye  out  **  Saturday  "  and 

insert  "  Monday,"— fjfr.  R.  JY.  FowUr.) 
Question  proposed,   "That  the  word  < Saturday'  stand  part  of  the 

Question :"  — Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  ^  :—Seoond  Beading 

deferred  till  Monday.  ^  , 
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Oonvesranoing  and  Law  of  Property  (r0'€mmi*^  BUI  [X«rA] 
Bill  #(m#tfr##  in  jOommittae    ,,  ..  ..  1106 

After  short  time  ^>eiit  therein,  Bill  reparM,  without  Amendmeat ;  to  be 
read  the  third  time  upon  Mandsff  next. 

East  Iitdun  Railitat  [BaDmcPTKHr  of  AimnrmBs]— 

Oomidertd  Ir  Commit  ••   1107 

Beioliitiom 4yr^ ^;  to >9  ropoftod «po» U<mda^  next. 

COMMONS,  SATURDAY,  AUGUST  6. 
QUE8TI0NB. 


pABLIAMBirT  —  BULBS     A^D     ObDEBS — ^PeTITIOHS — ThS    BbADLAUOH    PjKTI- 

Tiovs— Questions,   Observations,   Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,   Mr.   Thorold 
Sogers ;  Answers,  Sir  CSiarles  Forster  •  •  1107 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 


Supply — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  pr^MMed, 
'<  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Ohair  :''— 

Nayy — ^Promotion — ^Liscttenants — Observations,  Sir  John  Hay  ..  1110 

State  of  Ieblano— The  Hagistbaoy — ^Ma.  Ou^obd  Lix)yd,  B.M. — 
Bbsoltttion — ^Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  .the  end  of  the  Question,  in  ordfir  to  add  the 
wordi  '*  thia  House  condemns  the  x^iosal  of  the  Government  to  grant  an  investi- 
gation into  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd^  B.M.,  and  their  refusal  to  notice  the 
threats  alleged  to  have  been  used  by  Mm  in  dispersing  without  proclamation  a 
peaceful  meeting  at  Drogheda  on  the  1st  day  of  January,  — (JTr.  J9Wy,)— instead 
thereof  ..  ..  ..  ..   1111 

Queetion proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — After  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided; 
Ayes  75,  Noes  18;  Majority  67.— (DIt.  List,  No.  859.) 

Nayy — ^Nayy  and  Dookyabd  OpnosRs — Observations,  Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff;  Beply,  Mr.  TroYolyan :— Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  1188 

Main  Question,   **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaYO  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
a^eedio, 

SVFFLY^coniuUred  in  Oommittee— Nayy  Estimatis. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

(t.)  £877,890,  Half-Fay.  Beaerved  Half.Pay,  and  Betixed  Pay  to  Officers  of  the 
Navy  and  Marines.— After  short  debate,  Vote  d^riMf  to  ..  ..1188 

(a.)  £847,036,  Military  PensionB  and  Allowances.  ^  After  short  debate,  Vote 
•grmito  ••  ••  ••     XXS9 

(3.)  £887,991,  Civil  Pensioins  and  Allowaaoee. 


OlYIL  SntYIOBS. 

CbuLss  y. — F0B810H  A]n)  CoLoiriAL  Sebyioes. 

£93^70,  to  oomplete  the  sum  for  the  Diplomatio  Services.— After  short  debate, 
iM^gr$edto       ••  lli8 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Uoestion  proposed,  "  That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £142,887,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mijesty,  to  complete  the  snm  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  ^Hiiflh 
wiU  come  in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day  of  March 
1882,  for  the  Expense  of  the  Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  and  for  other 
Expeaditue  chargeable  on  the  Consular  Vote  "    , .  . .   ^  ^'Oft^lc 
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BuppLT — Civil  Sbryicbs — CkmndHoe— continued. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £140,787,  be 
granted,  &c.,'*— (Jfr.  Ijobouehere  :)'^ After  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

After  further  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,097,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1882,  for  the  Expenses  of  the  Mixed  Commissions  established  under  the  Treaties 
with  Foreign  Powers  for  suppressing  the  Traffic  in  Slaves,  and  of  other  Establish- 
ments in  connection  with  that  object,  including  the  Muscat  Subsidy  "  .  •     1162 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,297,  be 
granted,  &c.," — {Mr,  Arthur  0  Connor ;)— After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdraipn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(7*)  £7,047,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Tonnage  Bounties,  &c.  and  Liberated  African 
Department. 

(8.)  £870,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Suez  Canal  (British  Directors).— After  short 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .     1168 

(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £20,751,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  wbioh 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  vear  endmg  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1882,  in  aid  of  Colonial  Local  Revenue,  and  for  the  Salaries  and  Allowances  of 
Qoveraors,  &c.,  and  for  other  Charges  connected  with  the  Colonies,  including  Ex- 
penses incurred  under  '  The  Pacific  Islanders  Protection  Act,  1875 ' "  . .     II64 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *<That  a  sum,  not  exceedinp^  £19,751,  be 
granted,  &o.," — {Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor :) — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed :— After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and 

aareedto. 
(10.)  £1,105,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Orange  River  Territory  and  St.  Helena 

(Non-Effective  Charges). 
(11.)  £17,300,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies. 

Class  YI.— NoH-EFFBcrrivE  and  Chabitablb  Sbevioks. 

la.^  £209,980,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Superannuations  and  Retired  Allowances. 

3.)  £19,550,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions,  &c. 

4.)  £17,900,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Relief  of  Distressed  British  Seamen 

Aoroad.— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .     1166 

(15.^  £423,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Pauper  Lunatics,  England. 

(16.1  £39,588,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotuind. 

^17.1  £49,852,  Friendly  Societies  Deficiency. 

(18.)  £2,021,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Allowances, 

Great  Britain. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  . .     1167 

Glass  YII. — Misosllaneotts. 


f  19.^  £19,883,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Temporary  Commissions. 


£3,927,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Miscellaneous  Expenses. — Alter  short  debate, 
Vote  agreed  to        ,,  ,,  ,.  ..  ..     1168 

BsYBinTE  DSFABTliSNTS. 
Tai.)  £757,737,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Customs. 
(aa.V  £1,553,471,  to  complete  the  sum  for  tiie  Inland  Revenue. 
(33.)  £407,767,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Post  Office  Packet  Service. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Mimday  next. 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  AUGUST  8. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  (Nos.  187,  204)— 

Amendments  reported  (aooording  to  Order)  . .  . .  . .   1170 

After  debate,  Bill  to  h^printed^  as  amended.    (No.  207.) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  suspending  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  read : — 

Moved,  ''That  the  said  Stcuiding  Order  be  suspended," — {The  Lord 

Privy  Seal.) 
On  question?  resohed  in  the  afflrmativjf;    Standing    Order    suspended 

aooordinglj. 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  8%"— (TA^  Lord  Privy  Seai.) 
After  debate,  on  question,  reeoked  in  the  affirmative;  Bill  read  8'  aooord- 

ingly,  with  the  Amendments,  anipaeeed,  and  sent  t@,|llM9  Oommoaf.^,^C 
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PBOTBonoN  OP  Pbrsok  Ain>  Pbopeety  (Ikelakd)  Act,  1881 — ^Messrs. 
MuRPHT  AND  Campion,  Prisoners  under  the  Aor---QuestioD8,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  B. 
Forster  ..  ..  ..  ,.  ..  1198 

Spain— -The  Zamora  Waterworks— Question,  Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke ;  Answer, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ..  ..  ..  ..1195 

Armt— Pensioners  op  the  Boyal  Marines — Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond 

Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  ChUders  . .  . .  . .  1196 

Parks  (Metropolis) — Paddinoton  Park — Question,  Sir  Thomas  Chambers; 

Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  . .      '  . .  . .   1196 

United  States— Consular  Convention— Questions,  Mr.  Gourley ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  . .  . .  . .  . .  1197 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — ^Militia  Uniforms— Question,  Mr.  Bound; 

Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . ,  , .  , .   1197 

Education  Department— Technical  Education — ^The  Eeport— Question, 

Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella     . .  . .  . .  1197 

Law  and  Justice — The  Magistracy — Mr.  B.  P.  Laxtrie — Question,  Mr. 

Pemberton ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  . .  •  •   1197 

Fires  (Metropolis)— Question,  Mr.  Firth ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  1198 

Metropolitan  Vestry   Accounts — ^The  Paddinoton  Vestry — Question, 

Mr.  Firth  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  . .  . .  . .  1199 

Post  Office — Telegraph  Clerks — Question,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Fawcett  . .  . .  . .  . .    1200 
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Question,  Sir  Henry  HoUand ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson      . .  .  •  1201 

Small-Pox  (Metropolis) — Hospital  Ships  on  the  Biyer  Thames — Ques- 
tions, Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answers,  Mr.  Dodson  . .   1202 

Malta — ^Petition  for  Beforms — Question,  Mr.  Anderson;  Answer,  Mr. 
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Afghanistan — Candahar — Questions,  Lord  George  Hamilton,  Sir  Henry 

Tyler ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  .  •   1 207 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) — Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr. 
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OBDEBS    OF    THE    DAT. 


SuppLT— Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair  :"— 

Education  Depabtmbnt — ^Thb  Bbyissd  Oodb — Depabtmbntal  StAtx- 
MENT  of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of  Ooxtncil  oK 
Education    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1210 

Abt  and  Industrial  Museums — ^Resolution — ^Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  <*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 

words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  grants  in  aid  of  Art  and  Industrial  Museums 

should  not  be  confined  to  London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin,"— {Jfr.  Jetse  CoUin^i,) 

—instead  thereof  ..  .,   1836 

Question  proposed^ ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question :'' — After  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  dwuM; 

Ayes  48,  Noes  86 ;  Majority  37.— (Dir.  List,  No.  360.) 

Science  and  Art  Depabtment,  South  Kensington— United  West- 
MiNSTEB  Schools  of  Art — Case  of  Mb.  GfoFFiN,  the  Head  Master 
— Obserrations,  Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton : — Long  debate  thereon        . .   1266 

Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

StrPPLT — eomidered  in  Committee— Civil  Sebyioes — 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. — Edttgation,  Science,  and  Art. 

(i.)  £1,283,958,  to  complete  the  som  for  Education,  England  and  Wales. — ^After 
.  debate,  Vote  offrud  to  . .  . .  . .  •  •     IMO 

Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progreae,  and  ask  leare  to  dt  again,"— ^Jfr. 
Biggar :) — After  shott  debate.  Motion,  hj  leave,  witMraton, 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Qaeetion  proposed,  *'That  a  som,  not  exceeding  £227,181, 
be  p;ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Ghaiqge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day  of 
March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Department, 
and  of  the  Establishments  connected  therewith ''   .  •  . .  . .     1829 

After  short  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£226,681,  be  granted,  kfi.,^—{Mr,  Arthur  O'Connor ;)— After  further  short  debate. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £69,939,  to  complete  the  sum  for  British  Museum. — ^After  short  debate,  Yole 
agreedto  ..  ..  .•  ..     XSJ7 

(4.)  £228,436,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public  Education,  Scotland.— After  short 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  , ,     1340 

Besolutions  to  be  reported   To-morrow;    Committee   to  sit  again   Jb- 
morrow. 

Besrulation  of  the  Forces  Bill  [Bill  195]— 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended,  read  . .  . .  . .  l34S 

After  short  debate,  Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  till  To'iHdrl^ow, 

Patriotic  Fond  BiU  ILorde']  [BiU  240]— 

Moved,  <«  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,''— (ifr.  CkOdm)       . .  1848 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  timsi  and  com- 
mitted  for  To-morrow. 

Ifational  Debt  BiU  [BiU  236]— 

Order  for  Oommittee  read       ..  ..  ,.  IM^ 

•^^tet  short  debate.  Bill  considered  in  Committee,  aiid  repoHed;  to  b4 
prinUd,  as  amended  [BiU  248];  re-eommtttod  iox  Thviredo^.  OOqIc 
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SiTPPLY— Bbpobt— BeeolutionB  [6ih  August]  reported    , .  . .     1844 

Beeolutions  1  to  18  a^eed  to. 

(19.)  <*  Thftt  a  sum,  not  exoeeding  £19,883,  be  Q^mited  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete 
the  Bom  neoeasary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
daring  the  year  endixig  on  the  31st  da^  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Incid^tal  Expenses  of  Temporary  Commissions  and  Committees,  including  Special 
Inquiries/' 
After  abort  debate,  Besolution  a^eed  to  ;-^Bemaining  Besolutions 
is^eedto. 

Ways  aot)  Means — 

Xetoh^  That,  towards  maldng  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Miyesty  for  the 
Service  of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  the  sum  of 
£21,696,712,  be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow;   Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
JTednetdaif. 

Bast  Indian  Railway  (Redemption  of  Annuities)  Bill— Resolution  [August  6] 

rtporUd,  and  agreed  to  .-—Bill  ordered  {^The  Mdrquett  of  Hartington^  Lord   Frederick 
Cavendiih) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  244]  .  •  . .    1 345 


Bzpiring  Laws  Oontinuanee  Bill— ^<^^  {Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  Mr.  Attorney 

^#rMra/);j»f»Mfi<Mf,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  245]  ..  ,,   1845 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  AUGUST  9. 

RiYBRS  OoKsnYANOT  AND  FLOODS  Phbybntioh  Bill — Qusstion,  Tbe  Earl 

of  Sandwiob;  Answer,  Earl  Spencer        . .  . .  ,  •  1345 

Ecolesiastioal  Courts  Regulation  Bill  (No.  201)— 
Moved,  <<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (!%« .£br/  Beauehamp)  . .  1346 

After  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;— Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  eommitted 
to  a  Oommittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  Bill  (No.  186)— 
Moved,  <<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"- (I!^  lord  Thuriow)  . .  1365 

Motion  agreed  to :— Bill  read  2'  accordingly. 
Moved,  <<  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,"— (7%«  Iktrl 

De  La  Warr.) 
After  short  debate,  on  question,  resohed  in  the  negative;  Bill  eommitted  to 
a  Oommittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Leases  for  Schools  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  188)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7!**  Lord  O^Hagan)  ..  1372 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and 
committed  to  a  Oommittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Corrupt  Practices  (Suspension  of  Elections)  Bill  (No.  208)— 
Moved,  '•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (^r%<>  Earl  of  Dalhousie)         . .  1374 
Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and  eommitted  to  a  Oommittee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Abmy  (AvxnjAET  Forces)— The  Miutia — ^Memorandum  of  June,  1881 — 
Questions,  The  Earl  of  Sandwich,  The  Earl  of  Longford ;  Answers, 
The  Earl  of  Morley : — Short  debate  thereon  , ,  L.,y,u^t^u  uy  -^ >-  43^iC 

YOL.  CCLXIY,     [thibd  sxbiss.]  [  e  ] 
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Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords'  Amendments  read : — ^Motion  made,  and 
Question,  "  That  the  Amendments  made  by  The  Lords  to  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill  be  now    considered,"  —  {Mr.   GladHon$j)  —  put,   and 
offr^  to : — ^Lords'  Amendments  eamiddred  . «  .  •  1388 

After  long  debate,  further  Consideration  of  Lords'  Amendments  drfmnd 
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Bills  of  Exchange  Bill  [BiU  218]— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Sir  John  Lubbock)     1461 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  seoond  time, 
and  eommitted  for  To-morrow, 

Bemoval  Terms  (Burghs)  (Scotland)  Bill— 
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Stewart)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1464 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  .'—Amendments  eonndered. 

And  agreed  to. 

Ways  and  Mbaks — 
ConsoUdated  Pond  (Ko.  4)  BiU 

Betolution  rAugiiBt  8]  reported,  and  agreed  to;— BiU  ordered  (Jfr.  Tla^faW,  Mr.  Cfhon" 
felhr  of  the  Exchequer,-  Lord  FredeHek  Cavendieh) ;  freeeiUed,  And j;ea4  Jie  fint  time    ^1465 
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BoTAL   Ukivbbsity   OP   IsBiiAHD  —  UwivKBsiTY   WoRK — Qaestioii,   Mr. 

Dawaon;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Fpfster  .  •  . .  1465 

OBDEB    OF    TEE  DAT. 

Land  Iiaw  (Ireland)  BiU— 

Lords'  AmeadmeutR  further  0afi^^4^%4  ••  ••   1466 

After  long  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hoar  before  Six  of  the  dock, 

Further  Oonsideration  of  Lords'  Amendinents  stood  adjourned  tiU 

To-mwrravB, 

Question,  Sir  StafiEbrd  Noithoote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  , .  1499 

LOEDS,  THUESDAT.  AUGUST  XI. 
Pbitatb  Bnxs — 

Standing  Orders  Noe.  22,  38,  91,  114,  115, 116,  117,  and  140a  eonsidered  and  am&nded, 
and  to  be  prinUd  as  amended.    (No.  167. ) 

South  Assioa— Thb  T&aksvaai.  Stats — ^Thb  BoxnmAaiss — Obfler^^tio^p, 

Question,  Lord  Braboume;  Beplj,  The  Earl  of  Eimberley  •  •  1500 

Itoelesiastlcal  Courts  Regulation  Bill  (No.  201}-* 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  inix)  Oommittee  leed  • .  1601 

After  short  debate,  House  in  Oommittee. 

Amandments  made ;  the  Report  thereof  to  be  receiyed  To-morrwo  ;  and 
Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being 
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with;  Bill  to  be  jwtifiM  as  amended.  (No.  198.) 

MetropoUtan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  Bill  (No.  186)— 
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After  ^ort  debate,  House  in  Oommittee : — ^Bill  reportid  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  8*  To-morrow. 

Education  Dbpabticsnt— Thb  Reyisbd  Oodb — Dbpabtmsittal  STATBicsirT 
OF  TSB  LoBD  PaissiDSirr  of  the  Oomiottbe  of  OoTOon.  ov  Bduoatiok 
— Obswvaticmsy  Lord  Norton,.  ••  .,  1511 

Laitd  Law  (Ibslahd)  Bill^ 
Betomed  from  the  CkMnmons  with  Beveral  of  the  amendments  agr^sd  to,  aeveral  u^eed 
to  vsUl  amendments,  and  with  conaeqaential  amwidim-mtt  to  the  BUI,  and  aenrnal 
dimyrood  to,  with  reasons  for  such  disag^ment.  The  saidamen^mentf  and  reasons  to 
\»pn$tUdj  and  to  be  considered  To-morrow.    (Xo.  211.) 
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Mmi,  '*  Tfaiit  the  Order  be  disoharged,"— (Ifr.  iTpiO; ;)— Motipn  o^rW 
A».:*-Order  iu^hargtH.  ^o\e 
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Mov^df  **  That  a  Cknmnittee  be  appointed  *  to  draw  apEeasozis  to  be  aBsigned  to  The 
Lords  for  diBagreeing  to  the  Amendments  made  by  The  Lords  to  the  BiU. 
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To  withdraw  immediately. 
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Seasons  for  disagreement  to  The  Lords  Amendments  reported^  and  agreed 
to  ;-^To  be  communicated  to  The  Lords. 

Solent  Nayioatiok  [Expenses] — 
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LOEDS,  FEIDAY,  AUGUST  12. 
Business  of  tHE  House — 
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After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to.-— Bill  read  8*  aoooioingly,  and   .^{^ 

paesed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons.  L^yu^t^u  uy  >^ ^ ^^i^ 


TABLE  OF  CfONTBMTB. 
\_Au^ust  12.]  J^ 

Ctonvajrandng  and  Law  of  Property  Bill— 

Commons  Amendments  considered  (according  to  order)       . .  . .  1641 

After  short  debate,  Commons  Amendments  agreed  te. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  BUI— 

Commons  Amendments  to  Lords  Amendments,  and  Commons  eonse- 
quential  Amendments,  and  Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  oertain  of  the 
Lords  Amendments  considered  (according  to  order)  . .  , .  IMS 

Moved f  **  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  to  prepare  Seasons  to  be  oflBsted 
to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  oertain  of  their  Amend- 
ments, and  insisting  on  oertain  of  the  Lords  Amendments/' — {!%§ 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  . .  . .  . ,  1704 

After  snort  debate,  on  question  ?  resolved  in  the  ajinnmiive : — ^Che  Com- 
mittee to  meet  forthwith. 

Customs  Depabtmsnt — Officers  at   Outports— Qoestion,  The  Eail  of 

Mount  Edgoumbe ;  Answer,  Lord  Thurbw  •  •  . «  1706 

Land  Law  (Lreland)  Bill— 

Beport  from  tho  Committee  of  the  reasons  to  be  offered  to  the  Commoni  for  the  Lords 
disagreeiiig  to  certain  of  their  amendments,  and  insisting  upon  certain  of  tiie  Lords 
amendments  to  which  the  Commons  have  disagrreod;  read,  and  efreed  to;  and  • 
message  sent  to  the  Commons  to  return  the  said  Bill  with  amendments  and  i 


Beasoxs  of  the  Lords  for  DiSAOREsnro  to  Certain  of  the  Coxmovs' 
Amendments  and  for  LirsisTiNa  upon  Certain  of  the  Amendmbits 
to  wmoH  THE  Commons  hate  Disagreed  . .  . .  1707 


COMMONS,  FEIDAY,  AUGUST  12. 
QUESTIONS. 


HiOHWAY  Bates — Assessment  and  Power  of  Compounddtq    Qnaation, 

Mr.  Hicks ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  . .  . .  . .  1709 

Poor    Law   (Ireland)  —  Remuneration   of   Poor   Rate   Collectors— 

Qiiestioii.  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster       . .  . .  1710 

Army  (India) — Roman   Catholic  Chaplains— Question,  Mr.  A.  Moore; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting^n       . .  . .  . .  1710 

China — The  Opium  Trade — Question,  Mr.  A.  Pease ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 

W.  Dilke  ..  ..  ..  ..  1711 

Post    Offiob — Telephone    Posts    and    Wires — ^Question,  Mr.  W.  H. 

Smith ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General    . .  • .  1718 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) — Return  of  Agricultural  Holddtob 

— Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .   1713 

Central  Asia — Russian  Advanoes — Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope ;  Answer, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  1713 

Foreign   Legislative    Assemblies    (Oaths   and    Prooedure) — Question^ 

Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  I7H 

The   Magistracy — ^The   Evidence    Further   Amendment    Act,    1869 — 

Refusal  of  Magistrates  at  Birmingham  to  Allow  a  Witness  to 

Affirm — Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Haroouit   17U 
Explosives   Act — ^Regulation   as   to    Miners    making   Cartridges   in 

their  Homes — Qaestion,  Mr.  Maodonald ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Har- 

oourt  ..  ..  ..  •.  1715 

State  of  Ireland — "  Boycotting  " — Question,  Lord  Arthur  Hill ;  Answar, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ..1713 

Arm7    OBOANzsATioir — Reteiino    Offiobrs— Question,    Sir   WaUar  B* 

Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ohilders  .  •  ^,,,  ,..u  uy  ^  ^  ^•.^W 


TABLE  OF  OQNTENTS. 
lAiijiuit  12.1  ^«f« 

Abmt  Pbomotiok — OoMBATANT  OFFioBR8«^Qae0tioiiy  Oobnel  Alexander; 

Answer,  Mr.  Ohilders  . .  •  •  •  •  . .  1717 

Thb  At>mtralty — Thb  Fibst  Lobd  of  the  ADMnuLTT — Question,  Sir  H. 

Drommond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  1718 

Law   and   Polioe    (Ibklaih)) — Death    of   Mr.    Hone — Questions,   M!r. 

Gibson ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster      . .  . .  . .  1718 

Nayy — Officers  on  Leave — Question,  Colonel  Kennard;  Answer,  Mr. 

Trerelyan       ..  ..  ,.  ,,  .,  1719 

Army   (India) — Pay   and    Allowances   of   Field    Officers — Question, 

Lieutenant  Oolonel  Milne  Home ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 

ton  ..  ••  ..  ••  ..  1730 

Law  and  Justice — Sentences  in  Criminal  Cases — Question,  Mr.  M'Coan ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  , .  1720 

Education  Department — ''Examiners" — Question,  Sir  David  Wedder- 

bum;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .  . .  1721 

Bailways  (Ireland) — ^The  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Bailway 

Company — Question,  Mr.  Healy;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Carendish  1722 
Ireland^  Grbsham  Gardens,  Kingstown — Question,  Mr.  Healj ;  Answer, 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  . .  . .  . .  . .  1723 

State   op   Ireland — The    BiAoiSTRAOY — ^Mr.    A.    E.    Herbert,    J.P. — 

Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster         . .  . .  1728 

Education  Department — The  Eeyised  Code,  1881 — Questions,  Mr.  J.  G. 

Talbot,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  Answers,  Mr.  Mundella  . .  1724 

National  Debt  Bill — Question,  Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1725 

Parliament — ^Arrangement  of  Public  Business— Statement,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .  1725 

Army — ^The  Boyal  Marines — Affray  at  Bantry — Question,  Mr.  Healy ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .  . .  . .   1727 

Parliament— PxTBLic  Business — Irish  Church  Act  Amendment  Bill — 

Question,  Mr.  Callan ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster        . .  . .  1728 

ORDilBS    OF    THE    DAY. 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Commercial  Trea^ty  with  France  (Negotiations) — Motion  for  an 
Address — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That  **  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  <<  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  the  Crown,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
withhold  Her  consent  from  any  Commercial  Treaty  with  France  which  proposes  to 
snbstitnte  specific  duties  for  ad  valorem  duties,  to  the  disadvantage  of  any  article 
of  British  manufacture,  or  in  any  way  to  raise  the  present  rate  of  duties  pavable 
on  such  articles,  and  which  does  not  leave  Her  Majesty's  Government  full  lioerty 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  Bounties,  or  which  would  bind  Her  Majesty  absolutely 
to  its  provisions  for  a  longer  period  than  twelve  months," — {Mr,  Ritehie,) — 
instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..   1728 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — ^After  long  debate,  Question  put : — The  House 
divided;   Ayes  153,  Noes  80 ;  Majority  73.— (Div.  List,  No.  384.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 
Motion^  by  leare,  wUhdrawn : — Oommittee  deferred  till  To-morrow, 

jPiBIIAlCENT — ^ASBANOSMSNT  OF  PUBLIO    BUSINESS — LaND    LaW    (IrELAND) 

BiSL^ObmrYatioiis,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Sir  Staf- 
'  fmlNortlieoto  ..  ..  #«  ..  1B16 


TABLE  OF  CX)NTENTB. 

'    lAit^fwt  12.']  P^^ 

Begnlation  of  tlie  ForoeB  BlU  [BiU  198]— 
Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended,  read  . .  . .  1817 

Consideration,  as  amended,  defnred  till  To-morrow. 

National  Debt  BUI  [Bill  243]- 
Movod,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time  "  . .  . .   1817 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  read  the  third  time,  and 
paued. 

Sapreme  Court  of  Judieature  Bill  ILordt]  [Bill  227]-- 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.   Attamoff 
Ooneraf)  . .  . .  . .  •  •  •  •   1818 

After  short  debate.  Second  Beading  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

Pedlars  (Certificates)  Bill  [Xor*]  [Bill  234]— 
Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair,"- (ITr.  Courtney)  . .  . .  . .  1S18 

Aiter  short  debate,  Question  put :— The  House  divided;  Ayes  80,  Noes  8 ; 

Majority  72.— (Div.  List,  No.  886.) 
Bill  coneidered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  .  •   1820 

Aiter  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 
Question,  ''  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  third  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to : — 

'BSi  passed. 

Petroleum  (Hawking)  Bill  ILorde]  [BiU  222]— 
Moved,  <<  That  the  Consideration  of  the  BiU,  as  amended,  be  deferred  until 
Saturday,"— (ifr.  Solicitor  Genera!)  . .  . .  . .   1820 

After  short  debate,  Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  tiU  Monday  next. 

PoUen  Fishing  (Ireland)  'BSSL— Ordered  (Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Mr.  WiUiam  Edward  Foreter)',  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[BiU  248]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1821 


COMMONS,  SATXJEDAT,  AUGUST  18. 
ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr,  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Navy  (Sobkibty) — ^Besolxttion — Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  will  promote  good  conduct  and  sobriety 
among  the  men  and  boys  of  the  Royal  Kavy  if  the  spirit  ration  were  henceforUi  dis- 
continued,  and  some  equivalent  given,  equal  to  the  value  of  the  spirit  ration,  in 
the  form  of  improved  dietary  or  increased  wages,'* — (Mr,  Caine,) — ^instead  thereof  1821 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
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Commons  Amendments  to  The  Lords  Amendments  reported,  and  agreed 
to : — ^To  be  communicated  to  the  Lords. 
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BAT  FIB8T. 

MoHDAT,  Anonffr  1. 
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MmdaTi  Auover  15. 
^Vts  Earl  of  Harrington,  after  the  death  of  his  fiither. 
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cottiers  AND  COTTARS  (DWELLINGS) 

BILL.— (No.  174.) 

{The  Lord   Waveney.) 

SECOND  BEADnra. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing  read. 

LORD  WAVENEY,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
that  after  the  statement  he  had  made  on 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  he  need  say 
but  little ;  but  there  were  misunderstand- 
ings which  he  desired  to  clear  up  as  to 
the  object  of  the  measure.  His  main 
object  was,  if  possible,  to  bring  the 
agricultural  classes  into  accord  with  the 
habits  and  civilization  of  the  period,  for 
it  appeared  to  him  that  in  certain  im- 
portant particulars  those  classes  had  not 
as  yet  attained  that  level.  Something 
had  been  done  in  that  direction  by  the 
Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act, 
and  subsequently  by  the  Public  Health 
(Ireland)  Act ;  bnt  the  principle  of  action 
in  past  legislation  was  wanting  in  promp- 
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tituda  and  efficiency.     H©  bad  no  daAire 
to  interfere  in  an j  way  with  the  forward 
inarch  of  the  Bill  wnioh  now  engag^ 
the  attention  of  the  other  House,  and 
whicli,  in  a  few  daj«j  might  be  expected 
to  reach  their  Lordahips'  bandfl.     There 
was  some  disappointment  that  that  pra- 
posaly    as   orig^mallj   brought   forward, 
made    no    mention   of   the  labouj^rs  of 
Ireland ;  but  the  claims  of  that  elasa  had, 
he  was  happjr  to  say,  since  been  reeog- 
nized,  though  odIj  to  the  extent  of  such 
provision   as  mi^ht  benefit  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  through  the  operation  of 
fiscal  laws   and  reguTations.     He  could 
not  help  seeing  thai  much  might  be  done 
for  the  advantage  of  dwellers  in  cottages 
by   reasonable   supervision  of   a   more 
direct  and   prompt  character  than  that 
which  at  present  ejdsted.     It  had  been 
suggested  that   bis  proposal    would^    it 
earned r    in  voire    an  expense  whioh  no 
landlord  could  be  expe€^ted  tK^  bear ;  but 
that  was  not  part  of  his  intention,  and  he 
did  not  admit  that  it  would  be  the  con- 
sequence of  the  measure.     In  parts  of 
Ireland  the  agricultural  classes  had  en- 
joyed   comfortable  accommodation ;  bnt 
oven  in  those  eases  there  was  a  deplor- 
able  ignorance   of  sanitary  conditions. 
The  Artizans'  and  Labourers'  dwellings 
Act,  which  extended  universally  to  the 
rural  districts  of   England  and   to  cer- 
tain  urban  and   rural    districts  in  Ire- 
land, providedp    in  some  A^^^b,  a  re- 
medy for  that  state  of  things  ;    but  no 
equivalent  provision  had  been  made  for 
Scotland,  and  where  the  Act  did  apply 
the  remedies  were  always  slow,  and,  in 
some  cases,    impossible  of  application. 
He  had  made  it  his   biisinesa  to  inform 
himself  on  the  spot  as  t^  the  views  of  tiie 
local  Boardeof  Health  or  Sanitary  Boards, 
which  would  hare  the  administration  of 
the  provisions  ot  the  Bill ;  and  he  found 
that   their   opinion    was,    that  a  power 
should  bo  called  into  action  wUJch  would 
represent  the  decjMons  of  the  Sanitai*y 
Board.     He,  therefore,  provided  m  hi* 
Bill  that  the  dwellings  of  persons  paying 
rent  for  occnpntion   in  Ireland,  W a  th« 
Highlands    and    Islands    of    SDOlIand. 
should   bo   submitted    to  pfis^ti»i   m- 
siMwtion  Inr  an  officur  to  be  •IJP***"^^^ 
the  Poor  LawOommiJiaiunermJll  I 


(L0BD8I  (Ar^*v»)J«. 

beeame  active   and 


rules  and  reguUtions  of  the  Locoi  ^ 
vemment  Board  had  beea  received  R^ 
proposed  that  the  power  for  the  eban«jW 
of  unhealthy  dw/linga  and  the  S!f 

should  be  exercised  through  a  %m^^f 
Summary  Jurisdiction,  but  sublsct  to  ^ 
appeal   to  the  Courts  of  Session     As  a 
desire  was  maDifesting  itedf  inanextra 
ordinsry  way  for  assi  ail  la  ting  Lnsh  and 
English  law   a  hmt,  pt^rhaps,  mi^ht  be 
t^iken  from  the  workiijgof  the  Local  Sani. 
tajy  Board  of  Eogiand,   In  the  district  la 
which  he  lived  oottages  were  coadeouied 
without  reservation,  and  remained  ua- 
inhabited,    as  there  was  no  power  to 
compel  rebuilding;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
public  policy,  It  was  not  deaij^ble  that  ia 
Ireland  the  house  accommodation  should 
be    dimlmehed.      The   multipltdty   of 
families   and   the  overcrowding  ©/  the 
accommodation   in   the    Irish    oettaeiA 
were  constant  aourcsea  of  oompbint,^^ 
additional  acoommodation  was  not*  pro- 
vided, hecause  the  occupiers  were  unable 
to  pay  such  a  rent  aa  would  remuntrnte 
the  landlord  for  the  outlay.    Ho  w^u|d 
suggest  that  a  better  rent  wndd  ht  ob- 
tainable  if  garden  allotmanti  w«t«  at* 
tached  to  the  dwellings^    In  gome  wmm 
he  gave  to  Boarcb  of  ^uardiant  pi^y^i^ 

Iapend  money  in  the  rebuilding  of  o^ 
tages ;  and  though  b#  adntlttid  il  watnui 
ooneietant  with  publlo  pjljcj  io  mfa  t^ 
those  bodies  the  initiatory  pown*  of  gj, 
penditure,  «till  he  thought  thaf^  ^^^^ 
cases  in  which  tb#  ftrict  rule  mighl  b« 
overstepped.  Thf*  Poor  Law  tryvteo), 
which  WttJ»  arigiiiAlly  ailrtptij^i  f„|.  |^ 
piirpone  of  a«i»rt4iiaiQg  th  '---iil  of 
poverty  in  tha  land,  dm  r  j:  ^  vq 
neoeiMuy   to  raUevA  It,  a^d  Uj^  i,^^ 

(fffHoienl  modal  bv  whidi  that  rolipf  mi^t 

be  appltod.  IiaA  boeois*  a  ouchjAg  iif « 

lar^  filiaf»ol«ri   perfnrtuiog    a    gr^a; 

VJinefy  of  funt*lii*Qa<  and  Ihmfoi^ii  irac 

that  ho  did  no4  Iwdtola  lo  haj 
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now  being  paid  to  the  agricoltural  com- 
mnnitj,  that  it  would  coiner  a  great  boon 
upon  them. 

Mw>$d  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
—(7%^  Lard  Wavetuty.) 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  said,  that  but 
for  the  grayitj  and  solemnity  of  the 
noble  Lord  he  should  have  thought  that 
this  proposal  was  intended  as  a  practical 
joke.  He  listened  very  attentively  to 
the  noble  Lord's  speech  the  other  day  in 
introducing  the  Bill ;  but  he  could  not  for 
the  life  of  him  make  head  or  tail  of  any- 
thing the  noble  Lord  said  as  indicating 
what  the  measure  was  to  be.  The  noble 
Lord  said  something  about  the  cottiers 
of  the  Highlands  of  Scotland,  whose 
condition,  the  noble  Lord  said,  was 
analogous  to  the  cottagers  of  the  very 

Eooreet  parts  of  Ireland  ;  but  he  really 
ad  not  the  slightest  conception  of  what 
the  noble  Lord  intended  to  do.  In  the 
first  place,  he  must  say  that  the  attempt 
to  combine  the  provisions  for  Ireland 
and  Scotland  was  in  itself  ridiculous.  In 
point  of  fact,  the  circumstances  of  the 
two  countries  were  quite  different.  He 
gathered  from  the  observations  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  made  that  he  had 
obtained  his  information  on  this  subject 
entirely  from  some  observations  of  Sir 
John  McNeil,  which  were  25  years  old, 
and  from  the  report  of  a  newspa|)er 
commissioner  sent  out  to  make  inquiries 
on  the  subject.  The  object  of  this  mea- 
sure professed  to  be  to  prevent  epidemic 
diseases  by  compelling  proper  sanitary 
arrangements  to  be  provided  in  cottages ; 
but  hb  did  not  believe  that,  except  in 
times  of  famine,  epidemics  were  preva- 
lent amongst  the  cottier  population.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  cottiers  of  Ire- 
land were  a  most  healthy  class  of  people. 
In  the  Bill  there  was  provision  for  large 
powers  being  g^ven  to  the  sanitary  au- 
thorities of  Unions  and  parishes.  That, 
however,  must  refer  to  Ireland  alone,  as 
it  was  absolutely  absurd  to  have  such  a 
provision  for  Scotland,  as  there  were  no 
unions  or  parishes,  except  for  the  pur- 
pose of  building  poorhouses,  and  it  was 
.absbiutelv  absiurd  to  put  that  in  the  Bill. 
He  asked  their  Lerdsnips  to  look  at  the 
powers  which  the  Bill  proposed  to  give 
to  sanitary  authorities.  They  were  to 
have  the  power  to  compel  the  carrying 
out  of  proper  sanitary  arrangements  in 
any  cottage  or  number  of  cottages  which 
diey  aaight  eonaider  to  be  unfit  for  human 


{Towellings)  Bill.  6 

habitation ;  and  what  were  the  sanitary 
authorities  to  be  authorized  to  do  ?  They 
were  not  authorized  to  compel  the  per- 
son who  lived  in  the  cottage  to  keep  it 
clean,  but  were  authorized  to  go  to  the 
proprietor  and  compel  him  to  remedy  the 
barbarous  mode  of  living  of  the  people. 

Lord  WAVENEY:  The  immediate 
lessor. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  said,  it  was 
the  same  thing.  There  was  no  power  to 
go  to  the  tenant  and  force  him  to  clean 
his  own  house.  The  noble  Lord  said  he 
wanted  to  bring  the  cottiers  of  the  High- 
lands of  Scotland  and  of  Ireland  into 
accord  with  the  civilization  of  the  day ; 
but  if  the  noble  Lord  confined  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Bill  to  Kerry  and  Con- 
naught,  he  thought  the  noble  Lord 
would  find  that  he  had  a  very  severe 
task  to  achieve.  Anyone  who  had  seen 
estates  in  the  West  of  Ireland  knew 
very  well  that  disease  there  arose  from 
the  almost  bestial  habits  of  the  people. 
There  was  frequently  a  dung-heap  just 
outside  the  door,  and  the  pigs  often  lived 
inside  the  house,  and  yet  the  Bill  did  not 

Eropose  to  compel  the  occupier  to  keep 
is  house  clean.  All  the  ]Bill  said  was 
that  the  sanitary  authorities  should  ffo 
to  the  landlord  and  tell  him  to  do  it. 
He  did  not  think  that  that  was  a  proper 
way  of  curing  the  habits  of  a  large 
population.  Then  it  was  proposed  by 
the  Bill  to  give  the  sanitary  authorities 
the  power  of  ordering  the  rebuilding  of 
cottages  of  an  equivalent  character  in 
cases  where  there  were  not  proper  sani- 
tary arrangements — that  was  to  say,  that 
a  landlord  should  be  bound  to  rebuild 
every  cottage  upon  his  estate.  He  had 
gone  into  a  calculation  of  what  the  ex- 
pense of  this  would  be,  and  he  had  a 
case  before  him  of  an  individual  pro- 
prietor, the  particulars  of  whose  estate 
would  be  brought  before  Her  Majesty's 
Commissioners.  On  that  estate  there 
were  not  less  than  something  like  4,000 
of  these  poor  cottier  tenantry,  all  of 
them  under  £8  valuation,  and  most  of 
them  under  £4.  Now,  under  this  Bill, 
the  sanitary  authorities  would  have  the 
power  to  call  upon  the  landlord  to  re- 
build every  one  of  those  cottciges.  What 
would  that  cost?  Professor  Baldwin 
had  said  that  cottages  with  every  decency 
of  life  could  be  built  for  £13  or  £14 
each.  He  could  only  say  that  he  wislied 
Professor  Baldwin  would  come  to  Scot- 
land and  teach  the  laA^lords  there  how 
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to  build  oottagM  at  that  price.  But, 
assuming  that  cottages  in  Ireland  con- 
taining eveiythingthat,  according  to  the 
Irish  idea,  was  requisite  for  the  decen- 
cies of  life,  could  be  built  for  £14  each, 
the  owner  of  the  estate  he  had  mentioned 
might  be  called  upon  to  expend  £56,000 
upon  his  estate,  and  that,  too,  at  a  mo- 
ment when  the  landlords  were  about  to 
be  deprived  of  the  power  of  managing 
their  property,  and  the  tenants  were  to 
have  the  right  of  selling  the  cottages 
that  had  been  built  for  them.  This  was 
the  proposition  of  a  noble  Peer,  and 
made  to  their  Lordships  with  a  grave 
face.  He  did  not  himself  believe  that 
cottages  could  be  built  for  £14  each. 
He  had  asked  some  Irish  authorities 
their  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  he  was 
informed  that  the  lowest  would  be  be- 
tween £50  and  £60  each.  If  the  land- 
lord refused  to  build,  the  local  authority 
might  do  so  out  of  the  poor  rate,  and 
any  profit  arising  might  go  to  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  He  thought  he  had  said 
enough  to  their  Lordships  to  show  this 
was  the  most  impracticable  scheme  ever 
presented  to  any  Parliament,  and  pre- 
sented at  the  moment  when  they  were 
about  to  consider,  and  venr  likely  to 
nearly  abolish,  all  powers  of  the  land- 
lord. The  noble  Lord  could  not  eznect 
to  pass  the  measure  this  Session  ;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  form,  he  would  move  that 
it  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
(''now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
motion  (''this  day  three  months.") — 
{The  Duke  of  Argyll.) 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
he  rather  took  exception  to  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Lord  on  the  around  that  it  did 
not  go  far  enough.  The  noble  Lord  was 
a  timid  reformer.  By  one  portion  of  the 
measure  it  was  proposea  that  large 
powers  should  be  vested  in  the  local 
authorities  to  charee  the  poor  rate  for 
the  improvement  of  dwellings  wherever 
defects  were  found  to  exist  in  their  sani- 
tary arrangements.  He  ventured  to 
point  out  that  not  far  from  where  they 
were  sitting,  in  great  streets  and  squares, 
there  could  be  found  many  houses  de- 
fective in  sanitary  arrangements;  and 
he  dared  sav  in  Belgrave  and  Eaton 
Squares,  ana  many  other  fashionable 
parts  of  London,  there  would  be  found 
houses  so  defective.  He  hoped  the  noble 

The  Duke  of  Argyll 


Lord  would  not  confine  the  Bill  to  tht 
poor,  but  would  give  the  rich  the  benefit 
of  it,  and  force  the  Duke  of  Westminster 
to  rebuild  any  of  his  houses  found  de- 
fective in  sanitarv  arrangements. 

LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDEBLEY 
said,  he  should  oppose  the  Bill.  With 
regard  to  Scotland,  it  proposed  to  set  in 
motion  sanitary  inspectors,  who  in  Eng- 
land were  often  the  greatest  nuisances. 
Those  officials  would  be  sure  to  object  to 
the  box  beds  .with  sliding  doors  in  use  in 
some  parts  of  the  Highlands,  on  the 
ground  that  they  were  stuffy.  The  sise 
and  strength  of  the  Highland  popula* 
tion  showed  that  they  did  not  lequire 
the  interference  of  nuisance  inspectors. 
As  to  Ireland,  he  knew  a  case  of  an 
Irish  landlord  who  wished  to  improve 
the  cottages  on  his  estate,  and  boiU 
them  of  two  stories.  They  had,  however, 
not  been  working  long  when  the  clerk  of 
the  works  ran  away  because  his  life  was 
threatened,  and  the  architect  was  not 
sorry  when  he  also  was  able  to  get  away 
from  the  place. 

Lord  GABLINGFOBD  said,  this 
question  of  the  condition  of  labourers' 
cottages  in  Ireland  was,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  a  very  serious  matter 
indeed.  While  heartily  svmpathising 
with  the  objects  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
agreed  with  others  who  had  spoken  that 
the  Bill  was  a  most  startling  one,  inas- 
much as  its  results  apparency  would  be 
to  make  it  the  duty  of  Boards  of  Guar- . 
dians  in  Ireland  to  rebuild  all  the  cabins 
of  that  coimtry.  If  any  legislation  on 
this  subject  was  to  be  undertaken  it 
would  require  a  great  deal  of  considera- 
tion and  careful  handling  of  details, 
such  as  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
Government  or  the  House  to  give  to  it 
in  the  present  Session.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  would  not  be  pressed. 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  that  al- 
though the  criticisms  the  Bill  had  re- 
ceive had  been  very  severe,  he  did  not 
admit  that  they  were  difficult  to  answer ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  believed  fiusts 
would  show  many  of  the  objections 
would  be  wholly  without  foundation. 
He  might  say  that  he  had  no  intention 
of  bringing  forward  again  the  proposals 
contained  m  this  Bill  as  an  index  to  the 
Land  Bill  now  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  subject  had  been  dis- 
cussed ;  and  as  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
the  means  of  giving  rise  to  an  impros 
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Bion  that  there  was  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion among  their  Lordships  in  regard 
to  the  desirability  of  legislation  for  the 
improvement  of  dwellings  of  agricultural 
labourers  in  Ireland  and  Scotland,  he 
begged  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for  the 
second  reading. 

Amendment  and  original  motion  and 
Bill  (bj  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn, 

METROPOLITAN  OPEN  SPACES  ACT 

(1877)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{Th9  Lord  Mount  Temple.) 

(no.  .164)      SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  MOUNT  TEMPLE,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
explained  that  its  object  was  to  enable 
certain  trustees  and  others,  owners  of 
inclosed  grounds  in  the  Metropolis,  to 
enter  into  arrangements  with  public 
bodies  to  throw  them  open  for  the  re- 
creation of  the  people. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  nowread  2\" 
—(7%^  Lord  Mount  Temple.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

UNIVEBSITIES  OF  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 
BBIDGE  (STATUTES)  BILL. 

{The  Lord  President. ) 
(no.  178.)      SECOND   KEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Eabl  spencer,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  in  1877  the  Universities  Act  estab- 
lished the  Universities  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council,  whose  duty  it  was  to 
consider  any  opposed  statute  framed  by 
the  University  Commissioners  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge,  and,  if  such  a  statute 
should  require  amendment,  to  return  it 
to  the  Commission  for  alteration.  The 
powers  of  the  Commission,  unless  they 
were  renewed,  would  cease  this  year; 
and,  consequently,  there  would  be  no 
means  of  amending  opposed  statutes 
framed  by  the  Commissioners.  The 
Bill  now  before  their  Lordships  was 
intended  to  remedy  this  inconvenience. 
It  would  give  the  Universities  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  the  same 
power  of  revision  as  was  now  possessed 
•  vj  the  Commisaion  itself.    The  revising 


powers  of  the  Committee  would  be  con- 
fined to  statutes  that  were  appealed 
against,  either  through  the  Queen  in 
Council  or  by  an  Address  from  either 
House  of  Parliament.  It  would  also 
have  the  power  to  revise  any  statute 
which  might  be  consequentially  affected 
by  the  amendment  of  another  statute. 
He  thought  sufficient  ground  for  the  Bill 
would  be  furnished  in  the  fact  that  out 
of  100  statutes  framed  by  the  Oxford 
Commission,  and  25  by  the  Cambridge, 
only  two  had  been  finally  approved  down 
to  the  present  time. 

Moved,  <*Thatthe  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{The  Lord  President.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow. 

PATRIOTIC  FUND  BILL.— (No.  183.) 

(The  Earl  of  Northbrook.) 

SEOOND    BBADDTG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing read. 

Thb  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  the  necessity  for  the 
measure  was  explained,  in  the  last 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  the 
fund,  which  showed  that  although  a 
surplus  was  shown  on  the  face  of  the 
statements  of  assets  and  liabilities  at  the 
end  of  1879,  certain  liabilities  had  not 
been  taken  into  account,  for  which  it 
was  necessary  to  make  provision.  When 
the  Report  came  into  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  communica- 
tions were  entered  into  with  the  Com- 
missioners, and  the  result  was  the  Bill 
now  before  their  Lordships.  Being,  no 
doubt,  desirous  to  extend  the  benefits  of 
the  fund  as  widely  as  possible,  the  Com- 
missioners had  undertaken  more  than 
they  were  justified  in  undertaking  &om 
a  pecuniary  point  of  view.  They  had, 
therefore,  been  obliged  to  consider 
which  of  their  benevolent  projects  must 
be  sacrificed.  After  communication  with ' 
the  Admiralty  and  the  War  Office,  it 
appeared  to  the  Commissioners  impos- 
sible to  continue  the  boys'  school  at 
Wandsworth ;  and,  accordingly,  the 
school  would  be  sold,  and  the  proceeds 
would  be  used  in  aid  of  the  general 
assets  of  the  fund.  The  Commissioners 
had  also  decided  to  make  considerable 
reductions    in    their    ofi^e     expenses, 
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hoping,  by  that  course,  to  relieve 
themselves  of  liabilities  to  the  extent  of 
some  £20,000.  Such  changes,  in  fact, 
would  be  made  as  would  result  in 
the  solvency  of  the  fund.  Probably 
there  would  be  a  surplus,  and,  if  so,  it 
would  be  treated  as  a  fund  for  the  relief 
of  the  widows  and  children  of  officers 
and  men  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Royal 
Marines,  who  might  have  lost  their 
lives  in  war,  or  by  accident  or  disease 
contracted  in  the  Service.  The  Bill  em- 
powered the  Oommissioners  to  sell  the 
school  at  Wandsworth,  and  authorized 
the  use  of  any  surplus  funds  for  the 
purposes  which  he  had  explained. 

Mov$d,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«." 
— (  The  £wrl  of  Northhrook.) 

Thb  Duke  of  SOMERSET  enume- 
rated the  names  of  the  eminent  men 
who  served  on  the  Commission  when 
first  appointed,  and  reminded  their 
Lordships  that  the  Oommissioners  ap- 
pointed a  Financial  and  Executive  Oom- 
mittee.  The  embarrassments  of  the 
fund  had  arisen,  in  a  great  measure, 
from  the  original  Commission  itself, 
which  left  a  great  deal  to  its  Secre- 
tary, who  was  once  or  twice  reprimanded 
by  the  Commissioners.  In  the  year  1865, 
when  he  (the  Duke  of  Somerset)  was  at 
the  Admiralty,  the  matter  came  before 
him ;  and,  considering  that  the  affairs 
of  the  Commission  had  been  again  mis- 
managed, he  moved  that  the  Secretary 
be  dismissed.  The  Oommissioners  did 
eventually  dismiss  the  Secretary,  but  gave 
him  a  pension  of  £300  a-year.  He  (the 
Duke  of  Somerset)  then  said  he  would  not 
remain  on  the  Commission,  and  he  left 
it.  One  error  was  in  starting  the  bo3rs' 
school,  200  boys  instead  of  100,  for  which 
there  were  not  sufficient  funds.  He 
thought  the  present  Bill  would  be  effi- 
cient for  its  purpose  and  useful.  There 
was  a  common  misapprehension  that 
only  the  income  of  the  fund  ought  to  be 
spent;  but  that  was  not  the  original 
intention.  It  was  provided,  in  the  first 
instance,  for  the  widows  and  children  of 
those  who  had  fallen  in  the  Crimean 
War,  and  it  was  expected  that  principal 
and  income  would  have  been  distributed 
in  the  course  of  a  few  years. 

Eakl  nelson  said,  that,  as  he  had 
been  a  Member  of  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee since  last  August,  he  wished  to 
combat  certain  misrepresentations  which 
had  been  spread  abroad.    That  Com- 

ThoEarlofNi 


mittee  was  composed  of  honourable  men, 
although  their  work  did  not  come  much 
before  the  public.  They  were  men  who 
had  served  the  State  in  the  Army  and 
the  Navy,  or  as  Inspectors  of  schools,  or 
who  were  members  of  the  Leffal  Profes- 
sion. A  great  deal  of  the  work  had  been 
prepared  and  decided  bv  the  previous 
Commission.  He  agreed  that  the  Cofil- 
mission  had  made  a  mistake  in  enlarg- 
ing the  boys'  school.  The  sum  originally 
set  apart  to  accumulate  for  the  boys' 
school  only  contemplated  an  endowment 
for  100  boys.  But,  though  it  was  a 
sanguine  estimate  to  think  that  there 
were  funds  enough  to  endow  such  a 
school  for  200,  the  decision  had  not 
been  come  to  without  careful  considera- 
tion and  an  able  Report.  A  great  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  expenses  of  the 
office ;  but  the  estimate  of  the  expendi- 
ture under  this  head  did  not  exceed  £5 
per  cent  of  the  fund  they  had  to  admi- 
nister. The  old  Commissioners  had 
found  it  necessary  to  keep  up  the  school 
by  filling  up  the  vacancies  from  children 
of  soldiers  who  were  not  at  the  Crimean 
War ;  but  that  was  necessary  till  more 
fitting  cases  occurred,  and  as  the  regular 
vacancies  were  from  30  to  40  every  year 
it  was  easy  to  meet  fresh  cases.  He  pointed 
out  that  several  children  of  those  killed 
in  the  late  wars  in  Afghanistan  and 
South  Africa  and  from  the  Captain  and 
Eurydif$  accidents  had  been  admitted 
to  the  school  or  had  been  offered  va- 
cancies. The  general  statement  which 
had  gone  abroad  was  that  the  Royal 
Commissioners,  about  this  time  last  year, 
left  the  fund  in  a  great  deficit — some- 
thing like  £150,000— and  really  knew 
nothing  about  it.  This  deficit  was  classed 
under  four  different  headings.  The  first 
sum  was  £60,000.  That  was  reckoned 
as  a  debt,  when  it  really  was  a  capital 
sum  which  would  be  required  efficiently 
to  endow  a  boys'  school ;  bat  they  were 
in  no  sense  bound  to  let  the  interest  of 
the  original  endowment  accumulate,  and 
they  were  at  liberty  to  devote  this  inte- 
rest to  the  support  of  the  school  when- 
ever they  chose  to  do  so.  The  next  item 
was  a  sum  of  £32,000  for  an  extra 
allowance  of  2«.  a-week  to  unmarried 
widows  after  attaining  the  age  of  60 ; 
but  the  arrangement  with  regard  to  it 
was  merely  tentative.  Instead  of  being 
a  debt  of  £32,000,  it  represented  an 
expenditure  of  £1,000  a-year,  which 
they  had  taken  oare  could  not  be  in- 
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oreaaed,  and  would  be  decreased  as  the 
widows  died  out»  ADother  item  was 
£25,000  for  a  conyalescent  home  at 
Margate ;  but  this  again  was  only  a 
temporary  arrangement,  and  they  were 
able  to  dose  the  school,  and  so  they 
wiped  out  the  charge  altogether  within 
six  months.  There  was  another  charge 
of  £35,000,  which  they  had  set  apart  for 
the  education  of  Boman  Catholic  chil- 
dren. They  acknowledged  that  to  be  a 
debt,  and  the  only  way  to  meet  it  was 
from  the  endowment  and  the  closing  of 
the  boys'  school  altogether.  He  main- 
tained that  the  charge  in  connection 
with  the  expenses  of  the  office,  and  the 
other  charges  made  against  the  Com- 
missioners, were  founded  upon  imperfect 
knowledge.  He  would  only  add  that  he 
heartily  accepted  the  Bill ;  indeed,  the 
Boyal  Commissioners  had  been  continu- 
ally asking  for  their  numbers  to  be  filled 
up,  and  in  their  last  Beport  had  specially 
pointed  out  the  desirability  of  having 
the  girls'  school  managed  by  a  Govern- 
ing Body  of  its  own.  And  since  last 
August  the  House  Committee  had  had 
enlarged  powers  with  that  object,  an  ar- 
rangement which  had  operated  well. 

LoKD  WAVENEY  said,  he  had  no 
fault  to  find  -with  the  Bill,  particularly 
with  the  Preamble,  which  stated  that 
the  Patriotic  Fund  had  been  adoiinis- 
tered  in  accordance  with  the  Commission 
from  Her  Majesty.  Whatever  there  might 
have  been  of  excess,  there  had  been  no 
shortcomings,  and  the  confidence  placed 
in  the  Commissioners  was  justified.  There 
were  many  circumstances  which  required 
careful  consideration  and  handling  when 
they  had  to  deal  with  the  claims  of  rival 
religious  denominations.  He  was  sorry 
LoiS  Howard  of  Glossop  was  not  pre- 
sent. That  noble  Lord  was  always  fore- 
most in  urging  the  claims  of  his  co- 
religionists, and  he  could  tell  their  Lord- 
ships that  every  suspicion  of  unfairness 
was  guarded  against.  He  himself  now 
stood  alone  of  all  who  were  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  first  Committee.  They  who 
commenced  the  work  had  passed  away, 
and  he  might  say  they  were  men  well 
known  in  the  works  of  peace  and  war, 
and  highly  competent  to  carry  on  the 
management  of  such  a  fund.  It  was 
well  that  the  public  should  remember 
that  during  the  course  of  administration 
8,789  widows  of  Crimean  soldiers  were 
supported  out  of  the  funds,  and  that 
6,940    ohildren   of  soldiers    had  been 


trained  in  the  ways  of  improvement  an4 
education.  Care  had  been  taken  that 
the  fund  should  not  be  wasted  on  un- 
worthy objects,  and  that  worthy  objectf 
should  not  be  refused  the  benefit  of  them. 
With  regard  to  the  boys'  school,  so  fyx 
from  the  original  intention  being  to 
make  an  extravagant  establishment^  it 
was  of  the  roughest  description. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly, and  eammitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 

REMOVAL  TERMS  (SCOTLAND)  BHiL. 

{The  Earl  of  Camperdown.) 

(no.  184.)      SECOND  BSADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead« 
ing  read. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CAMPEEDOWN,  in 
movinff  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  the  object  of  that  Bill 
was  to  provide  a  more  convenient  ternx 
of  entering  upon,  and  removal  from,  land 
and  heritages  in  any  Parliamentary  or 
police  burgh.  The  Bill  had  received 
material  alterations  in  its  course  through 
the  other  House  ;  and  if  their  Lordships 
woujld  agree  to  the  second  reading, 
he  would  take  care  to  bring  up  an 
Amendment  on  the  third  reading  which 
would  bring  the  Preamble  into  greater 
harmony  with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

A/oved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {The  £arl  of  Camperdown,) 

Lord  WATSON  said,  he  admitted  that 
at  present  there  was  some  inconvenience 
felt  in  Scotland  owing  to  the  customary 
terms  of  entry  and  removal  not  bei^g 
coincident  with  the  legal  terms ;  and  that 
Bill  was  endeavouring,  therefore,  to  deal 
with  a  difficult  question.  At  present 
the  legal  terms  were  the  15th  of  May 
and  11th  of  No?ember ;  but  in  different 
parts  of  the  country  neither  of  those 
dates  coincided  with  the  customary 
terms,  and  the  result  was  that  a  ten- 
ant leaving  a  house  or  farm  in  one 
district  co^d  not  enter  into  possession 
of  a  new  house  or  farm  in  another 
district  without  some  loss  of  time. 
The  scope  of  the  Bill  was  limited  to 
police,  Hoyal,  or  Parliamentary  burghs ; 
but,  in  point  of  fact,  the  limits  intended 
to  be  covered  by  the  Boyal,  Parliamen- 
tary, or  police  boundary  would  not 
cover  all  houses,  and  the  consequence 
would  be  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
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difficulty  would  still  remain  to  be  dealt 
with.  He  also  objected  to  the  time  of 
notice  given  in  the  case  of  a  four 
months'  letting,  the  result  of  which 
might  be  that  a  man  who  went  into  a 
house  in  February  could  not  be  turned 
out  in  May.  He  thought  it  was  very 
dangerous  to  deal  with  this  matter 
piecemeal,  and  he  would  ask  the  noble 
Earl  whether  it  was  worth  while  going 
further  with  a  Bill  of  this  nature ;  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  advisable  to  with- 
draw the  present  Bill,  and  bring  forward 
a  more  extended  one  next  Session  ? 

This  Eabl  op  CAMPERDOWN,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  not  failed  to  re- 
gard the  objections.  He  thought  it  was 
a  question  it  was  desirable  to  bring 
before  Parliament ;  but  at  that  late 
period  of  the  Session  he  must  say  if  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  would  not  persist 
in  his  objection  to  the  second  reading,  he 
would  consult  with  those  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  measure,  and  see  if  it 
was  advisable  to  proceed  further  with  it 
now. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*. 

Honse  a4jonmed  at  Seven  o'clock, 

till  To-moRow,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o  dock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
nursday,  2Sth  Jufy,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  — Selbct  Couurm^^IUport^ 
Contagioos  Diseases  Acts  [No.  361]. 

SvnLr—MMidered  in  Committee— Ciytl  Sbr- 
vicB  Estimates— Class  II.— Salaries  and 
£3u*EysBS  OF  Civil  Depahtments. 

Public  Bills  —  Second  Beading  —  Wild  Birds 
Protection  Act,  1880,  Amendment  [226]. 

Committer— Report — Sammary  Ptocedare  (Scot- 
land) Amendment  [216]. 

Considered  at  amended — Land  Law  (Ireland) 
[225] ;  Public  Works  Loans  •  [211]. 

Jrithdraum  —  Lonacy  Law  Amendment  (r*- 
eomm,)  [192];  Poor  Removal  (Ireland)* 
[89].  ' 

QUESTIONS. 

-  ■ioi0'O>"  ■ 

METROPOLIS— THE  PARKS— COST  OF 
WATERING  HYDE,  ST.  JAMES'S,  AND 
THE  GREEN  PARKS. 

Mb.    LOWTHEB    asked    the    First 
-Oommissioner  of  Works,  What  is  the 

Lori  Watwn 


amount  paid  annually  to  Messrs.  Mead 
and  Oompanj  for  watering  Botten  Bow; 
and,  whether  there  can  be  furnished  to 
the  House  a  detailed  oopy  of  the  con- 
tract with  that  £rm  for  the  performance 
of  this  duty,  including  when  such  con« 
tract  was  made,  and  the  duration  of  the 
contract  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  contract  for  watering 
Hyde,  St.  James's,  and  the  Ghreen  Parke 
for  the  present  year  was  £790.  The 
contract  was  only  taken  for  a  year,  and 
was  open  to  competition. 

ARMY   ORGANIZATION— COMPULSORY 
RETIREMENT  OF  ARMY  OFFICERS. 

Majob  Genebal  BUBNABY,  who 
read  his  Question  in  full,  amid  consider- 
able  interruption,  asked  the  Secretaiy 
of  Stote  for  War,  If  the  following  state- 
ment is  substantially  correct,  viz. : — 

**  Many  Colonels  have  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  define  their  ezaot  position  and 
income  on  compulsory  retirement,  inasmuch 
as  they  wish  to  understand  at  once,  whether  it 
is  better  for  them  to  hold  office  and  appoint- 
ment up  to  the  latest  date  offered,  or  to  retire 
on  their  69th  birthday.  The  only  reply,  so 
far,  has  been  that  on  their  compulsory  retire- 
ment they  will  be  informed  of  the  amount  of 
pension,  &c.  which  will  be  granted ;  '* 

and,  if  he  can  state  to  the  House 
what  will  be  the  exact  financial  positioii 
of  such  of  those  officers  who  held  sale- 
able commissions  on  the  1st  of  Novem- 
ber 1871,  when  their  time  comes  for 
compulsory  retirement  from  their  Begi- 
ment  or  from  the  Army  ? 

Mb.  OHILDEBS:  Sir,  I  am  sorry 
the  hon.  and  gallant  OenUeman  should 
have  taken  the  trouble  to  read  his 
Question.  It  is  one  of  a  very  ordinary 
character,  and  appears  in  full  on  the 
Paper.  In  reply  to  the  first  part  of  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  GbnUe- 
man,  I  have  to  say  that  the  paragraph 
in  the  newspaper  which  he  has  quoted 
does  not  state  the  whole  case.  Any 
colonel,  who  may  either  retire  at  once 
or  wait  until  he  is  compulsorily  retired, 
can  ascertain  exactly  tne  retired  pay  he 
can  now  get,  and  the  formula  for  cal- 
culating the  rate  of  compulsorily  retired 
pay ;  but  it  may  be  impossible  in  many 
cases  to  calculate  now  tne  exact  amount 
of  the  latter,  which  will  depend  on  the 
circumstances  at  the  time  of  his  retire- 
ment with  reference  to  non-employment, 
and  also  to  the  prospects  of  reaching  the 
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major-general's  list.  I  have  given  in- 
structions that  all  the  information  pos- 
sible may  be  given  to  colonels  who  apply, 
to  assist  them  in  making  their  election. 
As  to  the  second  part  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member's  Question,  I  can  only 
say  that  the  exact  position  of  colonels 
on  retirement  is  clearly  defined  in  Ar- 
ticles 972  and  978  of  the  new  Warrant. 
No  rights  under  the  Act  of  1871  are 
affect^  in  any  way. 


TRADE  AND  COMMERCE— THE  SPANISH 
CUSTOM  HOUSE. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether, 
since  the  accession  of  the  Sagasta  Cabi- 
net to  power  in  Spain,  any  fresh  repre- 
sentations have  been  made  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  as  to  the  system 
under  which  enormous  fines  are  imposed 
by  the  local  custom-houses  in  cases  of 
errors,  however  trivial,  in  ships'  papers ; 
and,  if  so,  with  what  result  ? 

Sib  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  on 
the  24th  of  February  last,  Mr.  West 
inclosed  a  copy  of  a  Note  from  the  new 
Minister  of  State,  stating  that  the  repre- 
sentations which  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
had  made  to  the  late  Spanish  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject  had  been  referred 
to  the  proper  Department;  and  the 
tone  of  tnat  Note  was  such  as  to  lead  to 
the  hope  that  some  satisfactory  arrange- 
ment might  ultimately  be  come  to.  In 
several  recent  cases  fines  imposed  by  the 
local  authorities  have  been  remitted  by 
the  Spanish  Government.  This  subject 
will  be  dealt  with  in  the  course  of  any 
commercial  negotiations  between  Great 
Britain  and  Spain. 

IRELAND— LOANS,  &c.— THE  RETURN. 

Mb.  LOWTHER  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  When  a  Return,  or- 
dered on  the  12th  February  1880, 

"  Of  all  moneys  charged  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  or  voted  by  Parliament,  or  advanced  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  or  Public  Revenues 
■ince  the  Union,  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland, 
distinguishing  what  sums  have  been  given  and 
what  sums  have  been  lent,  and  how  much  of 
the  money  lent  has  been  repaid  and  how  much 
forgiven,  and  what  remains  due," 

will  be  g^iven  to  the  House  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  as  I  have  already  stated  in  a  reply 
to  a  Question  from  the  hon.  Member, 
the  Betum  is  one  which  involves  a  great 


amount  of  labour  in  its  preparation,  and 
the  terms  of  the  Order  are  so  wide  as  to 
leave  much  discretion  to  those  who  have 
to  prepare  the  figures.  I  regret  that, 
owing  to  the  pressure  of  work  during 
the  Session,  the  Return  has  not  yet 
been  completed.  I  hope,  however,  to 
be  able  to  present  it  before  the  House 
rises,  so  that  it  may  be  distributed 
during  the  Recess. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
PAY  AND  ALLOWANCES. 

Mb.  LEWIS  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Why  the  county  and  sub-inspectors  of 
the  Londonderry  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary force  do  not  receive  the  same  pay 
and  allowances  as  the  officers  in  the 
same  position  at  Belfast,  though  the  Act 
37  and  38  Vic.  c.  80,  s.  8,  places  both 
towns  on  the  satne  footing  as  regards 
requiring  extra  expense  on  the  &rce ; 
whether  the  ordinary  constables  of  both 
forces  do  not  receive  the  same  amount 
of  extra  pay;  and,  whether  a  recom- 
mendation in  favour  of  the  increase  of 
pay  of  Londonderry  officers  was  not 
made  by  the  late  and  present  Inspector 
General  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  of 
Belfast  and  Londonderry  were  appointed 
under  similar  Acts  of  Parliament  as  re- 
garded pay  and  allowances,  and  the 
duties  of  both  forces  were  precisely 
similar.  The  men  of  Belfast  and  Lon- 
donderry received  the  same  rates  of 
extra  pay  and  allowances ;  but  the  offi- 
cers of  Londonderry  did  not  receive  the 
special  allowances  which  had  been 
granted  to  the  officers  in  Belfast.  The 
late  and  the  present  Inspector  General 
had  made  recommendations  in  favour  of 
the  increase  of  pay  of  the  officers  quar- 
tered in  Londonderry,  and  those  recom« 
mendations  had  been  forwarded  to  the 
Treasury.  He  must  refer  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  the  Treasury  for  any  further 
answer. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRE- 
SCRIBING THE  CITY  OF  WATER- 
FORD. 

Mb.  R.  power  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  charge  of  Lord  Justice  Deasy 
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to  the  Waterford  City  Grand  Jury,  in 
which  he  said — 

"  I  am  very  glad  to  tell  you  that  your 
labooTB  on  this  occaaion  will  be  very  bght. 
There  is  one  bill  only  to  be  sent  up  to  you ;  it 
is  a  case  in  which  a  young  lad  or  boy  is  charged 
witii  larceny.  He  was  returned  for  trial  yes- 
terday, and  there  is  nothing  on  the  Constabulary 
Reports,  no  serious  offence  m  the  city;  and,  when 
you  have  disposed  of  that  bill,  wludh  will  not 
occupy  much  of  your  valuable  time,  you  may 
return  to  your  homes ;  " 

and,  if  he  still  maintains  the  necessity  of 
declarinf^  the  city  a  prescribed  district  ? 
Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  no  doubt  that  the  Oharg^e  of 
Lord  Justice  Deasy  to  the  Waterford 
Oity  Grand  Jury  was  correctly  reported. 
He  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  however,  was 
still  obliged  to  say  that  the  Executive  did 
not  feel  that  they  could  cancel  the  pre- 
scription of  the  City  of  Waterford. 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)  —  JAMES    KIL- 
LEN,  CARDENSTOWN,  CO.  MEATH. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULUYAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  eviction  of  James 
Killen,  a  tenant  on  the  estate  of  Mark 
Antony  Levinge,  at  Cardenstown,  county 
Meath,  for  non-payment  of  one  year's 
rent  due  in  respect  of  the  disastrous  sea- 
son of  1879,  such  rent  having  been  raised 
in  1872  from  £64  8«.  Id.  to  £100;  whe- 
ther, since  the  date  of  the  eviction,  three 
policemen  have  been  kept  continuously 
on  the  premises ;  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  district  is  and  has  at  all  times 
been  most  peaceable  and  orderly ;  and, 
whether  he  will  state  upon  what  grounds 
and  at  whose  request  these  policemen 
were  stationed  there,  and  at  whose  ex- 
pense they  have  since  been  maintained? 

Mb.  W.  E.  forster,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  person  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion had  been  evicted  for  non-payment 
of  one  year's  rent.  He  believed  it 
was  a  fact  that  such  rent  had  been 
raised  in  1872  from  £64  8«.  lo^.  to  £100. 
Since  the  date  of  the  eviction  three 
policemen  had  been  kept  continuously 
on  the  premises  in  order  to  protect  the 
caretaker,  against  whom  great  animosity 
was  evinced.  He  was  informed  by  the 
police  that  the  landlord  made  an  effort 
to  settle  amicably  with  KiUen,  offering 
a  reduction  in  the  amount  due  ;  but  the 
tenant  refused  it.  It  was  not  considered 
«afe  to  withdraw  the  polioe  yet. 

Mr.  R.  P^wer 


Mb.  a.  M.  STTLUYAN:  The  part  of 
the  Question  with  reference  to  the  dis- 
trict being  peaceable  and  orderly  has 
not  been  answered. 

Mb.  W.E.  FORSTER:  WeU,  Icaa- 
not  think  that  can  be  the  case  when  I 
find  that  the  life  of  this  caretaker  is  en- 
dangered, and  it  is  necessary  to  have 
police  to  protect  him. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN:  May  I  ask 
if  it  is  the  practice  at  Dublin  C^tle  to 
consider  a  district  disturbed  when  there 
has  been  no  disturbance  in  it  for  five 
years  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  must  be  aware 
that  there  is  danger  in  such  a  case  as 
this,  where  a  very  hostile  feeling  is 
bolioTod 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN:  Believed! 
Will  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  state  on 
what  facts  it  is  believed  to  be  necessary  f 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Would  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  wish  us  to 
wait  till  the  man  was  either  injured  or 
killed  ? 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  gave  Notice 
that  next  day  he  would  ask  on  what 
grounds  the  Government  had  determined 
to  act  in  this  way  in  a  county  in  which 
there  had  been  no  crime  or  outrage  for 
many  years  ? 

Mb.W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  will  answer 
the  Question  at  once.  I  did  not  say  we 
had  grounds.  What  I  said  was  that  W49 
had  reason  to  believe  that  the  man's 
life  was  in  danger,  and  that  it  was  our 
duty  to  protect  him.  I  do  not  think  we 
are  called  on  to  give  the  exact  reasons 
for  these  proceedings.  Aotins  under  our 
sense  of  responsibOity,  we  believe  that 
the  man  would  not  be  safe  unless  he 
was  protected. 

Mb.  REDMOND :  Did  I  understaod 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to  state  that 
the  police  were  maintained  in  this  in- 
stance at  the  expense  of  the  district  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  No. 

Mb.  REDMOND :  At  the  landlords'  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  They  are 
maintained  in  the  same  way  as  the  other 
police,  at  the  public  expense. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN:  They  are 
maintained  at  the  expense  of  the  British 
taxpayer. 

POOR   LAW  RELIEF   (IRELAND)— THE 
SWINFORD  UNION. 
Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Ohief  Seoietaxy  to  the  Lord  Zaeutenaat 
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of  Ireland,  What  is  the  amount  of  the 
loans  obtained  by  the  yice  guardians  of 
the  Swinford  Union,  on  the  security  of 
the  rateable  property  of  the  union,  and 
the  purposes  to  which  these  loans  are 
applied  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  amount  was  £5,894,  and  the  money 
was  expended  as  part  of  the  ordinary 
funds  of  the  Union  in  the  administration 
of  the  Poor  Belief  Acts.  No  reserva- 
tion was  made  as  to  the  application  of 
the  money  to  any  specific  purpose. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— SERGEANT 
MAJORS  OF  MILITIA. 

8m  JOHN  HAT  (for  Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  Sergeant  Majors 
of  Militia  battalions  will  receive  the 
rank  of  Wi^rant  Officers  in  common 
with  those  of  Line  battalions ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  does  not  recognise 
some  cause  for  dissatisfaction  in  the 
rank  being  withheld  from  Militia  Ser- 
geant Majors  who  have  served  in  nearly 
every  case  much  longer  than  those  of 
the  line  battalions  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  I  have 
to  say  that  those  Militia  Sergeant  Majors 
who  are  still  serving  under  their  Army 
engagements  will  be  eligible  for  the 
position  of  Warrant  Officer  with  the 
rank  of  Sergeant  Major,  and  that,  if 
confirmed  in  those  appointments  and 
ranks^  they  will  receive  the  pay  allowed 
for  similar  positions  in  the  Line  batta- 
lions of  the  territorial  regiments,  being 
available  for  all  Army  duties  within 
the  regimental  district.  But  it  is  not  in- 
tended to  alter  the  position  of  those  non- 
commissioned officers  of  the  Militia  who 
are  not  now  serving  under  their  Army 
engagements ;  they  are  in  receipt  of  pen- 
sions for  their  past  Army  service  in 
addition  to  their  pay,  and  I  cannot 
admit  that  they  have  any  cause  what- 
ever for  dissatisfaction. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- 
INSPECTOR  SMITH,  MOVILLE,  00. 
DONEGAL. 

Mr.  BIGOAB  asked  theOhief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  L*eland, 
Whether  any  complaints  have  been 
made  against  Inspector  Smith,  B.I.C., 
of  MoviBe,  county  Donegal,  by  the  men 
tinder  his  oommand ;  whetiier  '&ere  is 


any  objection  to  grant  an  inquiry  into 
the  complaints  alleged ;  and,  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  have  any  objection  to 
furnish  a  Hetum  of  the  duty  done  by 
Inspector  Smith  since  his  appointment 
to  Moville  P 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
some  complaints  had  been  made  against 
the  officer  referred  to  by  a  sub-constable 
under  his  command.  The  sub-constable 
subsequently  withdrew  them  in  writing. 
Had  they  not  been  withdrawn,  they 
would  have  been  investigated  by  a  Oon- 
stabulary  Court  appointed  for  that  pur- 
pose. He  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
furnish  a  Return  of  the  duty  done  by 
Inspector  Smith  since  his  appointment 
to  Moville.  He  had  been  m  the  full 
performance  of  his  duties  except  on  two 
occasions  of  a  moath  each — once  on  ao- 
oount  of  si(^  leave,  and  once  from  in- 
ability to  perform  night  work. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-PA. 
TRICK  SLATTERY,  A  PRISONER 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  O'DONNEIjL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  Patrick  Slattery  who 
has  just  been  arrested  under  the  Coer- 
cion Act  in  county  Clare  is  the  same 
Patrick  Slattery  who  recently  gave  evi- 
dence at  the  Parliamentary  investiga- 
tion into  the  murder  of  a  farmer  at 
Bodyke  identifying  a  member  of  the 
constabulary  force  as  having  struck  the 
fatal  blow  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Yes,  Sir;  he 
is  the  same  person. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  the  arrest  of 
a  witness  is  intended  to  encourage  the 
giving  of  evidence  in  that  country  ? 

[No  reply  was  given  to  the  Question.] 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881— GUN  LICENCES. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that  Mr. 
John  Kelly,  Currowinna,  Ballyforan, 
Bidlinasloe,  has,  on  April  26th,  been 
refused  a  gun  licence  by  Mr.  Paul,  reed- 
dent  magistrate  of  his  district,  although 
he  brought  before  Mr.  Paulrecommenda- 
tionsfrom  three  respectable  gentlemen  of 
his  neighbourhood  m  to  oharaoter,  Ao« ; 


Digitized  by 


Google 


23    Law  and  Jtutice  {Irelani)-^     (COMMONS)  Cumulaiiv0  Seniencsi.         24 

whether  Mr.  Kelly,  when  the  late  Arms 
Act  came  into  force,  delivered  up  his 
g^n  to  the  police,  and  in  every  way  com- 
plied with  the  requirements  of  the  Law ; 
whether  Mr.  Paul  said  he  could  not 
grant  him  (Kelly)  a  licence  unless  he 
was  recommended  by  two  local  magis- 
trates, and  on  its  being  pointed  out  to 
him  that  there  was  only  one  local  magis- 
trate in  Mr.  Kelly's  district,  and  as  he 
was  not  acquainted  with  him,  he  would 
not  therefore  recommend  him,  Mr.  Paul 
then  said  that  he  should  get  a  recom- 
mendation from  the  Chief  Constable; 
whether  the  Chief  Constable,  on  being 
asked  if  he  knew  of  any  reason  why 
Mr.  Kelly  should  not  have  a  gun,  re- 
plied that  he  did  not  know  of  anything 
against  his  character,  but  that  he  would 
not  recommend  him;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  in  consequence  of  Mr.  Kelly 
not  having  his  gun,  he  will  lose  a  con- 
siderable part  of  his  crop,  as  there  is  a 
rookery  within  a  quarter  of  a  mile  of 
his  farm ;  and,  whether,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  will  consider  the 
necessity  of  the  application,  and  give 
instructions  to  the  local  authorities  to 
grant  him  a  licence  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  true  that  that  John  Kelly, 
of  Currowinna,  Ballinasloe,  had  been 
refused  a  g^n  licence  by  Mr.  Paul,  the 
resident  magistrate  of  his  district.  His 
application  was  opposed  by  the  parish 
priest  of  the  district  and  the  Constabu- 
lary. Two  local  magistrates  who  were 
on  the  bench  declined  to  recommend 
him ;  and  the  licensing  officer  conse- 
quently declined,  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility, to  grant  him  a  licence,  and  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  did  not  intend  to 
interfere  with  his  discretion. 


PEOTECnON  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881--MI- 
CHAEL  DONOVAN,  A  PRISONER 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  DALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  on  July  14th 
Mr.  Michael  Donovan,  of  Grenagh,  near 
the  city  of  Cork,  was  arrested  at  Blar- 
ney, Cork,  under  a  warrant  charging 
him 

"  With  having  been  guilty  as  accesBory  of  a 
crime  punishable  *by  law,  that  is  to  oaj,  unlaw, 
fully  aasembling  with  others  by  night,  and 
maUdoualy  sMaolting  dwelUng-houida ; '' 

Mr.PamM 


whether  he  is  aware  that  the  aforesaid 
Mr.  Donovan  is  a  man  of  nearly  sixty 
years  of  age,  with  a  large  family  depen- 
dent upon  him,  and  is  one  of  the  most 
extensive  farmers  in  the  vicinity ;  whe- 
ther he  has  inquired  whether  the  alleged 
charge  against  Mr.  Donovan  is  accurate, 
and  that  it  does  not  arise  from  vindic- 
tiveness ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  Mr.  Justice  Lawson's  words, 
at  the  Summer  Assizes  held  at  Cork  on 
July  2 1st,  in  addressing  the  Grand  Jury 
of  the  City  of  Cork:— 

"  The  best  address  that  a  Judge  can  make  to 
a  Grand  Juir  on  an  occasion  like  the  present, 
is  when  he  nas  very  little  to  Bay,  which  I  am 
glad  to  Bay  is  my  condition  on  the  present  occa- 
sion. Your  business  is  almost  nil.  Two  cases 
stand  oyer  from  last  assizes,  and  one  very  small 
one  is  to  be  sent  before  you  which  constitute 
the  entire  criminal  business  for  these  assizes  of 
the  City  of  Cork ;  " 

and,  whether,  in  face  of  the  state  of 
things  deposed  to  by  Mr.  Justice  Law- 
son,  he  still  maintains  the  necessity  of 
continuing  to  deprive  the  citizens  of 
Cork  of  their  constitutional  liberties  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  ground  of  the  arrest  of  Michael 
Donovan  at  Blarney,  County  Cork,  was 
correctly  stated  in  the  Question  to  be 
*'  assembling  with  others  by  night  and 
maliciously  assaulting  dwelling-houses.'" 
Donovan  was  55  years  of  age,  and  had 
a  large  family  depending  upon  him; 
but  he  was  a  well-to-do  farmer.  The 
Government  were  satisfied  of  the  rea- 
sonableness of  the  suspicion  against  him 
before  deciding  on  his  arrest.  With 
reference  to  the  Charge  of  Judge  Law- 
son  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  Cork  City,  he 
should  observe  that  his  Lordship's  re- 
marks on  the  absence  of  criminal  busi- 
ness were  considerably  modified  by  the 
statement  that  the  Becorder  had  a  short 
time  before  tried  nearly  all  the  prisoners 
in  custody. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— CUMU- 
LATIVE SENTENCES. 

Mb.  PAENELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
landy  Whether  Mr.  Hodnett,  junior, 
has  been  found  guiltv,  at  the  Petty 
Sessions,  by  Mr.  JPlunkett,  the  stipen- 
diary magistrate,  of  six  different  offences 
committed  in  connection  with  the  at- 
tempted rescue  of  Mr.  Mahony,  and  sen- 
tenced for  each  offence  to  a  month's 
impxisonmenti  making  six  months  idto- 
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gether ;  whether  one  of  the  results  of 
this  cumulatiye  sentence  will  be  that 
Mr.  Hodnett  will  have  to  sleep  on  a 
plank  bed  during  the  whole  period  of 
these  six  months ;  and,  whether  he  ap- 
proves of  the  infliction  of  cumulative 
sentences  of  imprisonment  by  Courts  of 
Petty  Sessions  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Mr.  Hodnett,  junior,  on  the  4th 
June,  was  the  leader  of  a  riotous 
mob  at  Clonakilty  which  rescued  Mr. 
O'Mahony  from  the  police,  he  having 
been  arrested  under  tne  Coercion  Act. 
Hodnett  was  convicted  at  the  petty 
sessions  on  the  1st  July  for  assaulting 
two  constables  on  that  occasion,  and 
was  sentenced  to  one  month's  imprison- 
ment for  each  assault.  The  police  were 
again  attacked  on  the  7th  June  by  a 
mob,  led  by  Hodnett,  and  he  was  con- 
victed of  assaulting  four  constables  on 
that  occasion,  and  was  sentenced  to  one 
month's  imprisonment  for  each  assault. 
The  effect  of  the  sentence  was  that  he 
would  have  to  sleep  on  a  plank  bed  for 
one  month  out  of  the  six  months  only. 
It  was  not  his  (Mr.  Forster's)  business 
to  approve  or  disapprove  of  these  sen- 
tences, as  the  magistrates  acted  legally, 
and  he  could  not  review  their  decisions. 

Mb.  PAENELL  asked  who  had  the 
authority  to  review  them  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland,  and  the 
Queen  in  England ;  but  they  only  inter- 
fered in  very  rare  cases. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  —CASE 
OP  MARGARET  COLEMAN. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, What  was  the  period  for  which 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  originally  committed 
the  woman  Margaret  Coleman  to  prison 
in  default  of  finding  bail  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Margaret  Coleman  was  ordered  to 
find  two  sureties  in  £10,  and  herself  in 
£20,  to  be  of  good  behaviour  for  six 
months.     The  order  was  made  out  at 

itty  sessions  and  was  legal.     In  de- 

,ult,  she  was  actually  imprisoned  from 
the  28th  June  to  the  8th  of  July,  when 
fihe  was  released  on  bail. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
Gkneral  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  order 
was  a  legal  one,  being  made  out  of  petty 
leesionB,  and  as  having  been  passed  by 
4me  xnagiBtrate  only  ? 


The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  quite  legal. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT- 
TEACHERS'  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  B0RLA8E  (for  Mr.  Lyxjlph 
Stanley)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council,  Whether,  in  consideration 
of  the  inadequacy  of  the  sum  now  voted 
by  Parliament  for  Teachers'  Pensions, 
under  Art.  118  of  the  Education  Code, 
and  the  consequent  distress  among  the 
older  teachers,  who  entered  upon  their 
duties  between  1846  and  1862  in  the 
hope  of  retiring  pensions,  under  the  then 
existing  Minutes  of  Council,  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  recommend  a 
larger  vote  than  the  present  sum  of 
£6,500  per  annum ;  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent  ? 

Mr.  MTJNDELLA:  Sir,  I  should 
personally  be  very  glad  to  be  relieved  of 
an  anxious  and  painful  duty  in  award- 
ing pensions  to  a  limited  number  of 
teachers  out  of  the  large  number  who 
annually  apply  for  assistance  from  a 
fund  which  is  totally  inadequate.  But, 
after  the  Report  made  to  this  House  by 
Mr.  Whitwell's  Committee  in  1872,  I 
feel  that  I  should  not  be  warranted  in 
holding  out  hopes  that  the  Government 
will  be  able  to  increase  the  present 
Vote.  I  will  promise,  however,  that 
during  the  Recess  the  whole  question 
shall  receive  very  careful  considera- 
tion. 

NAVY— THE  COASTGUARD  SERVICE. 

8iE  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  would  state  whe- 
ther Coastguard  Boatmen  of  good  cha- 
racter whose  pay  was  less  than  £120 
a  year,  and  who  were  compelled  to  re- 
tire because  of  the  reorganisation  of 
their  department  and  abolition  of  office, 
are  or  are  not  equally  entitled  to  com- 
pensation for  loss  of  office  under  the 
Superannuation  Act  of  1859  with  the 
higher  paid  servants  of  the  same  de- 
partment ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Treasury  had  always  laid  down  a 
distinction  between  public  servants  paid 
by  salary  and  those  paid  by  daily  wages. 
They  granted  compensation  on  the  abo- 
lition of  office  to  the  salaried  class,  and 
not  to  those  who  were  paid  by  daily  wages. 
He  did  not  think  there  was  the  slightest 
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ehanoe  that  the  Treftsary  would  recon- 
sider their  policy,  for  which,  he  thought, 
there  were  good  and  ohvious  reasons. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT— HOS- 
PITAL QUARTERMASTERS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Director  General  of  the 
Army  Medical  Department  represented 
to  the  authorities  that  the  title  of 
Hospital  Quartermaster  is  most  distaste- 
ful to  the  officers  of  the  Army  Hospital 
Corps,  and  recommended  its  abohtion 
or  withdrawal;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  very  many  officers  of  the  Army 
Hospital  Oorps,  not  only  prefer  their 
present  titles  as  Captains  and  Lieuten- 
ants of  Orderlies  ox  the  Army  Hospital 
Corps,  even  though  remaining  such  en- 
tails remaining  on  their  old  rate  of  pay 
and  pension,  but  that  they  have  peti- 
tioned the  authorities  to  this  effect; 
whether,  if  he  is  unaware  of  these 
facts,  he  wUl  inquire  why  these  repre- 
sentations have  not  been  submitted 
to  him ;  and,  whether,  meanwhile,  he 
will  order  that  no  officer  of  the  Army 
Hospital  Corps  shall  be  gazetted  Hos- 
pital Quartermaster  pending  further 
inquiry  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
first  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question, 
I  have  to  say  that  the  Director  General 
of  the  Army  Medical  Department  is  him- 
self "one  of  the  authorities"  at  the 
War  Office  with  whom  I  am  in  constant 
confidential  communication,  and  that  I 
must  decline  to  state  what  advice  he  may 
from  time  to  time  give  to  me.  I  must, 
at  the  same  time,  beg  the  hon.  Member 
not  to  assume  from  this  answer  that  his 
Question  is  well  founded.  As  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  I  find  that 
two  of  these  officers  who  belonged  to 
the  old  class  of  apothecaries,  and  one 
lieutenant  of  orderlies,  have  applied  to 
retain  their  former  titles  and  conditions 
of  service.  These  three  applications 
have  been  received  since  my  former  an- 
swer to  the  hon.  Member,  and  have  been 
submitted  to  me  in  due  course.  I  have 
not  yet  decided  what  action  to  take  upon 
them.  Other  applications  to  retain  the 
old  title,  but  not  the  old  emoluments, 
have  been  received ;  but  I  have  no  in- 
tention to  entertain  them.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  delay  the  facetting  of  the  nos- 
pital  quartermasters. 

Mr,  Trev$hfm 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACT— THE 
HULME  TRUST. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  What  is 
the  position  of  the  scheme  for  the  Hulme 
Trust? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  this  important  scheme  has  now 
passed  through  all  its  stages,  and  only 
awaits  the  next  meeting  of  Council, 
when  it  will  be  submitted  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's sanction.  On  receiving  this  it 
will  become  law. 

POST   OFFICE  —  POSTMASTEBS— 

DISTRIBUTION    OF    WAB 

OFFICE  CIRCULAB. 

Mb.  BIJBT  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  it  is  true  that  all  Post- 
masters are  obliged  to  distribute  papers 
and  pamphlets  showing  the  advantages 
of  the  Army,  and  inviting  young  men  to 
apply  to  them  for  forms  of  application 
to  enlist ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Post- 
masters are  informed  before  their  ap- 
pointment that,  in  addition  to  the  re- 
gular duties  of  their  own  office,  they 
are  to  distribute  papers  of  this  descrip- 
tion? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  I  have  been  asked  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend — who  is  compelled  by  indisposi- 
tion to  be  absent — to  answer  this  Ques- 
tion. Placards  and  circulars  connected 
with  the  Army  and  other  Government 
Departments  have,  on  many  occasions, 
been  exhibited  and  distribute  at  post 
offices.  The  Post  Office  was  asked  last 
year  by  the  War  Office  to  have  the 
notices  referred  to  in  the  Question  ex- 
hibited ;  but  the  arrangement  only  came 
into  force  on  the  1st  of  this  month.  It 
is  not  thought  that  the  exhibiting  of  a 
placard,  and  the  handing  of  a  small 
pamphlet  across  the  counter,  can  apfHre- 
ciabiy  increase  the  work  of  the  post- 
masters. At  any  rate,  I  learn  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend  that  no  complaints 
have  reached  the  Post  Office  on  the 
subject. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
TRLA.L  BY  JURY, 

VisooTOT  FOLKESTONE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  Report  in  the 
<'  Times"  of  20th  Julf  U  a  eoae  isM 
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on  the  Munster  Oirouit  by  Judge  Barry, 
which  contains  the  following  words : — 

"  The  Jmy  finally  axmoimced  that  there  was 
no  chance  of  their  agreeing.  Mr.  Justice 
Bany— Well,  I  hear  that  with  the  deepest 
sorrow ;  indeed,  I  might  safely  say  I  hear  it 
more  in  sorrow  than  in  anger.  I  am  sorry  for 
the  sake  of  the  country  that  I  have  been  so 
long  associated  with  in  various  ways ;  I  amsorry 
for  the  sake  of  trial  bv  jury,  an  institution 
which  I  prize  a  gr^t  deal  more  than  any  of  you 
on  the  jury  can  prize  it.  Let  it  be  understood 
that  the  question  which  is  submitted  to  you 
being  absolutely  conceded,  and  vou  being  sworn 
on  your  oaths  on  the  gospel  of  God  to  find  a 
rerdict  according  to  the  evidence,  and  that  evi- 
dence not  being  impeached,  the  jury  of  the 
county  of  Cork  have  under  the  circumstances 
refused  to  agree  to  a  verdict.  Gentlemen,  1 
have  no  option  but  to  discharge  you  ; " 

and,  whether  he  intends  to  take  steps  to 
remedy  this  state  of  affairs  ? 

Mh.  .HEALY  wished  to  ask,  before 
the  Question  was  answered,  Whether 
the  Grand  Jury  at  Sligo  Assizes  had 
thrown  out  the  bills  against  Sub-Con- 
stables Donnelly  and  M'Knight  and  a 
process  server  for  murder,  against  Sub- 
Constable  Hayes  for  manslaughter,  and 
had  found  true  bills  against  three  pea- 
sants for  riot;  and,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Q^ntleman  intended  to  take  any 
steps  to  remedy  this  state  of  affairs  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healv),  said,  it  was  quite  correct  that 
*'  no  Dills  "  were  found  in  the  one  case, 
and  "  true  bills  "  in  the  other.  In  reply 
to  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Folke- 
stone), there  was  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  Mr.  Justice  Barry  had  used  the 
words  attributed  to  him.  But  he  need 
not  tell  the  noble  Viscount  that  the  Irish 
Gk>yemment  had  no  power  to  control  a 
jury  one  way  or  the  other. 

ABMY    (ATJXILIAilY     FORCES)  —  THE 

VOLUNTEER  REVIEW  AT  WINDSOR 

—THE  REPORTS. 

Mr.  MACLIVEB  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  Reports  presented  to  him 
by  the  commanding  officers  at  the  recent 
review  at  Windsor  of  the  Volunteers  ? 

Mb.  OHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  may  state  that  I  have  re- 
ceived the  Report  of  the  general  com- 
manding one  of  the  two  Army  corps,  but 
not  the  other.  When  the  latter  reaches 
me  I  will  consider  whether  I  can  lay 
them  both  on  the  Table ;  but  I  do  not 
anticipate  any  objection. 


CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 

ACTS— CATTLE  PLAGUE 

IN  RUSSIA. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
very  serious  and  widespread  outbreak  of 
cattle  plague  in  the  Baltic  pronnces  of 
Russia ;  and,  whether  every  precaution 
has  been  taken  against  the  possibility  of 
its  importation  into  this  Country  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  no  reports 
have  been  received  of  an  unusual  pre- 
valence of  cattle  plague  (rinderpest)  in 
the  Baltic  Provinces  of  Russia.  The 
disease  has  a  constant  existence  in  Rus- 
sia, and,  consequently,  the  importation 
of  animals  from  that  country  is  entirely 
prohibited.  The  importation  of  cattle 
from  Germany  and  Belgium  is  also  pro- 
hibited. Siberian  plague,  which  is  a 
form  of  anthrax,  ana  quite  distinct  from 
Cattle  Plague,  is  now  prevalent  in  the 
Provinces  of  Novgorod,  St.  Petersburg, 
Dorpat,  and  Riga  ;  but,  considering  that 
no  animals  can  be  introduced  into  this 
country  from  Russia,  and  no  cattle  from 
Germany  and  Belgium,  there  appears 
little  or  no  probability  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  any  contagious  cattle  disease 
from  Russia  into  this  country. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS 
—THE  BOSTON  ELECTION. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  the  case  that  all  me  Crown 
prosecutions  for  bribery  and  corrupt 
practices  at  Boston  have  failed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  juries  refusing  to  convict ; 
and,  if  he  proposes  to  take  any  further 
steps  to  vindicate  the  Law  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  he  should  take  no  further  steps 
to  vindicate  the  law,  which,  in  this  case, 
would  take  its  course. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL  — THE 
42yD  SECTION  AND  SECTION  24  OP 
THE  LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1870. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  repeid 
of  section  24  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
by  the  42nd  section  of  the  Land  Law 
Bill,  in  putting  an  end  to  the  powers  of 
the  Court  for  Land  Cases  Reserved 
created  by  the  former  section  and  since 
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merged  by  tbe  Judicature  Act  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  ipso  facto  annuls  the 
code  of  rules  devised  by  that  Oourt  under 
section  31  of  the  said  Act,  and  which 
form  the  machinery  for  the  working  of 
the  whole  of  that  Act ;  whether  the  re- 
peal of  section  24  inyolves  the  repeal  of 
section  31 ;  whether,  if  said  rules  will 
not  continue  in  force,  it  is  not  desirable 
to  make  some  provision  for  their  re- 
vival ;  and,  in  case  they  should  continue 
in  force,  what  tribunal  will  in  future 
have  the  power  of  rescinding,  annul- 
ling, or  adding  to  them,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  section  31  already  referred 
to ;  and,  whether  it  is  not  desirable  to 
vest  the  powers  created  by  section  31  in 
the  Land  Commission  in  future  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
the  repeal  of  the  section  in  question  did 
not  in  any  respect  annul  the  Code  of 
Rules  made  by  the  Court  for  Land  Cases 
Reserved  under  Section  31  of  the  Land 
Act.  The  Rules  would  still  remain  in 
force.  The  authority  for  altering  them 
would  be  the  Court  of  Appeal.  It  was, 
however,  under  consideration  whether  it 
might  not  be  convenient  to  transfer  that 
power  to  the  Land  Commission. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  Whether  it 
is  his  intention  to  proceed  with  his  Mo- 
tion with  reference  to  the  third  reading 
of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL, 
in  reply,  said,  most  certainly,  if  the  op- 
portunity arose ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to 
mterpose  his  Motion  between  that  for 
the  third  reading  and  the  Motion  of 
which  Notice  had  been  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  re- 
commit the  Bill.  If  that  Motion  was 
not  made,  he  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
would  make  his. 

TURKEY  (FINANCE,  &c.)  —  TURKISH 
BONDHOLDERS. 

Me.  BUXTON  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretarv  of  Ssate  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whetner  it  is  within  the  cognizance  and 
has  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  a  Member  of  this  House 
is  to  proceed  shortly  to  Constantinople 
in  the  mterestsund  as  the  representative 
Mr.  Healy 


of  Turkish  Bondholders ;  and,  whedier 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  GK>Tem- 
ment,  with  regard  to  the  many  questions 
stUl  pending  with  the  Porte  as  to  re- 
forms in  Asia  Minor  and  other  matters 
of  Imperial  interest,  will  be  in  any  waj 
affected  by  this  attempt  to  advance  the 
interests  of  a  special  and  limited  class 
of  speculators? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  no 
notification  has  been  made  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemmenti  who  have  not  offered 
any  opinion  on  the  matter.  The  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  wm  not 
be  affected  m  any  way. 

EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS 
(SCOTLA.ND)  BILL. 

Mb.  BOLTON  asked  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister,  If  he  can  say  whether  the  Edu- 
cational Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill  is 
likely  to  come  on  this  Session ;  and,  if 
so,  at  what  time  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  have,  Sir,  to 
apologize  for  asking  more  time  yet  in 
regard  to  this  question ;  but  if  my  hon. 
Friend  will  be  kind  enough  to  give  me 
one  or  two  days,  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
make  a  positive  statement  on  the  sub- 
ject. It  may  be  my  duty  on  Monday  to 
make  a  proposal  to  the  House  in  regard 
to  the  course  of  Public  Business,  and  I 
shall  then  state  our  intentions  with  re- 
ference to  the  Bill. 

TRADE   AND  COMMERCE  —  TREATY 
ENGAGEMENTS. 

SibH.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment, without  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  enter  into  Treaty  engagements 
with  a  Foreign  State  binding  this  Country 
for  a  certain  term  of  years  not  to  in- 
crease the  duties  on  goods  imported  from 
such  State  into  the  United  Kingdom; 
and,  inasmuch  as  the  engagements  taken 
by  this  Country  towards  France  in  1860 
were  sanctioned  by  Parliament  in  con- 
sideration of  the  Treaty  engagements 
contracted  by  France  towards  this 
Country,  and  as  the  Treaty  has  been 
denounced  by  France,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  undertake  not 
to  enter  into  a  renewal  of  our  engage- 
ments towards  France,  or  to  accept  any 
variation  of  the  engagements  of  France 
towards  this  Country,  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament? 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  do  not  be- 
lieve, with  regard  to  the  first  portion  of 
the  Question,  that  there  are  any  abso- 
lute limits  to  the  power  of  the  Grown  to 
bind  the  country ;  but,  practically,  it  is 
the  well-understood  usage — and  no  Go- 
vernment, I  apprehend,  would  depart 
from  it — that  where  a  question  of  our 
own  fiscal  arrangements,  or  a  question 
of  money  is  involved,  invariably  the 
jurisdiction  of  Parliament  is  reserved, 
and  covenants  of  the  Treaties  are  made 
conditional.  That  was  the  case  in  re- 
gard to  the  Treaty  of  1860.  Very  im- 
portant changes  on  our  part  in  the  Cus- 
toms and  Excise  duties  of  the  country 
were  part  of  the  stipulations  of  that 
Treaty,  and,  therefore,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  it  came  before  Parliament.  The 
case  is  now  different.  It  is  quite  evi- 
dent that,  under  the  present  negotia- 
tions, if  they  should  land  us  in  a  Treaty, 
as  I  hope  may  be  the  case,  provided  the 
terms  are  satisfactory,  at  the  very  least, 
the  principal  matter  would  really  be  the 
duties  to  be  levied  in  France ;  and  it  is 
very  doubtful  whether  any  question  re- 
lating to  duties  in  this  country  would  be 
involved.  If  it  were  to  be  so,  the  matter 
would,  of  course,  have  to  be  laid  before 
Parliament.  If  it  were  not  so,  I  am 
not  sure  that  we  could  undertake  in  the 
terms  here  specified — 

"  Not  to  enter  mto  a  renewal  of  our  eng^e- 
ments  towards  France,  or  to  accept  any  varia- 
tion of  the  engagements  of  France  towards  this 
country  without  the  sanction  of  Parliament." 

I  think  that  would  be  an  engagement 
which  is  not  supported  by  precedent, 
and  which  would  be  of  inconvenient  con- 
sequences. We  are  under  great  responsi- 
bility in  this  matter  to  be  sure  as  to  the 
g^nnd  under  our  feet — as  to  the  state 
of  public  opinion,  and  the  views  of  those 
interested  and  competent  to  judge.  I 
do  not  believe  we  are  likely  to  do  wrong 
in  that  respect,  or  to  go  in  advance  of 
public  opinion ;  but  I  do  not  think  we 
can  enter  into  any  engagement  in  the 
matter  at  the  present  moment. 

SiB  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
the  object  of  his  ^Question  was  this.  In 
1860  it  was  necessary  that  the  Treaty 
should  be  laid  before  Parliament,  iuas- 
muoli  ae  the  duties  in  England  had  to 
be  lowered ;  but  if  an  arrangement  were 
now  made  with  France  that  the  existing 
duties  should  be  retained  for  a  certain 
smmber  of  y^ars  against  new  variations 
t0O  be  introduced  into  the  French  Tariff, 

VOL.  OGLXrV.    [third  series.] 


it  was  perfectly  plain  that  the  conditions 
on  which  the  Treaty  of  1860  was  based 
would  be  changed;  and  he  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if,  in  conse- 
quence of  that  change,  he  would  lay 
the  new  Treaty  before  Parliament  pre- 
vious to  its  ratification  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  That  is  rather  a 
nice  question,  Sir;  but  I  am  afraid  I  can- 
not enter  into  any  engagement  beyond 
what  I  have  said.  I  think  we  have  been 
very  cautious  not  to  proceed  without 
ascertaining  our  ground,  and  we  shall 
continue  to  be  so. 

Mr.  NEWDEQATE  said,  he  wished 
to  put  a  Question  to  the  Prime  Minister 
arising  out  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  in  1860.  In  that  year,  the  Treaty 
with  France  involved  an  alteration  of 
existing  duties.  He  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  the  an- 
swer he  had  jnst  given,  with  respect  to 
reserving  the  functions  of  the  House, 
was  to  be  understood  to  extend  to  re- 
serving the  power  of  imposing  duties,  as 
well  as  of  altering  existing  duties,  in 
accordance  with  any  agreement  con- 
templated by  the  Government  with 
France? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  in  a  negotiation  of  this 
kind,  if  the  power  of  Parliament  was 
reserved,  that  reservation  would  pre- 
serve the  power  of  Parliament  intact  and 
entire,  either  to  lower,  raise,  or  do  any- 
thing else. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSDSTESS. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Prime  Minister,  what  would  be  the 
course  of  Public  Business  to-morrow ; 
whether  he  had  in  contemplation  to 
make  any  exceptional  proposal  with  re- 
gard to  the  Business  of  Supply,  and 
what  would  be  the  order  of  the  different 
Departments  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  with  regard  to  the  order  of  Supply, 
they  would  proceed  with  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Votes  to-morrow  ;  presuming  they 
were  able  to  achieve  the  third  reading 
of  the  Land  Bill  to-night,  as  they  all 
seemed  to  hope,  the  Business  would  be 
Supply.  He  thought,  perhaps,  that  that 
statement  almost  dispensed  with  the  ne- 
cessity at  the  present  time  for  any  further 
explanation. 

Sir  JOHN  HAT  asked,  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
take  the  27  Votes  of  the  Army  Estimates, 
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or  the  four  Votes  of  the  Navy  Estimates 
first? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
believed  the  Army  Votes  were  of  ereater 
urgency  than  those  of  the  Navy.  Notice 
of  the  intentions  of  the  Gk>vemment  in 
this  respect  would,  however,  be  given  in 
the  course  of  the  evening. 

Mb.  GALLAN  asked  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  re-commit  the  Land 
Bill  after  Beport  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  to  move  the  insertion  of  the 
clause  of  which  he  had  given  Notice? 
He  put  the  Question,  because,  if  this 
were  the  intention  of  the  Government,  his 
hon.  Friends  wished  to  move  the  inser- 
tion of  clauses  respecting  the  labourers. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
there  was  no  Question  at  all  before  the 
House  for  the  re-committal  of  the  Bill, 
except  the  limited  Question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The  proposal 
of  the  re-committal  would  be  over  the 
dause  relating  to  the  retirement  of  the 
Oommissioners,  enabling  a  discussion  to 
be  taken  upon  it,  and  for  no  other  pur- 
pose whatever.  It  would  in  no  way  re- 
open the  whole  subieot  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  OALLAN  asked,  whether  it  would 
not  be  open  to  any  hon.  Member  to  move 
an  Amendment  upon  the  dause  intended 
to  be  moved  by  tne  right  hon.  Member 
for  Westminster?  He  would  suggest 
that  the  Instruction  could  be  amended, 
in  order  to  include  the  Question  he  had 
indicated. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  prospect 
which  the  hon.  Member  holds  out  is 
reaUy  so  ^ave,  and  I  might  almost  say 
BO  appalling,  that  I  do  not  know  what 
answer  to  make ;  but  I  reaUy  hope  that 
when  the  time  comes,  he  will  be  in  a 
more  reasonable  frame  of  mind.  No 
doubt,  he  has  the  abstract  right  to  move 
to  extend  the  purpose  for  which  the  Bill 
is  being  re-committed,  but  I  trust  that 
he  will  not  exercise  it. 

RIVEBS  CONSERVANCY  AND  FLOODS 
PREVENTION  BILL. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  in  a 
position  to  state  definitelv  for  the  con- 
venience of  Members,  at  this  late  period 
of  the  Session,  whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  proceed 
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with  the  Bivers  Conservancy  and  Floods 
Prevention  Bill  Uiis  Session  ? 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
also  wished  to  put  a  Question  on  this 
subject  to  the  Frime  Minister,  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
forgive  him  (Mr.  Arnold)  for  doing  so 
without  Notice,  because  he  had  never 
put  one  Question  to  him  before.  Was 
it  not  the  case  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  received  a  Memorial  in  re- 
lation to  the  Bill,  signed  by  a  large 
number  of  Members  of  all  Parties  of  the 
House,  beggiug  him  to  proceed  with  the 
measure;  whether  the  signatures  of  those 
in  favour  were  not  of  a  greater  value 
than  those  of  hon.  Members  opposed  to 
the  Bill  on  the  ground  of  the  inconve- 
nience which  would  result  from  the  post- 
ponement of  the  holidays;  and,  whether 
it  would  not  be  a  circumstance  almost 
without  precedent  for  the  Government 
to  abandon  a  measure  of  this  importance, 
which  had  passed  the  House  of  Lords, 
had  been  read  a  second  time  in  that 
House,  and  been  approved  of  by  two 
Select  Committees  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  it  wiU,  un- 
doubtedly, be  admitted  by  all  persons 
whatsoever  that  this  Bill  has  a  consider- 
able advantage  in  having  passed  the 
House  of  Lords,  in  having  been  ap- 
proved by  two  Select  Committees,  and 
m  having  reached  a  certain  stage  in  this 
House.  At  the  same  time,  I  am  under 
a  pledge  to  the  House  not  to  proceed 
with  any  measures  which  are  not  abso- 
lutely necessary.  The  shock  of  arms 
between  opposing  parties  in  relation  to 
this  Bill  is  very  interesting ;  but,  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  I  may  remind 
hon.  Members  that  it  is  absolutely  ne- 
cessary that  we  should  make  rapid  pro- 
gress with  Public  Business.  I  must  ask 
the  indulgence  of  both  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  this  matter,  seeing  that  it  is 
under  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  I  will 
give  a  more  definite  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tions of  the  hon.  Members  on  Monday 
next. 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— THOMAS 
CONNELY,  A  PRISONER  UNDER  THE 
ACT. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
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land,  Whether  it  is  true  that  Thomas 
Oonnely,  of  Eosmuck,  county  Oalwaj, 
was  on  the  16th  instant  arrested  under 
the  Coercion  Act  on  a  charge  of  intimi- 
dation; whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Gonnel J  is  an  old  and  feeble  man  of  ad- 
vanced years,  and  of  good  character  and 
peaceable  disposition ;  whether  in  conse- 
quence of  his  arrest  there  is  no  one  at 
home  to  look  after  his  holding  but  his 
son  and  daughter,  who  are  both  deaf 
and  dumb,  and  their  mother,  a  very  old 
woman ;  and,  whether,  as  there  is  no 
case  of  intimidation  known  to  have  oc- 
curred in  the  neighbourhood  of  Eosmuck, 
he  will  state  the  real  cause  for  the  arrest 
of  a  man  so  far  advanced  in  years  as  Mr. 
Connely  is  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  person  named  in  the  Question  was 
arrested  under  the  Coercion  Act  at  Hos- 
muck,  in  the  County  Gal  way,  on  the  1 5th 
instant.  He  was  reasonably  suspected 
of  having  intimidated  a  certain  person 
for  the  purpose  of  compelling  him  to 
^ve  up  possession  of  a  farm.  He  was 
informed  that  Connolly  was  only  60  years 
of  age,  and  was  strong  and  active.  He 
was  of  a  quarrelsome  disposition,  having 
been  convicted  in  April  last  of  having 
used  threatening  and  abusive  language. 
His  holding  was  now  managed  by  his 
wife,  who  was  a  strong,  healthy  woman, 
of  the  same  age,  and  his  son  and 
daughter,  who  were,  as  stated,  both  deaf 
and  dumb.  They  were  accustomed  to 
managing  the  farm.  The  locality  of 
Bosmuck,  he  was  informed,  was  one  of  the 
most  lawless  in  the  Oughterard  district. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
informed  the  man  was  over  80  years  of 
age,  and  he  should  feel  obliged  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make  further 
inquiries  on  the  subject. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1881-MR.  MATTHEW  HARRIS,  A  PRI- 
SONER UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Ma.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutent  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  charge  against  Mr.  Matthew 
Harris,  now  in  Galway  Gaol,  committed 
on  the  16th  April  under  the  Peace  Pre- 
servation Act,  be  that  he  is  **  suspected 
of  inciting  others  to  assault  and  inj  ure  a 
certain  person  ;  "  and,  if  so,  whether  His 
Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  all 
the  facts  put  before  him   upon  which 
ihiB  charge  is  founded  ;  if  said  informa- 
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tion  was  supplied  to  His  Excellency  pre- 
vious to  his  deciding  that  the  term  of 
Mr.  Harris'  imprisonment  should  extend 
beyond  three  months,  as  communicated 
to  Mr.  Harris  on  the  18th  instant ;  if  a 
verbatim  Report,  taken  by  a  competent 
person  at  the  time  the  supposed  offence 
was  thought  to  have  been  committed, 
was  given  to  His  Excellency ;  and,  would 
the  Government  give  information  as  to 
whether  the  **  certain  person  "  that  Mr. 
Harris  is  suspected  of  inciting  others  to 
** assault  and  injure"  has  up  to  the 
present  time  been  assaulted  or  injured ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  that  circumstance 
was  made  know  to  His  Excellency  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  warrant  upon  which  Mr.  Harris  was 
imprisoned  in  Galway  Gaol  set  forth  that 
he  was  reasonably  suspected  of  inciting 
others  to  commit  an  assault.  He  (Mr. 
Forster),  as  the  hon.  Member  was  aware, 
could  not  enter  upon  the  general  grounds 
of  the  arrest,  and  he  could  not  give  any 
more  complete  answer  to  the  Question 
without  doing  so. 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bell  226.] 
{Mr.  Oladttone,  Mr.  Forater^  Mr.  Bright^  Mr, 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland.) 

CONSIDERATION.      [aDJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 
[thibd  NIOHT.] 

Further  Proceeding  on  Consideration, 
as  amended,  resumed. 

Clause  44  (Service  of  civil  bill  pro- 
cesses and  limitation  of  costs). 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  28,  line  8,  after  the  word  "action," 
to  insert  the  words  •*  for  the  recovery  of  rent, 
or." — {Mr.  Healy.) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GIBSON,  resuming  the  debate, 
said,  the  Amendment  was  opposed  to 
fairness  and  justice,  and  he  asked  the 
House,  without  hesitation,  to  decline 
it.  The  Government  had  over  and  over 
again  refused  to  allow  the  landlords  to 
be  placed  in  a  worse  position  as  regarded 
the  recovery  of  their  rent  than  other 
creditors  occupied  ;  and  unless  it  was  to 
be  laid  down  that  the  landlord  creditor 
was  to  be  treated   exceptionally,   and 
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have  no  consideration — that  he  was  to  bo 
penalized  and  treated  as  an  outlaw — he 
could  not  see  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment. It  would  affect  the  existing  law 
in  an  unsatisfactory  manner,  inasmuch 
as  at  present  there  was  a  discretion 
vested  m  the  Court  as  to  granting  costs, 
which  the  Amendment  would,  in  some 
cases,  fetter  and  confuse ;  but  he  should 
not  base  his  opposition  to  it  on  techni- 
calities. Ho  took  his  stand  on  the  broad 
basis  of  justice.  The  landlord  was  en- 
titled as  a  creditor  to  deal  with  his  debtor 
like  any  other  member  of  the  commu- 
nity, and  therefore  he  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  adhere  to  the  rules  which  they 
had  laid  down  over  and  over  again,  and 
to  decline  to  accept  the  proposal. 

Mr.  JiEAMY  thought  that  the  ad- 
vantages conferred  by  the  Amendment 
were  so  apparent  that  the  case  did  not 
require  argument.  It  simply  provided 
that  if  the  Judge  declared  that  an  action 
by  a  landlord  in  a  Superior  Court  for  the 
recovery  of  rent  should  have  been  brought 
in  an  inferior  Court,  the  landlord  should 
not  be  entitled  to  costs. 

Mr.  MABITM  said,  he  would  remind 
the  House  that  yesterday  the  Govern- 
ment assented  to  this  Amendment. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  asked  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House  while  he  made  an 
explanation  on  the  matter.  As  he  stated 
vesterday,  he  accepted  the  Amendment, 
because  he  was  under  the  impression 
that  it  made  no  material  alteration  in 
the  existing  law.  He  now  found  that  it 
did  make  such  a  change ;  but  he  thought 
they  might  adjust  the  matter  so  as  to 
meet  the  views  of  all  reasonable  per- 
sons. The  Amendment  under  considera- 
tion would  operate  unfairly  in  actions 
for  sums  over  £20.  He  should,  there- 
fore, propose  a  new  Amendment  which 
would  limit  the  clause  to  actions  for  sums 
not  exceeding  £20. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  after  the  word  *  *  rent, ' ' 
to  insert  the  words  **  not  exceeding 
twenty  pounds." — {Mr.  Attorney/  General 
far  Ireland,) 

Question  proposed,  <'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  PARNELiL  said,  he  was  sorry 
the  Government  liad  not  adhered  to  their 
original  determination.  He  asked  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  G^enoral  for  Ireland  yesterday 


whether  under  the  Bill,  when  it  became 
law,  the  Court  would  have  power  to  stay 
actions  for  the  recovery  of  rent  instituted 
in  a  Superior  Court  or  otherwiae,  andefr 
a  writ  oifi§rifacia9  Y  The  right  hon.  moA 
learned  Gentleman  stated  the  Ooxai  had 
no  such  power,  and  consequently,  after  the 
passingof  the  Bill,  it  would  be  possible  for 
a  landlord,  where  no  application  had  been 
made  by  the  tenant  to  the  Court  in  regard 
to  the  fixing  of  a  rent,  to  iasue  aueh 
a  writ  for  arrears.  Under  such  ciroom- 
stances,  was  it  not  reasonable  to  suppoae 
that  many  landlords  would  evadb  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  would  proceed 
m  that  way  against  the  tenants  wnere  no 
application  had  been  made  ?  That  was 
such  a  plain  injustice,  that  he  thongfat 
the  Government  ought  to  re-consider  the 
matter  and  accept  the  Amendment  as  it 
was  originally  proposed. 

Sir  JOSEPH  ML'KENNA  aaid,  he 
failed  to  see,  even  from  the  landlord's 
point  of  view,  any  reasonable  objeoiioiiL 
there  could  be  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy), 
which  was  to  discourage  the  bringing  of 
actions  to  the  Superior  Courts,  whi(& 
could  be  as  well  tried  in  the  Inferior 
Courts,  and  at  much  less  cost.  He  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  p.  MABTIN  said,  he  deeply  re- 
gpretted  that  the  Government  proposed 
to  modify  their  concession  on  this  point. 
He  thought  they  had  paid  too  mnoh  at* 
tention  to  the  vehement  speeches  made 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  and  saw  no  reason 
why  the  clause  should  be  limited  to  ac- 
tions under  £20.  He  trusted  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  would  not 
insist  iipon  the  limitation.  In  fact,  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  proposed  in  part  to  embody  in 
the  clauses  the  spirit  and  intention  of 
the  Limitation  of  Costs  Bill  which  had 
passed  the  Houses  last  Session.  It  was 
not  right  the  landlord  should,  ezo^ 
unless  special  circumstances,  oast  on  the 
tenant  the  burden  of  costs  incidental 
to  proceedings  in  the  Superior  Courts, 
when  the  law  had  given  him  the  power 
of  suit  in  the  County  Court. 

Mr.  LEWIS  thought  the  proposal  of 
the  right  hon.  and  leamea  Attomsy 
General  for  Ireland  was  a  very  fair  one. 
It  covered  the  whole  ground,  and  would 
secure  the  tenant  against  being  vadn]|^ 
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harassed  by  the  landlord  in  respect  of 
costs. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  thought 
the  question  was  not  being  argued  on 
the  most  important  grounds.  It  was 
not  whether  the  amount  should  be  £20 
or  £50 ;  and  if  they  were  debating  whe- 
ther to  raise  the  sum,  he  should  be  in- 
clined to  take  the  view  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy).  The 
question  he  had  to  consider  was,  first  of 
all,  whether  it  was  just;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  whether,  in  the  present 
state  of  feeling,  it  was  politic,  for  the 
sake  of  this  rather  limited  but  not  un- 
important matter,  to  introduce  a  distinc- 
tion between  the  power  of  the  landlord 
in  regard  to  the  recovery  of  what  was 
due  to  him  and  the  power  of  other 
creditors.  The  Bill  had  to  undergo  an- 
other ordeal  after  it  left  the  House  of 
Oommons,  for  it  would  be  subjected  to 
a  scrutiny  in  ''another  place,"  and  would 
be  examined  from  the  landlords'  point 
of  view;  and  what  he  felt  in  point  of 
policy  was  this.  It  was  very  doubtful 
policy  for  the  Government,  for  the  sake 
of  such  an  object  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  had  in  view,  to  send  the 
Bill  to  the  House  of  Lords  with  an 
enactment,  introducing  into  the  Bill,  for 
the  first  time,  a  distinction  which  placed 
the  landlord  at  a  disadvantage  in  com- 
parison with  other  creditors.  What 
they  had  to  look  at  was  the  interest  of 
the  whole  Bill,  and  not  whether  they 
had  a  preference  for  this  or  that  par- 
ticular form  of  law  on  a  matter  of 
secondary  importance.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's alteration  was  accepted,  an  exag- 
gerated importance  would  be  attached 
to  the  proposal,  and  the  whole  credit  of 
the  Bill  might  be  seriously  impaired 
from  the  discovery  of  what  might  be  a 
slight  provision,  but  what  would  ap- 
parently indicate  a  spirit  of  inequality 
and  even  injustice.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, they  felt  bound,  in  the  iute- 
reets  of  the  Bill — and  he  did  not  deny 
in  the  interest  of  justice  also — to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland. 

Mb.  healy  said,  with  respect  to  the 
reference  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  regarding  "  another 
place,"  he  would  ask  him  "to  be  just 
and  fear  not."  The  substance  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  contention  was,  that 
because  the  House  of  Lords  had  to  deal 


with  the  Bill,  justice  was  not  to  be  done 
to  the  tenants  of  Ireland.  It  was  not  a 
fact  that  landlords  would  be  in  a  worse 
position  than  other  creditors.  In  the 
foregoing  part  of  the  clause  they  were 

Eut  in  a  position  whereby  they  would 
e  able  to  get  out  their  writs  in  a  man- 
ner that  ordinary  persons  could  not. 
The  Government  were  swallowing  their 
previous  doctrine  because  they  were  at- 
tacked by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson).  They 
changed  their  front,  and  their  conduct 
was  not  likely  to  gain  for  them  the 
respect  of  the  Irish  Members.  He  would 
far  rather  strike  out  his  Amendment 
than  have  it  altered  in  the  way  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  proposed. 
As  the  clause  stood  there  was,  at  least, 
a  presumption  in  the  tenant's  favour. 
He  should  be  prepared  to  move  that 
£100  stand  for  £20  in  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  Amendment. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  the  law  had  al- 
ready granted  facilities  to  the  landlord, 
and  he  should  be  compelled  to  exercise 
his  privileges,  subject  to  special  limi- 
tations. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  most  con- 
venient course  would  be  to  put  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
to  the  House ;  and  after  that  question 
was  decided,  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy)  could  move  the  further 
Amendment  he  announced  his  intention 
of  moving. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  ex- 
plaioed  that  the  landlord  had  two  re- 
medies for  rent  in  arrear,  one  being 
ejectment,  and  the  other  the  recovery  of 
a  debt,  as  to  which  he  was  placed  in 
the  same  position  as  any  other  creditor. 
When  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  was 
accepted  in  Committee,  it  was  believed 
to  be  merely  a  declaration  of  the  law 
with  reference  to  ordinary  debts,  but 
it  turned  out  not  to  be  so ;  accordingly, 
it  was  proposed  to  bring  the  case  of 
rent  as  nearly  as  possible  to  that  of 
any  other  debt  by  introducing  the  limi- 
tation of  £20.  Perhaps  Uie  better 
alternative  might  be,  as  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford,  to  omit  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  accepted 
from  the  hon.  Member. 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : —  Ayes  247  ; 
Noes  39  :  Majority  208.— (Div.  List, 
No.  339.) 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  made,  in  page  28,  line 
11,  after  the  word  "such,"  by  inserting 
the  words  **  rent  or." 

Mr.  PAENELL  moved  to  add  to  the 
Clause — 

"  And  whenever  an  action  for  the  recovery  of 
rent  shall  have  been  taken  before  or  after  an 
application  to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  and  shall  be 
pending  before  such  an  application  is  disposed 
of,  the  Court  before  which  such  action  is  pend- 
ing shall  have  power,  on  such  terms  and  condi- 
tions  as  the  Court  may  direct,  to  pospone  or 
suspend  such  action  until  the  termination  of  the 
proceeding  to  fix  such  judicial  rent." 

The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  intended  to  supply  a  deficiency 
as  regarded  the  power  of  the  Court  to 
suspend  proceedings  where  an  applica- 
tion was  made  to  fix  a  judicial  rent.  If 
the  Bill  passed  as  it  now  stood,  a  land- 
lord, in  the  case  of  a  tenancy  where  a 
judicial  rent  had  not  been  fixed,  even 
though  the  application  might  have  been 
made  to  the  Court  appointed  under  the 
Act,  might  sue  his  tenant  for  even  six 
months'  rent,  if  it  were  due,  and  might 
obtain  judgment  in  any  Court — a  Civil 
Bill  Court  or  a  Superior  Court — and  if 
the  judgment  were  not  satisfied  within  a 
very  limited  time — he  thought  it  was  two 
days — the  landlord  might  proceed  to  sell 
the  whole  of  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
in  his  holding.  Unless  some  provision 
of  the  nature  he  proposed  were  inserted, 
they  would  find  landlords  suing  tenants 
for  rent,  with  the  sole  object  of  getting 
rid  of  them. 

Amendment  proposed, 
In  page  28,  lino  15,  at  end  of  Clause  44,  to  insert 
the  words  '*  and  whenever  an  action  for  the  re- 
covery of  rent  shall  have  been  taken  before  or 
after  an  application  to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  and  shall 
be  pending  before  such  application  is  disposed  of, 
the  Court  before  which  such  action  is  pending 
shall  have  power,  on  such  terms  and  conditions 
as  the  Court  may  direct,  to  postpone  or  suspend 
such  action  until  the  termination  of  the  pro- 
ceedings to  fix  such  judicial  rent.*'  —  {Mr. 
Pamell.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney    GENERAL    for 
IRELAND    (Mr.    Law)    thought    the 
.  principle  of  the  Amendment  was  not  un- 
fair.    The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  seemed  to  fear  that 


the  tenant  might  be  sued  for  his  arrears 
of  rent,  a  judgment  be  obtained  against 
him  in  respect  thereof,  and  the  tenancnr 
sold  before  the  judicial  rent  could  be  fixed. 
Well,  that  was  a  matter  that  mifrht, 
he  thought,  be  dealt  with  in  the  Bill| 
for  no  one  could  desire  that  the  general 
operation  of  the  Act  should  be  defeated 
in  the  indirect  way  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  Member ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
a  permanent  enactment  of  this  kind 
would  hardly  be  necessary  or  desirable. 
What  the  hon.  Member  desired  to  meet 
was  a  present  emergency,  and  to  prevent 
the  hardship  of  the  tenant  being  de- 
prived of  his  holding  before  he  could 
have  the  benefit  of  the  Act.  If  the  hon. 
Member  would  qualify  his  Amendment 
by  limiting  the  actions  brought  for  rent 
within  a  reasonable  period — say  within 
six  months  after  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
which  would  give  everyone  an  opportu- 
nity of  applying  to  have  the  judicial  rent 
fixed — he  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
laud)  would  be  disposed  to  consider  it 
favourably. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  the  ri^ht  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  limit  the 
period  to  12  months,  because  many  of 
the  tenants  would  probably  wait  to  see 
what  the  Court  could  do  for  them  before 
applying  to  it  in  large  numbers. 

Ma.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  astonished 
at  the  Government's  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment.  It  was  out  of  place,  had 
been  moved  without  Notice,  and  was 
one  which  would  penalize  the  position  of 
the  landlord  alone  of  all  creditors.  It 
did  not  seek  to  interfere  with  the  land- 
lord's right  of  ejectment ;  but  it  picked 
out  the  landlord  alone  of  vML  creditors, 
and  said  if  he  aUowed  a  tenant  to  re- 
main in  occupation,  declining  to  sue, 
and  came  before  the  ordinary  Courts  of 
the  country  and  obtained  judgment  for 
the  rent  due  as  a  creditor,  the  Court 
within  a  time  not  fixed  by  the  Govern-' 
ment,  would  be  able  to  say— "We  will 
arrest  your  process  and  will  compel  vou 
to  wait  for  some  indefinite  period  before 
receiving  your  rent  of  your  debtor."  At 
the  same  time,  any  other  creditors  of 
the  tenant  could  take  means  to  enforce 
payment  of  what  was  due  to  them,  and 
might  sell  the  tenant's  interest  in  his 
farm.  Where  was  the  justice  of  that? 
Were  they  going  to  leave  the  banker, 
the  village  money-lender,  and  any  other 
creditor  free  to  sell  out  the  tenant,  and 
only  stop  short  at  the  landlord  f    This 
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was  an  Amendment  to  which  he  could 
give  no  assent,  either  in  principle  or  de- 
tail, and  he  should  offer  it  nis  most 
strenuous  and  persistent  opposition. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson) 
had  eyidently  exaggerated  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment.  He  (Mr.  Forster)  un- 
derstood that  what  was  proposed  was 
in  accordance  with  other  provisions  of  the 
Bill  by  which  they  had  determined  that 
the  landlord  should  not  be  able  to  eject  a 
tenant  from  the  occupation  of  the  land 
without  the  tenant  having  had  the  op- 
portunity of  appealing  to  have  a  judicial 
rent  fixed,  and  to  get  the  rent  lowered  if 
the  Court  so  determined.  There  could  be 
nothing  unfair  in  passing  this  clause, 
whioh  would  merely  hold  the  proceedings 
of  the  landlord  in  abeyance  until  the  ju- 
dicial rent  was  fixed.  He  had  supposed 
that  the  Government  had  covered  all  the 
cases  by  which  the  landlord  could  eject 
a  tenant ;  but  it  now  appeared  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  thought  there  was  a  mod«  by 
which  a  landlord  could  get  hold  of  the 
land,  which  was  not  covered  by  the  Bill 
at  present,  a  mode  by  which  a  landlord 
would  be  able  to  get  rid  of  a  tenant  without 
the  latter  beinffabletogetthe  advantages 
of  the  judicial  rent.  He  (Mr.  Forster) 
thought  it  would  be  fair  to  meet  the 
case  contemplated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  by  adopting  the 
BUffgestion  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Fnend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
It  was  a  principle  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  assented  to,  and  he 
could  not  see,  therefore,  why  he  should 
BO  strongly  object  to  it. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  thought  that 
under  the  circumst€tnces  contemplated 
they  ought  to  protect  the  tenant  from 
eTenr  creditor.  He  had  no  objection  to 
the  landlords  being  tied  up,  if  the  other 
creditors  were  also  tied  up;  but  if  a 
tenant  was  sold  out  by  any  other  than 
the  landlord,  then  the  landlord's  claim 
should  be  considered  prior  to  that  of  any 
other  creditor  in  the  distribution.  He 
would  suggest,  therefore,  that  words 
diould  be  added  to  protect  the  interest 
in  tlie  holding  of  a  tenant  who  had 
giTen  notice  to  have  a  judicial  rent 
fixed,  from  execution  at  the  hands  of 
atiber  creditors. 

.     Hn.   GLADSTONE  said,   there  had 
been  no  such  disposition  on  the  part  of 
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the  Government  to  adopt  a  violent  course 
as  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  seemed  to  suppose.  There- 
fore, he  could  not  see  the  necessity  for 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

fetting  on  the  high  horse,  and  asserting 
imseif  with  such  vehemence  as  he  had 
done  on  the  subject  of  that  Amendment. 
He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  knew  that  he  was 
struck,  and  that  aU  the  Members  of  the 
Government  were  struck,  with  the  argu- 
ment that  the  Amendment  of  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  as  it  stood,  did  not 
adequately  protect  the  tenant  in  all  cases, 
and  that  there  was  evidently  something 
equitable  in  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork's  (Mr.  Pamell's)  Amend- 
ment, and  that  it  ought  to  be  extended 
to  the  case  of  all  other  creditors.  His 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  was  considering 
whether  there  ought  not  to  be  some 
other  changes  made ;  and,  viewing  the 
matter  in  that  light,  they  did  not  con- 
sider the  Amendment  adversely.  The 
effect  would  be  that  the  sale  of  a  tenanqy 
would  be  prevented,  and  the  main  assets 
which  the  tenant  would  have  to  enable 
him  to  discharge  a  debt  would  be  pro- 
bated, and  put  in  a  proper  condition  for 
protection.  There  would  be  a  power  to 
put  the  assets  in  the  best  condition  for 
the  tenant.  Taking  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
as  their  raw  material,  the  Government 
would  propose,  in  the  first  place,  to 
make  it  a  temporary  provision;  in  the 
second  place,  to  limit  the  power  of  the 
Court  to  the  stopping  of  the  action  only 
in  so  far  as  to  prevent  the  sale  of  the 
tenancy  until  after  the  judicial  rent  was 
fixed ;  and,  thirdly,  to  provide  that  the 
enactment  should  apply  to  every  case 
where  this  form  of  action  was  brought, 
and  not  merely  in  the  case  when  it  was 
brought  by  the  landlord. 

The  SOLICITGB  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  said,  that  the  pro- 
posal had  better  stand  over  so  that  it 
might  be  added  to  Clause  53,  thus  afford- 
ing time  for  adjustment  to  the  phrase- 
ology. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  asked 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  make  this  Amend- 
ment applicable  to  all  tenancies,  irre- 
spective of  their  annual  value  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  assented. 
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Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment  on  the  understand- 
ing suggested. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  45  (Existence  of  Land  Commis- 
sion not  to  create  vested  interests). 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  insert  words  entitling 
the  Judicial  Commissioner  to  a  pension. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  28,  line  16,  after  '*  of,"  insert  *'  the 
Land  Commission  other  than  the  Judicial  Com- 
missioner, or  an  Assistant  Commissioner." — 
(Jfr.  Attorn^  Oeneralfor  Ireland,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
he  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  principal  Commissioners 
other  than  the  Judicial  Commissioner 
should  not  have  pensions. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  what  was  meant  hy  providing  that 
one  Assistant  Commissioner  was  to  get 
a  superannuation.  At  first  there  was 
nothing  about  superannuation  in  the  Bill ; 
then  the  Judicial  Commissioner  crept  in, 
and,  of  course,  he  must,  like  all  other 
Judges,  be  entitled  to  superannuation. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  jthe  Amend- 
ment wanted  the  word  ''  being  "  before 
'*  an  Assistant  Commissioner.'' 

Amendment  amended^  by  adding  the 
word  **  being,"  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  46  (Annual  report  by  Land 
Commission). 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY,  in  moving, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  28,  lines  20 
and  21,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  after 
the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty-one,"  said,  he  did  so  for 
the  purpose  of  asking  the  Government 
whether  they  would  instruct  the  Com- 
mission to  make  a  preliminary  Report 
during  next  Session  r 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  best 
to  leave  the  matter  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Commissioners.  The  Government 
would  take  care  to  bring  the  subject 
under  their  consideration. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 


Clause  47  (Arrears  of  rent  how  dealt 
with). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobney  Genbral 
for  Ibslakd,  the  following  Amendments 
made :  —  In  page  28,  line  28,  after 
"that,"  insert  "the;"  line  41,  print 
from  **  whenever,"  as  a  new  paragraph ; 
line  3,  leave  out  from  "such,"  to  "  and," 
inline  4  ;  line  4,  after  "  tenant,"  insert 
"  had  not  been  so  erected  for  his ;  "  line 
4,  leave  out  "  still  in  occupation ; "  after 
line  81,  insert  as  a  separate  paragraph, — 

''  The  omission  or  refusal  by  either  landlord 
or  tenant  of  any  holding  to  join  with  the  other 
of  them  in  obtaining  a  loan  from  the  Land 
Commission  under  this  section  shall  not  pnja- 
dice  any  other  application  or  proceeding  whidi 
either  of  them  may  make  or  institute  under  this 
Act  or  'The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Irdand) 
Act,  1870,'  in  relation  to  the  holding." 

Mb.  HEALT  moved,  at  end  of  dause, 
the  insertion  of  a  long  sub-section,  with 
the  object  of  providing  that  in  case  of 
arrears  they  should  be  reckoned  on  the 
basis  of  the  judicial  rent. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  30,  line  7,  at  end  of  Clause  47,  to  in- 
sert the  words, — "  Provided  always,  That  if  the 
landlord  of  any  tenant  of  a  holding  valued  at  or 
under  fifty  pounds,  who,  at  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  shall  be  in  arrears,  shall  refuse  to  join  sudi 
tenant  in  an  application  to  the  Court  respecting 
arrears,  then,  if  the  tenant  applies  to  the  Court 
to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  and  the  judicial  rent  so 
fixed  is  less  than  the  rent  payable  by  the  tenant 
at  the  date  of  such  application,  the  Court  may, 
if  it  think  fit,  certify  that  such  former  rent  was 
an  excessive  rent,  and  thereupon  such  arrears 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  reduced  to  such  an  amount 
as  would  have  been  due  had  only  such  judicial 
rent  been  pajrable  from  the  date  when  such 
arrears  commenced  to  accrue,  and  the  payment 
or  tender  of  such  reduced  amount  shall  be  a 
sufficient  answer  to  any  proceeding  for  or 
founded  upon  such  arrears  in  any  court  of  law 
or  equity.** — {Mr,  HealyJ) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  asked  Mr. 
Speaker,  whether  the  Amendment  was 
in  Order,  the  House  having  already 
agreed  to  a  section  which  provided  that 
the  refusal  of  either  party  to  join  in  an 
application  under  tne  Arrears  Qause 
should  not  prejudice  any  future  proceed- 
ings by  the  other  party  ? 

Mb.  8PEAKEB,  in  reply,  intimated 
that  it  was  competent  for  tiie  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  move  his  Amendment,  and  Uiat 
the  objection  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  rather  a  matter  of  argu- 
ment than  a  point  of  Order. 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  Go- 
yernment  oould  not  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment for  the  reasons  stated  by  him  in 
Committee — namely,  that  they  could  not 
consent  to  any  compulsory  proposal  for 
dealing  with  arrears.  It  would  not  be 
just  or  expedient  compulsorily  to  dimi- 
nish the  debt  owing  to  a  man  ;  and  he 
was  sure  that  it  would  be  useless  for 
any  such  proposal  to  be  accepted  by  the 
House  after  what  had  happened  **  else- 
where." It  would,  moreover,  put  the 
man  who  had  paid  his  rent  in  a  most 
unfair  position  as  compared  with  the 
man  who  owed  it. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  said,  there  would 
be  some  ground  for  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  if  the  only  penalty  falling  on 
the  tenant  was  the  payment  of  his  debt ; 
but  the  penalty  would  be  considerably 
heavier,  for  he  would  lose  the  benefit  of 
the  Act.  If  the  tenant  had  been  paying 
a  reasonable  rent  previously,  he  would 
not  have  allowed  arrears  to  accrue  at 
all,  and  therefore  it  was  only  just  to 
give  him  some  substantial  relief  in  re- 
0peet  of  what  had  become  due  through 
no  fault  of  his  own.  He  thought  at 
that  stage  of  the  Bill,  and  after  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  concession  had  been 
made  by  the  Gbvemment,  there  was  no 
*  use  in  taking  up  a  long  time  in  that 
discussion. 

Mb.  DAWSON  believed  the  whole 
raUan  d'Stre  of  the  Bill  was  that  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  had  been  unfairly 
rented,  and  therefore  he  did  not  see 
why  the  Government  should  object  to 
deal  more  liberally  than  they  had  done 
with  the  subject  of  arrears. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  gone  to  the  length  of  their 
tether  with  regard  to  arrears,  and  could 
not  go  back  upon  the  reduction  of  debts 
due  before  the  passing  of  the  Act.  If 
any  of  the  unjust  or  unfortunate  trans- 
actions that  had  occurred  previously 
were  to  be  corrected,  they  should  be 
correoted  universally. 

Mr.  HEALT,  in  withdrawing  the 
Amendment,  took  occasion  to  observe 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Seoretary  for  Ireland's  manner  of  meet- 
ing it  by  appealing  on  a  point  of  Order 
to  the  Speaker  was  very  characteristic 
indeed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
COavM,  at  ^mended,  a^^ssd  U. 


Clause  49  (Definitions). 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  an  Amend- 
ment extending  the  definition  of  present 
tenancies  to  every  tenancy 

"Created  before  the  let  of  January,  1883, 
in  a  holding  in  which  a  tenancy  was  subsisting 
at  the  time  of  this  passing  of  the  Act." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  31,  line  17,  after  the  word  "Act," 
to  insert  the  words  "  or  created  before  the  firist 
day  of  January,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty-three,  in  a  holding  in  which  a  ten- 
ancy was  subsisting  at  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  this  Act." — {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  HEALY  moved  to  amend  the 
Amendment  by  inserting,  after  "sub- 
sisting," the  words  **  or  the  tenant  is  in 
possession."  He  explained  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Amendment  was  to  provide 
against  the  application  of  the  clause 
to  holdings  acquired  by  the  landlord 
through  the  instrumentality  of  sheriflEs' 
sales,  for  instance. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

In  line  3,  after  the  word  "subsisting,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  the  tenant  is  in  posses- 
sion.*'—(if  r.  Heali/.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  if  the  land- 
lord bought  the  holding  there  would 
be  an  end  to  the  matter,  and  if  anybody 
else  bought  it  he  would  be  protected  by 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  the 
mistaken  tactics  of  the  Land  League 
were  now  being  exhibited  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite.  Farmers  had  been  in- 
duced to  allow  their  farms  to  be  sold 
over  their  heads,  and  when  the  Bill 
passed  would  find  themselves  in  great 
difficulty. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  GIBSON  complained  that  the 
insertion  of  these  words  would  give  a 
great  extension  to  the  meaning  of  a 
present  tenancy  and  that  they  were 
larger  than  had  been  asked  for  by  Irish 
Members  below  the  Gangway.  It  would 
put  into  the  position  of  a  present  ten- 
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ant,  the  holder  of  every  tenancy  created 
before  the  Ist  of  January,  1883,  and  that 
was  six  months  longer  than  some  of  the 
Irish  Members  had  proposed.  The  effect 
of  that  would  be  that  it  would  operate 
most  unfairly  towards  the  landlord  in 
the  case  of  a  tenancy  ceasing  before  the 
poposed  date.  The  landlord,  in  such  a 
case,  would  either  have  to  hold  the  land 
in  his  own  hands,  or  let  it  to  a  tenant, 
who,  the  day  after,  would  be  in  the  posi- 
tion of  a  present  tenant,  and  be  able  to 
bring  the  landlord  into  Court  in  order 
to  have  a  judicial  rent  fixed.  He  urged 
that,  at  all  events,  the  time  should  be 
limited  to  12  months  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  MABUM  moved  to  add  to  the 
Amendment  the  words  ''or  had  been 
subsisting  within  12  months  previously." 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  foregoing  Amendment,  to 
insert  the  words  "  or  had  been  subsisting  within 
twelve  months  previously." — {Mr.  Marum,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HEALT  thouffht  the  promise  of 
the  Prime  Minister  had  not  been  fulfilled 
by  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man distinctly  stated  that  in  no  holding, 
in  respect  of  which  a  breach  of  condi- 
tion had  been  committed  before  the  Bill 
became  law,  should  a  future  tenancy 
be  created  without  an  interval  having 
elapsed.  That  promise  was  not  carried 
out  in  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  at 
once  acknowledge  the  hon.  Member's 
(Mr.  Healy's)  capacity  for  ingenious 
argument;  but  could  assure  him  that 
not  only  could  no  breach  of  covenant 
committed  before  the  passing  of  the  Act 
be  made  the  foundation  of  a  future  ten- 
ancy, but  that  some  breaches  of  covenant 
committed  after  the  passing  of  the  Act 
should  not  lead  to  the  growth  of  a 
future  tenancy. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Amendment  provided  for  the 
large  number  of  evicted  for  whom  he 
and  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
been  pleading.  The  tenants  he  more 
particularly  referred  to  were  those  who 
would  be  assisted  by  the  Arrears  Olausei 

Mr.  Oibt^t 


and  enabled  to  make  an  arrangement 
with  the  landlord  to  pay  portion  of  the 
arrears  themselves  and  borrow  another 
portion.  He  had  hoped  they  would  be 
able  to  come  in  as  present  tencmts,  and 
have  the  advantage  of  Clause  7  ;  but  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  pro- 
vided nothing  of  the  kind,  because  those 
tenants  would  not  be  tenants  existing  at 
the  passing  of  the  Act. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  a  man  must 
be  a  tenant  to  apply  under  the  Arrears 
Clause,  and  if  he  was  a  tenant,  he  was 
a  present  tenant.  If  he  had  been  evicted, 
but  retained  his  right  of  redemption, 
then  also  he  was  still  a  tenant. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  the  follow- 
ing addition  to  the  same  sub-section : — 

"Every  tenancy  to  which  this  Act  applies 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  present  tenancy  until 
the  contrary  is  proved." 

The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  it  was  reasonable  when  they  started 
with  present  tenancies  to  presume  that 
every  tenant  was  a  present  tenant  until 
the  contrary  was  established. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  31,  line  17,  at  end,  add  "and  every 
tenancy  to  which  this  Act  applies  shall  be  deemod 
to  be  a  present  tenancy  untU  the  contrary  is 
proved.'' — (Jfr.  Attorney  Oener<Ufor  Ireland.) 


'That  those  words 


Question  i 
be  there  added.'' 


Mb.  PLUNKET  thought  it  was  unfair 
to  establish  such  a  presumption  against 
the  landlord.  It  would  be  far  easier  for 
the  tenant  to  obtain  evidence  in  his 
favour  than  for  the  landlord,  and  the 
Amendment  was  therefore  unnecessary. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
ineerted  accordingly. 

Mb.  PARNELL  moved  the  following 
extension  of  *'  the  present  tenancy  "  de- 
finition : — 

"  Or  a  tenancy  beginning  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  in  respect  of  which  it  shall  be  mutually 
agreed  between  the  landlord  and  tenant  that  it 
shall  be  a  present  tenancy." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  31,  line  17,  after  the  word  *'  Act,"  to 
insert  the  words  *'  or  a  tenancy  beginning  after 
the  jfiMMBJiZ  o2  tius  Act  in  respect  of  which  it 
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shall  be  mutually  agreed  between  the  landlord 
and  tenant  that  it  wall  be  a  present  tenancy." 
—{Mr.  Famell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  declined  to  accept 
the  Amendment,  observing  that  the  Go- 
yernment  had  already  gone  quite  far 
enough  in  the  direction  pointed  out  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  the  Amendmeut 
was  intended  to  enable  any  landlord 
who  thought  fit  to  reinstate  as  a  pre- 
sent tenant  any  person  who  had  been  a 
tenant  of  his,  but  who  would  not  be  a 
tenant  at  the  passing  of  the  Act.  Surely, 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  it,  for  it 
was  not  in  any  sense  obligatory;  and 
he  thought  if  a  landlord  wished  to  re- 
store a  tenant  and  confer  a  present 
tenancy  upon  him  he  should  be  at  liberty 

Thb  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
that  all  the  cases  which  the  Bill  intended 
to  meet  were  met,  and  it  would  be  un- 
reasonable to  accept  a  proposal  the  terms 
of  which  were  perfectly  unlimited,  and 
might  apply  to  oases  occurring  at  any 
time.  If  a  tenant  was  evicted  six  months 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  he  had  the 
right  of  redemption,  and  therefore  was 
a  present  tenant. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  the  Bill  was  said 
to  be  pervaded  by  the  great  spirit  of 
freedom  of  contract ;  and,  if  so,  why  not 
allow  a  landlord  to  make  a  contract 
which  would  be  favourable  to  the  tenant 
and  agreeable  to  himself?  By  not  doing 
80,  they  would  be  limiting  the  freedom 
of  contract  they  were  so  anxious  to  up- 
bold. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  Amendment 
was  much  more  important  than  the  Go- 
yeniment  seemed  to  suppose.  It  was 
one  which  would  be  followed  by  results 
entering  into  the  national  life  of  Ireland, 
and  he  ventured  to  think  that  even  the 
light  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Gtibson),  who  was  always  ready  to  mount 
tiie  war  horse  and  charge  the  Govern- 
ment Benches,  would  scarcely  object  to 
the  liberty  which  it  proposed  to  confer 
upon  the  landlord,  seeing  that  it  would 
enable  him  to  do  in  a  cheap  way  what 
he  oonld  now  only  do  by  an  expensive 
deed.  Freedom  of  contract  was  their 
battle  ory  at  the  present  moment. 


Mr.  GLADSTONE  pointed  out  thajt 
the  unlimited  character  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  enable  tenancies  to  pass  back- 
ward and  forward  into  and  out  of  the 
condition  of  a  present  tenancy  any  num- 
ber of  times.  That  seemed  to  him  more 
like  confusion  than  order,  and  it  was  a 
state  of  things  they  did  not  like  to 
create. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  Amendment  made,  in  page 
31,  line  18,  after  **  means,"  insert  **  ex- 
cept as  aforesaid." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  page 
31,  line  30,  to  insert  as  a  separate 
paragraph — 

"  Landed  Property  Improvement  (Ireland) 
Acts*  means  the  Act  of  the  session  of  the  tenth 
and  eleventh  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  present 
Majesty,  chapter  thirty-two,  intituled  *  An  Act 
to  facilitate  the  Improvement  of  Landed  Pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  and  any  Acts  amending  or 
extending  the  same.' '' 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Mr.  GIBSON  moved,  in  page  31,  line 
35,  after  "  Act,"  to  insert— 

"  *And  *  The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) 
Act,  1870,'  except  in  so  far  as  the  same  is  ex- 
pressly altered  or  varied  by  this  Act  or  is  in- 
consistent therewith,  and  this  Act  shall  be  con- 
strued together  as  one  Act." 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  50  (Rules  as  to  determination 
of  tenancy) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  ior 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment  to  the  clause : — In 
page  32,  line  3,  insert  as  separate  sub- 
section (2) — 

(2)  * '  WTiere  the  landlord  has  resumed  pos- 
session of  a  tenancy  from  a  i)re8ent  tenant,  he 
may,  if  he  thinks  fit  so  to  do,  reinstate  such 
tenant  in  his  holding  as  a  present  tenant ;  and 
therefrom  such  tenancy  shall  again  become  sub- 
ject to  all  the  provisions  of  this  Act  which  are 
applicable  to  present  tenancies." 

Mr.  HEALY  proposed,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land's Amendment,  in  lines  1  and  2,  to 
leave  out  **  a  present  tenant." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  word 
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**  reinstate  "  covered  tlie  whole  ground. 
To  be  restored,  a  tenant  must  have  been 
in  possession  already.  It  was  impossi  ble 
to  make  tbe  clause  so  general  as  to  enable 
the  landlord  at  any  time  and  in  favour 
of  anybody  to  make  the  tenancy  a  pre- 
sent tenancy. 

Me.  HEALY  asked  what  objection 
the  Government  had  to  enable  an  Irish 
landlord  to  confer  a  present  tenancy  if 
he  so  desired  ?  Indirectly  the  landlord 
could  do  BO  already,  because  a  tenant 
applying  to  the  Court  would,  according 
to  the  Amendment  they  had  lately  agreed 
to,  be  deemed  to  be  a  present  tenant  if 
the  landlord  did  not  prove  the  contrary. 
Wh}'  not  give  the  landlord  express  power 
to  do  what  he  could  do  indirectly  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  regretted  that  they 
could  not  agree  to  a  provision  which 
would  allow  the  passing  backward  and 
forward  of  a  tenancy  from  a  **  present " 
to  a  **  future "  tenancy,  and  from  a 
''future  tenancy"  to  a  "present  ten- 
ancy." The  9th  clause  gave  general 
powers  which  were  quite  sufficient  to 
meet  the  case.  Under  that  clause,  power 
had  been  given  to.a  landlord  in  an  orderly 
manner  to  create  a  present  tenancy,  and 
give  to  it  absolute  permanence  if  he 
thought  fit. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  left  the  matter  in  some 
doubt  as  to  the  position  and  liabilities 
of  tenants  reinstated.  He  thought  the 
Amendment  ought  to  go  on  to  say  that 
the  landlord  might  reinstate  the  tenant 
as  a  present  tenant  at  a  rent  to  be 
agreed  upon,  and  that  then  the  tenant 
should  occupy  for  15  years  subject  to 
statutory  conditions.  It  was  clear  that 
unless  some  change  was  made  the  tenant 
would  have  the  absolute  right  to  go  into 
Court  and  subject  his  landlord  to  litiga- 
tion. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  Court  would 
deal  with  that. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  it  would  be  poor 
comfort  to  the  landlord  to  know,  after 
he  had  been  subjected  to  the  annoyance 
of  being  dragged  into  Court,  that  the 
Court  would  give  a  just  decision.  He 
desired  to  obviate  litigatioA,  which  was 
the  rook  ahead  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BIQGAR  thought  the  contention 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gibson)  unreasonable.  Ought  the 
landlord  to  be  allowed  to  bring  pressure 
oa  the  unfortunate  tenant,  fix  upon  him 
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an  unreajBonable  rent,  and  then  prevent 
him  coming  into  Court  ?  The  Amend- 
ment was  a  violation  of  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  and  would  give  rise  to  much 
mischief.  The  landlord  would  induce 
the  tenant  under  eviction  to  make  a 
fresh  bargain  to  his  own  detriment.  The 
result  would  be  that  a  single  bad  harvest 
would  bring  back  all  the  old  evils  and 
create  a  fresh  agitation. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabrer  Herschbll)  said,  that  the 
Amendment  was  really  more  in  favour 
of  the  landlord  than  of  the  tenant.  The 
tenant  could  not  be  reinstated  without 
the  landlord's  consent,  or  except  on  the 
landlord's  terms.  Then,  when  the  ten- 
ant was  reinstated,  he  would  get  all  the 
advantages  of  a  present  tenant  for  16 
years.  He  thought  the  views  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gibson)  would  be  met  by  the  insertion 
of  words  to  the  effect  that  where  the 
landlord  had  resumed  possession  of  his 
tenancy  he  might  reinstate  the  former 
tenant  as  a  present  tenant,  and  such 
tenant  would  become  subject  to  all  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  provided  always 
that  the  landlord  and  tenant  might  agree 
upon  the  rent  to  be  charged.  In  such 
case,  such  agreement  to  have  the  same 
effect  as  if  a  judicial  rent  had  been  fixed 
by  the  Court  under  the  provisions  of  the 
present  Act. 

Amendment  agreed  to,  with  the  follow- 
ing addition: — 

"Provided  always.  That  the  landlord  and 
tenant  may,  at  the  time  of  such  reinstatement, 
agree  on  the  rent  to  be  paid  by  euch  tenant ; 
and  in  such  case  such  agreement  shall  have  the 
same  effect  as  if  the  rent  so  agreed  on  were  a 
judicial  rent  fixed  by  the  Court  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  32,  line  2,  after  the  word  *'  tenancy," 
to  insert  the  following  suh-section : — "  A  present 
tenancy  shall  not  be  converted  into  a  future 
tenancy  by  reason  only  of  the  determination  by 
surrender  or  otherwise  of  such  present  tenancy, 
and  the  acceptance  by  the  tenant  for  the  time 
being  of  a  new  tenancy.  Notwithstanding  any 
such  determination  of  any  present  tenancy  by 
surrender  or  otherwise,  and  such  acceptance  of 
a  new  tenancy,  such  present  tenancy  shall  be 
deemed  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  to  be  stUl 
subsiBting  so  long  as  the  tenant  for  the  time 
being  and  his  successors  in  title  continue  in 
possession  of  the  holding,  whether  the  incidents 
of  his  or  their  tenure  be  varied  or  not." — {Mr, 
Healy.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inaerted.'' 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  opposing  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  it  would  be  in- 
adequate to  meet  the  oases  oontemplated 
by  tlie  hon.  Member.  A  mere  raising 
or  lowering  of  the  rent  would  not  deter- 
mine the  tenancy,  and  he  oould  not  oon- 
eeive  why  a  tenant  should  give  up  his 
farm  to  immediately  resume  it. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  supported  the 
Amendment,  but  suggested  that  it  should 
be  so  altered  as  to  provide  simply  that  a 
present  tenancy  should  be  deemed  to  sub- 
sist so  long  as  the  tenant  for  the  time 
being  and  his  successors  in  title  con- 
tinued in  possession  of  the  holding,  whe- 
ther the  incidents  of  the  tenure  be  varied 
or  not. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  had  pointed  out  to  him  prac- 
tical difficulties  in  the  way  of  adopting 
the  Amendment  as  it  stood;  ana  he, 
therefore,  begged  leave  to  withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Olause  51  (Tenancies  to  which  this 
Act  does  not  apply). 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  that  the  clause 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  Act 
all  holdings  which  were  ordinarily  known 
as  **  town  parks,"  and  which  were  "  ad- 
jacent to  any  city  or  town."  With  a 
view  to  limit  the  operation  of  the  olause, 
he  would  move  the  insertion  after  the 
word  "  town,"  of  the  words  "  containing 
not  less  than  6,000  iuhabitants."  He 
had  adopted  that  limit  as  it  was  the 
number  mentioned  in  the  Sanitary  Acts. 
A  town  of  6,000  inhabitants  or  upwards 
might  be  formed  into  a  sanitary  district ; 
towns  containing  a  lesser  number  were 
to  be  regarded  as  rural  districts.  He 
objected  to  the  hardships  inflicted  on 
owners  of  land  near  small  towns  owing 
to  the  sweeping  exception  contained  in 
the  Act  of  1870,  and  which  was  con- 
tinued under  this  Bill.  He  contended 
that  lands  in  the  neighbourhood  of  towns 
in  Ireland  were  (ordinarily  not  more 
Taluable  than  other  lands,  and  there 
was  therefore  no  reason  for  exempting 
them  from  the  operation  of  the  Act. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  82,  line  37,  after  the  word  "  town," 
to  tDMcri  the  words  '*  with  inhabitants  of  not 
lets  than  six  thousand.**  —  (Jfr.  Biggar,) 

Question  proposed,  * '  That  those  words 
be  theve  kiserted." 


Mb.  GIYAN,  in  snpporttng^  tbe 
Amendment,  said,  there  were  many 
oases  in  which  town  parks  should  be 
excluded,  but  such  cases  did  not  exist 
in  respeet  of  holdings  adjoining  small 
villages,  which  holdings,  purchased  with 
the  acquiescence  of  the  landlord  for  large 
sums  of  money,  should  not  be  deprived 
of  the  benefits  of  the  Ulster  Oustom  and 
compensation  under  the  law. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  regretted  that 
the  subject  was  renewed  after  the  con- 
siderable discussion  which  took  plaoe  in 
Committee.  The  Prime  Minister  on  that 
occasion  said  it  was  undesirable  to  ex- 
tend the  geographical  limits  of  the  Act 
of  1870,  although  he  thought  there  was 
a  good  deal  to  be  said  on  behalf  of  the 
tenantry  with  regard  to  town  parks. 
He  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
thought  the  Amendment  had  better  be 
withdrawn,  and  that  the  matter  might 
be  left  to  the  understanding  arrived 
at  in  Committee.  Perhaps,  ouring  the 
Recess  the  Government  would  consider 
the  matter  in  order  to  see  whether  legis- 
lation was  desirable  or  not. 

Mb.  LALOR  said,  that  now  was  the 
only  time  to  take  the  matter  into  con- 
sideration with  effect. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  could 
not  see  the  value  of  the  matter  being 
considered  by  the  Government  in  the 
Recess,  after  the  Bill  had  become  law, 
unless  they  intended  to  introduce  another 
Bill  next  Session. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  suggested  that 
the  matter  might  be  compromised,  by 
inserting  a  provision  in  the  clause  to  the 
effect  that  the  exemption  should  be  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  of  the  Commission. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  was  not  a  pro- 
posal to  be  entertained  at  that  time. 
The  House  had  had  the  matter  before  it 
in  1 870,  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  firmly  adhere  to  the  decision  ar- 
rived at  in  Committee.  With  regard  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlow  County  (Mr.  Macfarlane),  if  the 
matter  was  to  be  dealt  with  at  all,  it 
should  be  dealt  with  by  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  in  refer- 
ence to  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlow  County  (Mr.Macfarlane),  that 
it  would,  of  course,  have  to  be  proved  to 
the  Court  that  the  lands  in  question, 
which  would  be  exempt  from  the  Bill, 
were  town  parks.  If  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  desired,  a  Return  could  be 
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proyided  before  tbe  oommenoemeiit  of 
the  next  Seeeion  showing  the  extent  of 
these  town  parks,  and  under  what  con- 
ditions they  existed,  so  that  an  opinion 
might  be  formed  as  to  what  would  be 
the  probable  operation  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  heal  Y  said,  that  it  would  be  no 
great  boon  to  obtain  such  a  Betum,  and 
it  was  very  easy  for  anyone  to  get  the 
details. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Olause  52  (Saying  of  existing  tenan- 
cies). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Geiteilal 
for  Ireland,  the  following  Amendments 
made : — In  page  88,  line  17,  after  **  or," 
insert  ''other;"  line  17,  after  "ten- 
ancy," insert  "held  by  occupying  ten- 
ants and;"  line  19,  after  "which," 
insert  "said;"  line  19,  leave  out  the 
second  "  tenancy,"  and  insert  "  contracts 
of  tenancy;"  line  22,  before  "exist- 
ing," insert  "such;"  line  25,  before 
"existing,"  insert  "such;"  and  in 
line  SO, before  "existing, "insert  "such." 

Mb.  HEALY  (for  Mr.  Bigoab)  moved 
to  omit  the  words  "  from  year  to  year," 
after  "tenant,"  at  the  commencement 
of  the  clause,  which  gave  the  Court 
power  to  quash  a  lease  accepted  by  a 
tenant  from  year  to  year  since  the  passing 
of  the  Act  of  1870,  when  the  Court  was 
satisfied  that  such  lease  was  procured  by 
the  landlord  by  threat  of  eviction  or 
undue  influence.  A  leaseholder  whose 
lease  was  expired  was  in  a  far  more  de- 
fenceless position  than  a  yearly  tenant, 
and  the  Amendment,  if  accepted,  would 
save  hundreds  of  cases. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  38, 
line  42,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  from 
year  to  year."— (Jfr.  Eealy,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'from  year  to  year  *  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  object 
of  the  clause  was  to  provide  redress  for 
leaseholders  who,  by  threat  of  eviction 
or  undue  influence,  were  deprived  of  the 
rights  which  they  ought  to  have  had 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  by  having  leases 
thus  forced  upon  them.  The  class  of 
leaseholders  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  sought  to  include 
had  comparatively  sUght  benefits  con- 

Mr.  W.  H.  Forster 


ferred  upon  them  by  that  Act,  and, 
therefore,  did  not  come  within  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  clause.  He  could  not  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Ms.  CALL  AN  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  referred  to  cases  of  hardship 
which  it  would  remedy. 

Mr.  BIOOAB  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  162  ; 
Noes  26:  Majority  136.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  340.) 

Mb.  HEALYmoved  to  insert  "twelve" 
instead  of  "  six  months  "  after  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act,  as  the  period  within 
which  a  tenant  might  apply  to  the  Court 
to  have  an  unfair  lease  made  void,  on 
the  ground  that  it  had  been  accepted 
under  the  threat  of  eviction  or  undue 
influence.  It  was,  he  thought,  too  much 
to  ask  the  tenant  to  go  be&re  the  Court 
within  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  paffe  34,  line 
5,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  six,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  word  "  twelve." — (Ifr. 
J^ealy,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  six '  stand  part  of  the  BUI." 

The  ATTORNEY  QENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  resisted  the 
Amendment,  considering  it  only  reason- 
able that  in  six  months  a  tenant  ought 
to  be  able  to  make  up  his  mind  what  he 
intended  to  do. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  58  (Saving  in  case  of  inability 
to  make  immediate  application  to  Court). 

Mb.  PABNELL,  iu  conformity  with 
an  arrangement,  moved  to  add  to  the 
clause  in  its  altered  form  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  and  withdrawn  at  an 
early  hour  of  the  evening. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  34,  line  21,  at  end  of  Clause  53,  to 
insert  the  words  **  Whenever  within  six  months 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act  any  action  shall  be 
pending  or  be  brought  against  a  tenant  to 
recover  a  debt  or  d^ages  before  or  after  an 
application  to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  and  shall  be 
pending  before  such  application  is  disposed  of, 
the  Court  before  which  such  action  is  pending 
shall  have  power,  upon  such  terms  and  oondi- 
tions  as  the  Court  may  think  fit,  to  stay  the  sale 
under  any  writ  of  execution  in  audi  action  of 
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the  tenancy  in  reepeot  of  which  such  application 
is  pending  until  the  termination  of  the  proceed- 
ings to  fix  such  judicial  rent" — (Jfr.  Pamell.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  BRODEICK  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  listen  to  the  proposal  in 
its  present  form,  more  especially  as  it 
was  imderstood  that  they  would  bring 
up  an  Amendment  of  their  own  upon 
the  subject.  He  did  not  believe  that 
any  words  the  Government  would  bring 
up  could  have  any  approach  to  these, 
which  would  be  fatal  to  the  decisions 
of  the  House  in  Committee  on  every 
question  of  importance  relating  to  time 
and  the  retrospective  action  of  the  Bill. 
These  words  were  sprung  upon  the 
House  at  a  time  when  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  take  due  cognizance  of 
them.  Many  hon.  Members  had  left 
the  House  under  the  impression  that  no 
further  question  of  importance  would 
be  introduced,  on  which  assumption  the 
Prime  Minister  had  asked  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  to  raise  no  obstacle  to 
the  third  reading  being  taken  that  even- 
ing. The  words  as  they  stood  wouFd 
ofrer  a  premium  to  every  tenant  in 
Ireland  who  was  in  arrear  in  his  rent 
to  go  into  Court  to  get  his  rent  fixed 
judicially,  and  were  thus  inconsistent 
with  the  desire  of  the  Prime  Minister  not 
to  encourage  litigation  by  tempting  ten- 
ants to  rush  into  tiie  Court.  The  prospect 
held  out  to  the  landlord  was  that  the 
satisfaction  given  by  the  Bill  would  be 
sach  that  tenants  would  not  have  reason 
to  refuse  to  pay  their  rents;  but  now 
they  were  to  be  allowed  to  hold  them 
badk  six  months  longer,  and  thus,  in 
some  cases,  to  bring  the  landlords  to 
the  verge  of  bankruptcy.  This  was 
to  be  done  because  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  come 
down  to  give  effect  to  an  edict  sent  forth 
by  the  Land  League  a  few  days  ago. 
["Hear,  hear!"  and  "No,  no!"]  If  the 
GoTemment  accepted  the  proposition, 
tiiey  would  be  playing  into  the  hands  of 
the  Land  Lea^e,  whose  action  they  had 
denounced.  [/'  Oh,  oh !  "  J  He  hoped  he 
shonld  not  be  further  interrupted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockton,  who  seemed 
to  think  that  because  the  Members  who 
were  present  to  protest  against  the 
iniquity  of  the  clause  was  small  their 
alignments  oould  be  obscured  from  the 
ooontry.  He  appealed  to  the  Govem- 
inent  to  give  a  most  distinct  negative 


to  a  proposition  to  carry  out  an  arrange- 
ement  into  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  entered  far  too  easily, 
and  by  so  doing  they  would  show 
that  they  did  not  desire  to  re-open 
all  the  questions  which  were  supposed 
to  have  been  closed.  The  Amendment 
would  tempt  the  farmer  to  squander 
money  which  was  due  to  the  landlord, 
because  he  could  not  be  sued  for  it  for 
six  months*  or  possibly  for  a  longer  time. 
What  security  was  there  in  the  press  of 
business  which  would  thus  be  created 
that  it  would  not  be  six  years  before 
rents  could  be  fixed,  if  this  incentive 
were  offered  to  tenants  to  rush  into  the 
Court?  The  proposition  was  the  out- 
come of  the  intention  of  the  Land 
League  to  defeat  the  action  of  the  Bill, 
and  it  was  unwise  of  the  Government 
to  attempt  to  import  it  into  the  Bill  at 
that  stage.  If  the  Amendment  were 
agreed  to,  he  believed  it  would  seriously 
imperil  the  passing  of  the  Bill ;  and,  no 
matter  how  small  the  minority  might 
be,  he  would  certainly  divide  the  Com- 
mittee against  it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  thought  that  some 
of  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  were  without  foundation. 
There  was,  for  instance,  no  foundation 
for  the  apprehension  that  matters  might 
be  suspended  for  an  indefinite  time.  If 
the  facts  did  not  warrant  the  application, 
the  Court  would  reject  it,  for  what  was 
proposed  was  only  a  permissive  and 
enabling  power.  The  Court  would  not 
grant  it  if  it  were  not  reasonable,  and 
much  would  depend  on  the  prospect  of 
a  speedy  settlement.  Then,  again,  there 
was  no  interference  wi^h  the  landlord 
who  sued  in  the  Civil  Bill  Court,  a 
decree  in  which  did  not  enable  the 
creditor  to  sell  the  tenancy.  Therefore, 
for  all  classes  of  tenants  whose  rent  did 
not  come  up  to  £20  the  Amendment 
would  not  have  the  effect  suggested. 
The  Commissioners  might  also  impose 
conditions  on  the  tenants.  For  instance, 
they  might  require  that  security  might 
be  given,  or  that  a  substantial  part  of 
the  rent  should  be  brought  into  Court 
to  abide  the  decision.  It  might,  there- 
fore, the  Government  conceived,  be  ac- 
cepted without  the  fear  of  doing  injus- 
tice to  the  landlord  or  other  creditor. 

Mr.  lewis  strongly  opposed  the 
Amendment,  remarking  that  of  all  the 
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eliBiiges  introdueed  into  the  Bill  since 
its  firat  introduction  that  was,  in  his 
opinion,  the  most  serious.  P'  Oh,  oh ! "] 
He  was  aware  that  those  JBenohes  were 
deserted,  and  that  they  were  at  the 
mercy  of  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way. If  the  Amendment  were  sanc- 
tioned, it  wonld  not,  in  the  circum- 
stances, carry  with  it  the  weight  of  the 
House,  for  it  was  introduced  only  two 
or  three  hours  ago,  and  it  was  now  being 
discussed  in  the  absence  of  many  hon. 
G-entlemen  who  took  a  deep  interest  in 
the  subject,  but  who  did  not  know  that 
such  a  proposal  had  been  brought  for- 
ward. One  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  to  clog  the  Court  with  a  num- 
ber of  cases  wmch  otherwise  would  not 
be  there.  In  many  cases,  a  landlord 
might  have  five  or  six  years  of  rent 
owing  to  him  without  an  opportunity  of 
his  obtaining  a  farthing.  It  was  urged 
that  an  execution  could  be  levied  against 
the  other  ordinary  assets  of  the  debtor ; 
but  the  tenant  might  say  that  the  Legis- 
lature had  practically  tied  the  landlord 
up  until  a  judicial  rent  had  been  settled, 
and  the  landlord  would  be  without  an 
answer  to  such  an  argument.  Again, 
when  the  intervention  of  the  Oourt  was 
invoked,  the  ordinary  creditors  were  to 
be  told  that  they  must  wait  until  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant  had  settled  their 
dispute.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  remarked  that  the  Oourt 
might  impose  a  condition  that  the  ten- 
ant shoula  pay  the  rent  into  Court.  But 
what  advantage  would  that  confer  on 
the  starving  landlord  ?  This  was  an  ex 
post  facto  clause  of  a  most  obnoxious 
description,  for  it  gave  one  party  an 
advantage  entirely  at  the  expense  of  the 
other.  In  some  cases  it  might  be  the 
ruin  of  the  landlord.  There  were  some 
landlords  who,  by  the  operation  of  such 
a  clause  as  this,  would  be  rendered  for 
months  and  for  years  totally  destitute. 
He  spoke  on  behalf  of  landlords  who 
were  unable  to  take  care  of  themselves, 
and  he  was  strongly  opposed  to  a  pro- 
position which  would  place  them  at  the 
mercy  of  a  litigious  tenant  and  a  dila- 
tory Court.  If  ever  there  was  an  im- 
moral clause,  the  one  now  under  discus- 
sion was  stamped  with  that  character. 
Hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
were  bound  to  protest  against  such  a 
dause  being  added  to  the  Bill.  Various 
references  had  been  made  to  ''  anotbor 
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body*'  and  "another  place,"  bat  that 
other  "  body"  and  that  other  "place" 
would  be  grossly  neglecting  their  duty 
if  they  did  not  at  once  scout  a  provision 
like  this,  which  had  been  introduced 
without  Notice  and  accepted  without 
consideration,  and  which  was,  on  the 
face  of  it,  a  disregard  of  the  ordinary 
laws  of  morality. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Lewis)  had  ended 
his  speech  by  saying  what  the  duty  of 
another  House  ought  to  be;  but  he 
(Mr.  Forster)  thought  the  hon.  Member 
should  wait  until  he  got  in  that  "  other 
place"  before  he  said  what  its  duty 
ought  to  be.  They  had  to  consider  what 
their  duty  was;  and,  for  his  part,  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  accept  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  Member  who 
had  last  spoken  had  used  very  hard 
words  respecting  it;  but  he  had  enor« 
mously  exaggerated  his  case.  He  had 
spoken  on  the  supposition  that,  in  any 
extreme  case,  the  Court  was  bound  to 
grant  a  postponement  of  any  application ; 
but  the  wolfing  of  the  clause  only  gave 
the  Court  power  to  do  so,  and  the  House, 
if  it  had  any  confidence  in  the  Court,  might 
be  sure  it  would  guard  against  extreme 
cases  of  hardship.  Such  cases  occasion- 
ally there  might  be,  no  doubt ;  but  there 
were  also  cases  of  extreme  rents,  which 
had,  in  fact,  been  the  real  cause  of  the 
Bill  that  had  so  long  occupied  the  House. 
He  thought  they  had  all  by  this  time 
come  to  tiie  conclusion  that  unfair  rents 
ought  to  be  reduced,  and  that  a  man 
ought  not  to  be  deprived  of  the  benefits 
of  the  Act  because  his  payments  were  in 
arrear.  The  Bill  left  an  enormous  ma- 
jority of  cases  to  the  law  as  it  at  present 
stood ;  but  quite  recently  the  landlords 
had  found  out  a  new  process,  by  means 
of  writs  of  Jieri  fadas^  of  excu^ting  their 
rents,  and  getting  rid  of  their  tenants. 
He  had  thought  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  guarded  against  such  cases,  and 
the  discovery  that  they  did  not  do  so 
was  a  perfect  surprise  to  him.  He  was, 
therefore,  obliged  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pameli) 
for  filling  up  the  gap  in  the  interests  of 
the  good  government  of  Ireland.  ["Oh, 
oh !  "]  He  repeated  that  the  interests  of 
the  good  government  of  Ireland  required 
that,  after  conferring  on  the  tenants  the 
benefits  of  the  Bill,  they  should  fill  up 
any  gap  that  might  be  discovered,  u^ 
which  the  Bill  might  be  evaded  and  ike 
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tenants  would  lose  tlie  advantaffes  in- 
tended for  them.  The  hon.  Member  for 
West  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodrick)  had  alluded 
to  certain  statements  of  the  Land  League; 
now,  he  (Mr.  Forster)  did  not  ^ow 
whether  or  not  the  Land  League  had 
made  them;  but  it  was  quite  possible 
that  even  the  Land  League  might  some- 
times make  a  correct  statement;  and, 
in  any  case,  it  would  be  a  misfortune  if 
provisions  intended  to  benefit  the  ten- 
ante  were  defeated  by  a  comparatively 
new  process  of  which  the  Government 
were  not  previously  aware.  Lideed,  the 
House  itself  would  be  to  blame  if  it  al- 
lowed its  main  object  to  be  frustrated. 
And  what  was  now  proposed  was  not 
that  the  payment  of  all  debts  should  be 
Bu^nded,  but  that  a  period  of  grace  or 
waiting  should  be  given — for  six  months 
or  a  year — rather  than  the  tenants  should 
be  driven  out.  He  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised at  the  opposition  that  had  been 
offered  to  the  .^jnendment,  which  he  re- 
garded merely  as  a  proposal  to  supply 
an  unsuspected  omission.  As  he  had 
said,  the  Government  did  not  know  of 
the  gap  which  it  proposed  to  fill  up;  and 
if  the  right  hon.  ana  learned  Genueman 
opposite  (Mr.  Gibson)  knew  of  it,  it  ap« 
peared  as  if  he  accepted  the  other  clauses 
of  the  Bill  with  the  knowledge  that  it 
would  be  in  the  power  of  the  landlords 
to  defeat  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  wished  to 
say  a  word  or  two  of  a  clause  to  which 
the  House  would  certainly  attach  much 
importance.  On  that  side  of  the  House 
the  proposal  had  taken  everyone  by  sur- 
prise, and  had  been  wholly  unexpected  ; 
and  that  would  also  be  the  feeling  in 
Lreland,  not  only  of  the  landlords,  many 
of  whom  would  be  ruined  by  the  clause, 
but  also  of  other  creditors  when  they 
heard  what  had  been  done.  Whatever 
might  be  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in 
favour  of  the  tenant,  no  one  had  ever 
imagined,  and  no  suspicion  had  ever 
been  breathed,  that  a  clause  would  be 
introduced  absolutely  suspending  for  a 
definite  time  those  remedies  that  by  law 
belonged  to  every  landlord.  The  chief 
argument  in  favour  of  the  proposal — he 
might  say  the  only  argument  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
the  Attorney  General  for  Lreland — was 
that  it  would  be  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Court  to  give  effect  to  the  application, 
or  to  refuse  it.    But  the  Court  would 

VOL.  OCLXrV.    [thibd  sbbibs.} 


know  scarcelv  anything  of  the  equity  of 
each  case  as  oetween  landlord  and  ten- 
ant ;  while,  as  regards  the  other  credi- 
tors, it  would  know  absolutely  nothing 
at  ^.  AU  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  could  say 
was,  that  the  adoption  of  the  proposal 
would  be  taken  in  Lreland  as  tne  most 
sublime  triumph  of  the  land  agitation 
and  the  Land  League,  whose  last  man- 
date was  that  nothing  should  be  paid 
till  the  new  rents  were  ascertained  by 
the  Court.  ^"  No,  no  ! "]  WeU,  that 
was  he  read  in  the  paper  over  and  over 
again.  He  could  only  add  that  he  was 
confident  that  of  all  the  unprecedented 
proposals  made  by  the  Bill,  public  opi- 
nion would  to-morrow  characterize  the 
Amendment  before  the  House  as  the 
most  novel  and  the  most  strange. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  209 ;  Noes 
76:  Majority  188.— (Div.  list.  No.  341.) 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Bill  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  dock,''— (i/r.  Gladstone,) 
— ^put,  and  agreed  to» 

QUESTIONS. 


AFGHANISTAN— DEFEAT  OF  THE 
AMEER'S  FORCES. 

Sib  STAFFOED   NOETHCOTE:  I 

rise.  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  asking  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  Whether  they 
have  received  any  information  with  re- 
spect to  a  report  stating  that  there  has 
been  a  battle  in  Afghanistan,  and  that 
the  forces  of  Abdurrahman  have  been 
defeated  by  Ayoub  Khan  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE  :  Yes,  Sir ;  that  is 
a  fact.  We  have  received  a  telegram 
this  afternoon,  dated  Simla,  July  28, 
and  it  is  to  the  following  effect : — 

**  Telegram  just  received  from  Chaman  says 
that,  in  action  fought  yesterday  morning  at 
Elarez-i-Atta,  Ameers  forces  were  totally  de- 
feated, 18  guns  taken,  and  all  baggage.  The 
Khelat  Regiment  and  Kandahar  horse  went  over 
to  Avub.  Gholam  Haider  has  fled  towards 
Kabul.  Sirdar  Sbamsuddin  still  in  Kandahar 
with  400  men  of  Kabuli  regiments  and  some 
poUce." 

That  is  an  important  engagement,  so 
far  as  the  Candahar  country  is  concerned. 
I  will  only  add  that  the  Anglo-Lidian 
force  in  the  neighbourhood  of  that  coun- 
try is  very  considerable. 
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Mb.  J.  OOWEN :  I  wish  to  ask,  has 
Ayoub  Khan  possession  of  Candahar  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir.  The 
words  I  read  are  these — "  Sirdar  Sham- 
Buddin  still  in  Candahar  with  400  men 
of  Kabnli  renments  and  some  police." 
That  is  eyidentlj  the  force  of  Abdur- 
rahman. 

Mb.  ONSLOW:  In  what  neighbour- 
hood is  the  Anglo-Indian  force  P  The 
Prime  Minister  says  that  the  Anglo- 
Indian  force  is  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Candahar,  whereas  we  understood  that 
it  had  been  withdrawn.  This  battle 
was  fought  near  the  Helmund.  What 
Anglo-Indian  force  is  in  that  neighbour- 
hood? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  was  not  speak- 
ing of  the  Helmund  at  all,  but  of  the 
Candahar  country. 

Mb.  ONSLOW:  I  would  ask  what 
forces  are  in  the  Candahar  country  at 
the  present  time?  We  always  under- 
stood that  the  Anglo-Indian  forces  had 
been  withdrawn  from  Candahar,  and  we 
want  to  know  where  the  forces  of  which 
the  Prime  Minister  speaks  are.  This 
action  was  fought,  I  think,  on  the  West 
side  of  the  Helmund ;  and  I  ask  the 
Prime  Minister  what  Anglo-Indian  force 
is  in  the  neighbourhood  of  that  district  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  None  whatever, 
Sir.    I  never  said  there  was  any. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  BAY. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

BOTAL  PARKS,  &c.— WINDSOR  PARK. 
BESOLUnON. 

Mb.  AETHUE  AENOLD,  who, 
throughout  the  whole  of  his  speech, 
spoke  amid  great  interruption,  in  rising 
to  move — 

<*That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
desirable  that  the  charge  of  Windsor  Park  be 
transferred  from  the  CommissioneTB  of  Woods, 
Forests,  and  Land  Revenues  to  the  Commis- 
sioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Works  and  Public 
Buildings," 

said,  he  did  not  mean  by  his  Amendment 
to  im^y  any  censure  upon  His  Boyal 
Highness  Prince  Christian,  the  Banger, 
or  to  i^TOcate  any  change  in  his  posi- 


tion or  his  authority.  Indeed,  he  had 
nothingbut  congratulations  to  offer  His 
Boyal  Highness  upon  the  splendid  suc- 
cess attending  the  Volunteer  Beview 
so  recently  held  in  the  park,  a  success 
which  was,  in  no  small  degree,  due  to 
the  personal  exertions  of  His  Boyal 
Highness.  He  thought,  however,  it 
most  important  that  at  Windsor,  as  at 
Buckingham  Palace,  the  Banger's  au- 
thority should  be  considerable,  and  that 
the  Princes  who  held  those  offices  should 
represent  the  hereditary  rights  of  the 
Sovereign  in  the  domains  of  the  Crown. 
The  simple  object  of  his  Amendment  was 
to  obtain  an  approval  of  the  policy  which 
would  place  Windsor  Park  in  the  same 
position  in  reference  to  the  Public  Ac- 
counts as  that  in  which  all  the  other 
Boyal  Parks  and  Palaces  now  stood. 
The  question  at  issue  was,  whether  the 
policy  of  the  Act  of  1851  of  regarding 
Windsor  Park  and  woods  as  a  sort  of 
revenue  could  be  justified  P  He  desired 
to  remove  the  Boyal  domain  of  Windsor 
from  what  he  might  call  the  commercial 
category  of  Crown  Lands.  That  domain 
was  14,000  acres  in  extent.  He  would 
not  diminish  it  by  a  rood ;  his  only  de- 
sire being  to  place  all  those  drown 
Lands  which  pertained  to  the  Boyal 
dignity  in  one  Department.  Windsor 
Park  and  woods  should  be  reserved 
for  Boyal,  not  for  revenue  purposes. 
When  the  Act  of  1851  was  passeo,  and 
this  portion  of  the  Crown  property  was 
so  strangely  misplaced  in  a  Bevenue 
Department,  there  were  two  circum- 
stances in  consideration.  In  the  first 
place,  a  lower  estimate  of  the  Boyal  dig- 
nity and  of  the  interest  of  the  people  in 
maintaining  that  dignity  prevailed  at 
that  period,  and  a  Government  of  that 
period  would  have  shrunk  from  placing 
14,000  acres  of  the  Crown  Lands  in  per- 
petual reserve  by  the  measure  which  he 
now  recommended ;  and,  in  the  second 
case,  the  supply  of  Navy  timber  for 
what  were  then  called  ''the  wooden 
waUs  of  England  "  was  present  to  the 
minds  of  Ministers,  and  influenced  them 
in  classing  Windsor  Park  and  woods 
with  the  Crown  forests.  Now,  it  was 
chiefly  as  a  matter  of  good  administra- 
tion, and  also  because  he  desired  to  place 
Windsor  Park  and  woods  as  a  Boyal 
domain  out  of  the  reach  of  the  com- 
mercial incidents  affecting  the  remainder 
of  the  Crown  Lands,  that  he  wished  the 
House  to  express  an  opinion  in  f  atour 
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of  the  policy  of  placing  Windsor 
Park  and  woods  in  ine  same  category 
as  aU  the  other  Boyal  Parks,  Palaces, 
and  Gardens.  Windsor  woods  were 
now  classed  with  the  Crown  forests, 
-which  mieht  not  be  permanent  pos- 
sessions of  the  Crown.  By  making  of 
the  14,000  acres  a  Royal  domain,  and 
by  reclaiming  it  from  a  Revenue  De- 
partment widi  which  it  had  no  proper 
connection  and  placing  it  with  other 
Royal  domains  upon  the  Votes  of  Par- 
liament, the  House  would  show  its  dis- 
position to  remedy  a  glaring  irregularit}' 
in  our  system  of  Public  Accounts,  and  it 
would  fi;i7e  an  assurance  of  splendid 
loyalty  u>  the  Crown,  and  of  its  devotion 
to  the  vital  interest  of  the  vast  and  in- 
creasing population  of  the  country.  He 
begged  to  move  the  Resolution  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaeetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honee,  it  i$  desirable 
that  the  charge  of  Windsor  Park  be  transferred 
from  the  Commissioners  of  Woods,  Forests,  and 
Land  Revenaes  to  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Hajeety's  Works  and  Public  Boildings,'' — (Mr, 
Arthur  Arnold,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  the  words 

Proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could  not 
help  strongly  advising,  as  far  as  he 
might  presume  to  advise,  the  House  not 
to  proceed  in  this  matter.  He  was  very 
doubtful  whether  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arnold)  had 
taken  into  his  view  all  the  considerations 
which  boro  upon  it.  He  wanted  them 
to  perform  an  act  of  splendid  loyalty, 
and  to  make  a  magnificent  gift  to  Her 
Majesty.  He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  would 
venture  to  remind  his  hon.  Friend  that 
the  business  of  asking  the  Eepresenta- 
tives  of  the  people  to  lay  any  burden  on 
the  country  for  the  purpose  of  any  new 
endowment  of  the  Crown  was  a  function 
which  that  House  jealously  required  to 
be  reserved  to  the  responsible  Advisers 
of  the  Crown.  The  difficulty  which 
might  arise  in  the  ordinary  Business  of 
that  House  would  be  the  effect  of  the 

Jroposal   on  a  large  number  of  hon. 
[embers  whose  minds  and  hearts  were 


overflowing  and  almost  bursting  with 
loyalty,  and  who  would  be  making  loyal 
proposals  out  of  the  exuberance  of  their 
feelings.  There  were  many  matters  to 
be  taken  into  consideration  in  connection 
with  this  question,  affecting  as  it  did  the 
general  group  of  questions  relating  to 
the  allocation  of  Royal  residences  and 
pleasure  grounds  for  the  Sovereign,  and 
to  the  relations  between  those  posses- 
sions and  the  general  estates  of  the 
Crown,  and,  again,  the  questions  relat- 
ing to  the  contingent  interest  of  the 
Heir  Apparent  in  the  estates  of  the 
Crown,  inasmuch  as  they  became  his 
absolute  property  on  the  demise  of  the 
Sovereign;  all  these  formed  a  compli- 
cated mass  of  subjects  involving  a  great 
variety  of  delicate  and  difficult  considera- 
tions, with  regard  to  which  it  was  almost 
an  established  practice  that  they  should 
be  handled  mainly  at  the  commencement 
of  each  reign,  or,  if  otherwise,  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government.  He 
was  quite  aware  that,  in  particular  cases, 
where  very  small  questions  of  interest 
of  property  were  concerned,  and  where, 
on  the  other  hand,  very  large  matters 
of  public  interest  were  involved — that 
was  to  say,  where  the  comfort  and  ad- 
vantages of  great  populations  were  con- 
cerned— a  different  rule  had  been  ob- 
served, and  some  infractions  of  the  gene- 
ral rule  had  taken  place.  But  it  must 
be  observed,  with  respect  to  the  great 
part  of  Windsor  Park,  that  this  ques- 
tion of  allocation  was  considered  at  the 
time  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  re- 
ferred, and  when  the  general  settlement 
was  made.  The  general  settlement  was 
made,  with  what  view  ?  With  the  view 
of  securing,  as  far  as  Parliament  was 
willing  to  grant  it,  the  management  of 
the  Crown  estates  with  some  degree  of 
independence,  subject,  undoubtedly,  to 
the  control  of  the  Treasury,  but  still  to 
a  more  remote  and  general  control  than 
that  which  was  commonly  used  in  oAr 
system  of  administration,  and  all  this 
with  a  view  to  the  good  husbandry  of 
the  Crown  property,  because  the  Crown 
property  was  the  equivalent  which,  at 
the  commencement  of  each  reign,  the 
Sovereign  offered  to  the  nation  in  return 
for  the  Civil  List.  Now,  that  was  a 
serious,  grave,  and  complicated  question ; 
and  he  thought  it  was  plain  that  there 
was  no  case  before  them  to  justify  their 
action  on  the  present  oci^asion.  Windsor 
Park  was  one  of  the  gre&test  ornaments 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


n      Bigh  Court  of  Justice--        lOOMHONS)      Suitors*  Fk^nds  in  Chm^cerff.    73 


of  the  oountrj.  It  was  a  property  of 
considerable  value,  and  to  make  the 
transfer  which  his  hon.  Friend  suggested 
would  have  a  very  important  bearing 
upon  the  proprietary  value  of  that  pro- 
perty. It  would  place  it  under  a  dif- 
ferent system  of  management,  and  sub- 
ject to  different  rules,  and  it  would  in- 
volve important  modifications  of  the 
arrangement  made  at  the  commencement 
of  the  reign.  He  was  bound  to  recom- 
mend to  uiQ  House  that  they  should  not 
initiate  or  entertain  a  subject  of  this 
kind,  which  obviously  required  some 
very  strong  evidence  of  public  interest 
in  order  to  make  out  even  a  primd  facie 
justification.  There  was  no  such  case 
here.  There  was  no  public  grievance. 
There  was  no  constant  inconvenience. 
The  small  and  momentary  question  as  to 
the  inconvenience  threatened  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  Legislature,  which  arose  on 
a  recent  occasion,  was  as  much  a  matter 
of  amusement  as  of  convenience,  and  it 
afforded  no  occasion  at  all  for  the  re- 
opening of  this  serious  question.  He 
oould  not  help  hoping  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  feel  disposed  to  press 
this  matter  on  the  attention  of  the 
House.  In  any  case,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
must  press  it  strongly  on  the  House 
from  an  opposite  direction — that  no  step 
could  be  safely,  or  even  becomingly  or 
decorously,  taken  without  the  most  care- 
ful preliminary  investigation,  which 
must  always  precede  a  serious  modifica- 
tion of  an  arrangement  having  refer- 
ence to  the  property  of  the  Boyal 
Family. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  ABNOLD  begged  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment,  after  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister.  It  was 
entirely  on  the  ground  of  good  adminis- 
tration that  he  had  brought  it  forward. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker 
dp  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  again  pro- 
posed. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE  —  SUITORS' 

FUNDS  IN  CHANCERY. 

BBSOLUnON. 

Mb.  S.  LEIQHTON,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  want  of  information 
with  reference  to  the  "  suitors'  funds  " 
in  Ohancery ;  and  to  move — 

''That  the  future  lute  of  unolaimed  money 
be  iisued   with   croes   referencee  triennially ; 

Mr,  Gladstone 


stating  the  amount  of  fond  in  Court ;  with  the 
namee  and  last  known  addresses  of  persons 
supposed  to  be  entitled;  together  with  the  date 
of  the  last  decree," 

said,  there  was  a  large  amount  of  money 
belon^pnff  to  many  persons  who  did  not 
claim  it,  because  there  was  no  sufficient 
publication  of  lists  of  names  of  those 
entitled,  who  were,  therefore,  kept  in 
ignorance  of  their  rights.  In  that  way 
the  spirit  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  on 
the  subject  was  violated,  and  so  much 
secrecy  was  maintained  that  persons 
were  not  able  to  claim  the  money  that 
was  due  to  them.  Lists  ought  to  be 
published  every  three  years.  They 
were  due  in  1873,  1876,  and  1879,  and 
the  fourth  was  due  in  1882.  But  only 
two  lists  had  been  published,  and  it  had 
required  much  pressure  to  obtain  these. 
It  was  said  to  be  the  fault  of  the  finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  who 
would  not  provide  the  Accountant  Ge- 
neral with  the  staff  that  was  required  to 
get  out  the  lists.  Those  that  had  been 
published  were  not  as  useful  as  they 
might  be,  for,  although  they  professed 
to  DC  alphabetical,  names  were  not  to 
be  foundf  under  their  initial  letters.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  the 
Resolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  the  future  lists  of  unclaimed  money  be  issued 
with  cross  references  triennially;  stating  the 
amount  of  fund  of  the  suitors'  fund  in  Chancery ; 
with  the  names  and  last  known  addressee  of 
persons  supposed  to  be  entitled  thereto ;  together 
with  the  date  of  the  last  decree,"— (ifr.  StunUy 
Zeiffhtofif) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Lord  FEEDERIOK  OAVENDISH: 
said,  he  would  admit  that  there  had 
been  some  delay  in  the  publication  of 
the  lists ;  but  as  the  staff  of  the  Ac- 
countant General's  Office  had  been  in- 
creased, he  hoped  there  would  be  no 
ground  for  complaint  in  that  respect  in 
the  future.  With  regard  to  the  form  of 
the  accounts,  that  was  settled  by  Lord 
Oranworth,  when  Lord  Ohancellor,  and 
the  matter  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  for  the  time  being.  Those 
who  were  responsible  for  looking  after 
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these  funds,  in  the  interests  of  suitors 
and  of  the  public,  were  of  opinion  that 
it  was  not  desirable  to  make  some  of  the 
changes  suggested,  and  for  these  reasons 
it  was  his  duty  to  resist  the  Motion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,   '<  That  Mr.  Speaker 


do    now  leave 
agreed  io 


the    Chair,"   put,   and 


SUPPLY  — CrVTL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — eatuidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  n. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 

CrvTL  Depabtments. 

(1.)  £18,792,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Colonial  Office. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  ask  one  or  two  questions  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury before  the  Vote  was  put.  Upon 
page  91  of  the  Estimates,  there  was  an 
item  of  £808  for  the  salary  of  the  Super- 
intendent of  the  Library.  A  good  many 
years  ago  Mr.  Woods,  who  had  been 
employed  in  Ireland  during  the  Famine 
years  of  1845, 1846  and  1847,  and,  hav- 
ing done  good  seryice  in  connection  with 
the  relief  works  there,  was  offered  by 
the  Colonial  Office,  at  the  instance  of  the 
Treasury,  the  post  of  Assistant  Librarian 
to  the  Ooloniaf  Office.  Mr.  Woods,  who 
was  in  charge  of  the  relief  branch  of 
the  Boards  of  Works  in  Ireland  during 
the  period  of  famine,  received  a  hand- 
some testimonial  when  he  left.  He  had 
oonducted  the  drainage  and  other  opera- 
tions, not  only  with  satisfaction  to  his 
official  superiors,  but  to  the  numerous 
oountrygentlemen  and  others  with  whom 
he  was  brought  into  communication.  By 
his  ezertionB  he  greatly  contributed  to 
the  success  of  the  relief  measures ;  and, 
in  consideration  of  the  services  which  he 
rendered,  the  Treasury  desirous  of  doing 
what  they  could  for  Mr.  Woods,  offered 
him  the  post  of  Assistant  Librarian  in 
the  Colonial  Office.  Upon  offering  it  to 
him,  the  Treasury  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Woods,  which  concluded  in  these  words — 

"Yoor  probable,  though  not  the  only  pos- 
■Ua,  advanoeoient  will  be  to  the  post  of  Libra. 
ma,  with  a  nlarv  of  £600,  nsing  to  £800 
a-ywr.  Snoh  ia  the  position  we  have  to  offer 
yon." 

Some   yean    afterwards.    Sir    Charles 
Xreralyaii,  the  Seoretazy  to  the  Trea- 


sury, declared  that  this  gentleman  had 
been  selected  out  of  regard  to  his  merits 
and  qualifications  with  the  intention  that 
he  should  obtain  better  and  earlier  pro- 
motion in  consequence  of  the  transfer. 
Later  on,  in  the  year  1870,  the  Earl  of 
Kimberley,  in  regard  to  this  particular 
appointment,  used  these  words — 

"Mr.    Woods    was    always   told   that   the 
saperior  office  of  Librarian,  rising  from  £600  to 
£800  a-year,  would  still  remain  open  to  him." 
The  Librarian,   in  course  of  time,  re- 
tired, and,  instead  of  Mr.  Woods  being 
appointed    to    succeed,   the  office   was 
abolished,   together  with  that  of  As- 
sistant Librarian,  held  by  Mr.  Woods, 
and  Mr.  Woods  received  a  much  less 
pension  than  he  ought  to  have  been  en- 
titled to.    Mr.  Woods,  when  he  accepted 
the  offer  of  the  Treasury,  and  went  to 
the  Colonial  Office  as  Assistant  Libra- 
rian, did  not  obtain  any  immediate  ad- 
vantage ;  but  it  was  the  prospect  of  pro- 
motion, pointedly  and  repeatedly  held 
out  to  him,  that  induced  him  to  relin- 
quish his  post  at  the  Treasury  and  goto 
the  Colonial  Office.     At  that  time  there 
was  a  Librarian  at  the  Colonial  Office  as 
well  as  an  Assistant,  and  the  salary  of 
the  Librarian  went  up  to  £800  a-year. 
When  the  Librarian  retired,  Mr.  Woods 
found  that  the  Treasury  would  not  keep 
faith  with  him ;  and  he  found  that  in- 
stead of  being  appointed  to  succeed,  as 
he  had  been   distinctly  promised,  the 
office  was   nominally  abolished.      Mr. 
Woods  had  been  told  over  and  over 
again  that  he  might  look  for  the  promo- 
tion which  was  admittedly  his  due.     To 
show  that  Mr.  Woods  was  not  alone  in 
his  view  of  the   matter,  the  words  of 
Lord  Carnarvon  might  be  quoted.     In 
1874  Lord  Carnarvon  was  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  and  in  a  letter  to 
the  Treasury  the  noble  Lord  said  that 
the  decision  of  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  theTreasury,  in  the  case  of  Mr. Woods, 
placed  that    gentleman  in   a  different 
position  from  that  which  he  had  been 
led  to  expect,  both  in  regard  to  employ- 
ment and  salary.     Lord  Carnarvon  fur- 
ther requested  the  particular  attention 
of  their  Lordships  to  the  distinct  expec- 
tation  of  promotion  held  out   to  Mr. 
Woods  when  he  relinquished   a  good 
position  at  the  Treasury  in  order  to  enter 
the  Colonial  Office    as    sub-Librarian. 
Mr.  Woods  was  over  and  over  again  led 
to   expect  that  whenever   the  post  of 
Librarian  became  vacant  he  would  suc- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


75 


Supplsf—Citil 


[COMMONSI 


Service  JSstimatet, 


76 


ceed  to  it.  The  end  of  the  matter  was 
that  the  case  of  Mr.  Woods,  at  the  sag- 
gestioD  of  that  gentleman,  was  submitted 
to  arbitration.  But  the  arbitration  was 
of  a  purely  illusory  character,  because 
when  he  was  prepared  to  go  to  arbitra- 
tion, and  submit  his  case  to  Earl  Cairns, 
the  arbitrator  chosen,  the  Treasury  did 
not  allow  him  to  make  the  statement  he 
desired  to  make,  and  it  was  they  only 
who  submitted  a  case  for  the  adjudica- 
tion of  the  arbitrator.  Mr.  Woods 
naturally  objected  to  such  a  one-sided 
submission,  and  desired  to  withdraw 
from  the  arbitration ;  but  the  Treasury 
obtained  a  decision  from  Earl  Oaims. 
The  reference  to  arbitration  did  not,  he 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  was  informed,  admit  of 
the  examination  of  witnesses  in  support 
of  Mr.  Woods'  case.  The  consequence 
was  that  this  gentleman,  after  having 
faithfully  served  the  public  for  a  g^eat 
many  years,  and  having,  even  according 
to  the  testimony  of  the  Treasury  itself, 
served  it  well,  found  himself  debarred 
from  obtaining  the  post  of  Librarian  at 
the  Colonial  Office,  which  he  had  natur- 
ally thought,  from  the  statements  made 
to  him,  was  his  right.  Instead  of  ob- 
taining the  advantage  he  had  been 
taught  to  expect,  he  round  himself  pen- 
sioned on  a  much  smaller  scale  of  salary 
than  he  had  a  fair  claim  to  be  allowed 
to  go  up  to ;  and,  at  the  present  moment, 
the  position  of  Mr.  Woods  was  this — he 
had  lost,  in  the  shape  of  salary,  more 
than  £1,000,  and  about  £120  a-year  in 
pension.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  wished  to 
add  that  he  had  no  personal  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Woods.  He  had  never  seen  him ; 
but  having  given  to  the  case  all  the  exa- 
mination and  attention  he  could,  from 
the  materials  supplied  to  him,  he  was 
bound  to  confess  tnat,  in  his  opinion,  a 
very  great  hardship  had  been  arbitra- 
rily inflicted  upon  Mr.  Woods,  and  that 
the  Treasury  ought  to  reconsider  their 
position  in  the  matter,  if  not  with  re- 
gard to  the  status  of  Mr.  Woods,  at  any 
rate  with  regard  to  the  amount  of  pen- 
sion. He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  did  not  pro- 
pose to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote ; 
but  he  would  ask  the  Treasury  whether 
they  would  consent  to  the  printing  of  the 
Papers  relating  to  Mr.  Woods'  case.  If 
the  Government  side  of  the  matter  was 
such  as  would  bear  investigation,  he  did 
not  see  why  they  should  object  to  the 
printing  of  the  Papers.  He  wished  fur- 
ther to  point  out  that  the  abolition  of  the 
Jfr.  Arthur  C  Connor 


post  of  Librarian  was,  after  all,  not  a 
genuine  abolition ;  because,  in  the  pre- 
sent Estimates,  he  found  the  post  re- 
vived under  the  title  of  ''Superinten- 
dent of  the  Library."  He  did  not 
remember  that  the  item  appeared  in 
last  year's  Estimates ;  but  it  was  given 
now,  and  a  sum  of  £308  attached  to  it. 
He  trusted  that  he  had  stated  the  case 
sufficiently  to  allow  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  answer  it. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  happened  to  be  in  the  Colonial  Office 
at  the  time  Mr.  Woods  was  appointed. 
Some  Papers  had  been  missed  6x)m  the 
Colonial  Office,  and  they  had  appeared 
in  one  of  the  morning  papers.  They 
were  documents  of  great  importance, 
and  in  consequence  of  what  had  oc- 
curred, it  was  considered  desirable  to 
remove  the  Assistant  Librarian  from  his 
post,  but  not  to  dismiss  him.  Mr.  Woods 
succeeded  as  Assistant  Librarian,  having 
been  transferred  to  the  Colonial  Office 
from  the  Treasury.  Certainly,  one  of 
the  inducements  held  out  to  Mr.  Woods 
to  make  the  change  was  that  he  would 
be  entitled  to  promotion  to  the  office  of 
Librarian  whenever  it  became  vacant. 
He,  therefore,  trusted  that  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish) would  look  into  the  case,  and  en- 
deavour, if  possible,  to  do  Mr.  Woods 
justice. 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH : 
I  was  not  aware  that  the  case  was 
coming  on  to-night,  or  otherwise  I  would 
have  refreshed  my  memory.  But  I 
think  I  can  say  enough  to  satisfy  the 
Committee  that  the  claims  of  Mr.  Woods 
is  not  one  that  the  Government  can 
entertain.  I  would  venture  to  say  that 
Mr.  Woods  has  been  treated  with  every 
consideration,  and  that  be  has  been 
granted  as  large  a  pension  as  his  ser- 
vices, under  the  circumstances,  entitle 
him  to.  His  claim  to  succeed  to  the 
post  of  Librarian  could  not  be  enter- 
tained, because,  if  acceded  to,  it  would 
establish  the  doctrine  that  the  office  was 
one  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  bound  to  retain  permanently.  Mr. 
Woods,  no  doubt,  considered  tiiat  he 
had  a  grievance,  and  he  commenced 
legal  proceedings ;  but,  at  the  last  mo- 
ment, he  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  desirable  to  abandon  the  legal  pro» 
ceedings.  At  the  request  of  Mr.  Woods 
the  whole  case  was  referred  to  Lotd 
Oaims— not  only  as  to  his  legal  tigbtB, 
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but  as  to  any  equitable  right  he  might 
have  to  compensation.  The  case  was  put 
fully  before  Lord  Cairns,  who  decided 
that  Mr.  Woods'  claim  could  not  be  re- 
cognized; and,  under  these  circumstances, 
I  ao  not  think  that  the  case  ought  to 
be  re-opened. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  said,  that 
he  was  in  the  Colonial  Office  when  Mr. 
Woods  was  serving  in  the  Office.  He  was 
transferred  from  the  Treasury  to  the 

Sost  of  Assistant  Librarian,  and,  no 
oubt,  he  expected  to  have  been  made 
in  time  Librarian ;  but  he  never  could 
have  had  any  absolute  claim  to  such  ad- 
Tancement.  Lideed,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  the  Treasury  to  answer  for  the 
organization  of  any  office  for  all  time  to 
come.  The  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
Countv  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  who 
brought  the  subject  forward,  said  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  Librarian  at  the 
Colonial  Office  had  not  been  altogether 
hand  fide.  Now,  the  fact  of  the  matter 
was  this — the  whole  Office  was  re-organ- 
ized, and,  with  a  view  to  prevent  any 
increase  of  expenditure,  several  posts 
were  abolished,  among  which  was  that 
of  Librarian.  Anything  more  bond  fids 
it  was  impossible  to  conceive.  It  was 
found  quite  unnecessary  to  have  a 
Librarian  and  an  Assistant  Librarian, 
and  the  present  Superintendent  of 
the  Library  was  appointed  at  £300 
a-year,  rising  to  £500.  He  was  sorry 
that  Mr.  Woods  had  not  been  allowed 
to  go  before  the  arbitrator.  He  did  not 
think  that  that  gentleman  would  have 
been  able  to  prove  his  case ;  but  it  would 
have  been  more  consistent  with  the 
principles  of  justice  that  he  should  have 
been  allowed  to  appear  before  Lord 
Cairns,  and  state  the  nature  of  his 
grievance  personally.  If  Mr.  Woods  had 
had  that  opportunity  afforded  to  him  of 
folly  explaining  his  case  to  an  impartial 
arbitrator,  they  would  probably  have 
heard  no*  more  of  the  matter. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  remarked,  that  from  all 
he  could  gather  in  reference  to  the  case, 
Mr.  Woods  seemed  to  have  been  very 
badly  treated.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Memb^  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  had  already  read  a  few  words 
from  a  speech  of  Lord  Carnarvon,  when 
Colonial  Secretary,  when  the  case  was 
brought  before  the  House  of  Lords  by 
Lord  O'Hagan.  Lord  Carnarvon  dealt 
with  the  case  upon  its  merits,  and  justice 
and  the  noUe  Lord  said  that  in  1859 


Mr.  Woods,  who  had  been  at  the  Trea- 
sury for  some  years,  was  transferred  to 
the  post  of  Assistant  Librarian  at  the 
Colonial  Office  with  the  distinct  expec- 
tation that  he  would  succeed  in  due 
course  to  the  office  of  Librarian.  Lord 
Carnarvon  added  that  he  had  acquiesced, 
although  reluctantly,  in  the  decision  at 
which  the  Treasury  had  arrived  in  re- 
ference to  the  claims  of  Mr.  Woods; 
but  he  thought  that  that  gentleman  had 
taken  an  inadvisable  course  in  taking 
legal  proceedings  against  the  Govern- 
ment. The  fact  was  that  Mr.  Woods 
submitted  his  claim  to  the  Treasury,  and 
findine  that  he  could  get  no  redress,  he 
published  the  correspondence.  It  was 
always  considered  that  a  public  officer, 
however  harsh  the  decision  against  him 
might  be,  should  submit  without  placing 
his  grievances  before  the  general  public 
by  publishing  the  correspondence.  It 
appeared  that  in  this  case  the  Govern- 
ment consented  to  an  arbitration ;  but 
the  arbitration  was  of  a  thoroughly 
illusory  character,  because  the  person 
most  interested  in  the  matter  did  not 
obtain  leave  to  state  his  case  before 
the  arbitrator.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  had 
never  in  his  life  heard  of  a  more  ab- 
surd arbitration.  Only  one  partv  was 
allowed  to  appear  and  be  heard  before 
it.  If  the  Treasury  really  wished  that 
justice  should  be  done,  they  should 
have  allowed  Mr.  Woods  to  appear  be- 
fore Lord  Cairns  and  state  his  case ; 
and  if  the  decision  of  Lord  Cairns,  after 
having  fully  heard  the  case,  had  then 
been  against  him,  no  doubt  Mr.  Woods 
would  have  been  satisfied.  It  was  not 
possible  that  he  would  be  satisfied,  or 
would  believe  that  he  had  not  been  un- 
justly treated,  when  he  found  that  the 
Government  refused  to  submit  anything 
to  the  arbitrator  beyond  their  own  ver- 
sion of  the  case.  It  certainly  seemed 
to  him,  if  the  case  had  been  properly 
represented,  that  Mr.  Woods'  applica- 
tion for  a  fresh  hearing  should  be  ac- 
ceded to,  and  that  the  case  should  be 
re-opened  by  a  fair  and  impartial  tri- 
bunal, before  which  both  parties  could 
be  heard. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  very 
much  regretted  to  hear  the  statement 
which  had  been  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  objected  to  the  state- 
ment he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  had  made  that 
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the  abolition  of  the  office  of  librarian  at 
the  Colonial  Office  had  not  been  bond  fide. 
He  had  not  made  the  -observation  with 
any  desire  to  be  offensive,  and,  as  ex- 
ception was  taken  to  it,  he  regretted 
that  he  had  made  use  of  it.  All  he  now 
asked  for  was  that  the  Gt)Temment would 
consent  to  print  the  further  Papers  which 
four  years  aga  were  ordered  by  the 
House  of  Lords  to  be  printed.  The 
House  of  Lords  consented  to  print  them 
in  the  year  1877 ;  but  when  ne  applied 
to  the  House  of  Lords  for  a  copy  of  the 
Papers  he  was  informed  that  the  entry 
in  the  Votes  was  a  Parliamentary  fiction, 
and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  the  Papers 
never  had  been  presented.  He  believed 
they  had  been  printed  for  the  official 
purposes  of  the  Cfoloniai  Office,  so  that  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  furnish  copies 
of  them  if  the  Government  would  con- 
sent to  their  being  printed.  He  merely 
asked  now  that  the  Treasury  should  con- 
sent to  the  production  of  the  Papers,  and 
he  had  no  intention  of  objecting  to  the 
Vote.  With  regard  to  what  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord 
Frederick  Oavendish)  had  said  as  to  the 
unreasonableness  of  the  expectation  that 
any  particular  post  should  be  retained 
for  the  benefit  of  a  particular  individual, 
a  careful  perusal  of  the  Estimates  for  the 
present  year  would  show  that,  in  many 
cases,  existing  offices  were  kept  open  for 
certain  officers.  Here  and  there  a  note 
would  be  found  appended  to  a  Vote 
stating  that  *'  this  post  will  be  abolished 
on  the  retirement  of  the  present  officer," 
or  words  to  that  effect.  All  he  would 
say  in  regard  to  the  abolition  of  the 
office  of  Librarian  at  the  Colonial  Office 
was,  that  however  unnecessary  the  post 
was  a  year  ago,  or  10  years  ago,  it  was 
equally  unnecessary  when  Mr.  Woods 
was  first  appointed.  If  the  Government 
thought  at  that  time  that  in  considera- 
tion of  the  past  services  of  Mr.  Woods 
he  should  have  a  claim  to  the  office  of 
Librarian,  when  it  became  vacant,  they 
would  be  equally  justified,  when  the 
post  became  vacant,  in  fulfilling  their 
promise,  and  allowing  Mr.  Woods  to 
hold  the  office  until  he  had  attained  the 
maximum  amount  of  pay  he  was  led  to 
believe  he  would  ultimately  reach.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  by  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Woods  had  been 
deprivedof  salary  to  the  extent  of  £1,000 ; 
and  the  pension  upon  which  he  had  been 
retired,  having  regard  to  the  rate  of  pay 

Mr.  Arthur  ff  Connor 


he  ought  to  have  received,  was  about 
£120  a-year  lower  than  that  which  he 
would  have  received  if  he  had  been 
allowed  to  go  up  to  the  maximum 
amount  of  salary  he  was  induced  to  be- 
lieve he  would  reach.  He  would  again 
press  the  Government  to  print  and  dis- 
tribute the  Papers  relating  to  the  case. 

Lord  FEEDERICK  OAVENDISH  : 
I  am  sorry  that  I  cannot  aocede  to  the 
request  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  case 
has  already  been  fully  investigated.  Mr. 
Woods  took  legal  proceedings  in  order 
to  assert  his  rights ;  and  he  was  subse- 
quently, as  a  matter  of  favour,  allowed 
to  go  before  an  arbitrator.  The  case 
has,  therefore,  been  fully  gone  into,  and 
I  do  not  think  it  necessary,  or  desirable, 
to  re-open  it. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £16,077,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Privy  Council  Office. 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,355,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sam  necessary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat 
day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses 
of  the  Office  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal." 

Mr.  DILLWYN  objected  to  the  Vote, 
because  he  believed  that  the  Office  of 
Lord  Privy  Seal  was  a  sinecure.  He 
had  objected  to  the  Vote  in  other  years, 
and  had  divided  the  Committee  against 
it;  but  he  should  not  take  a  division 
this  year,  because  he  did  not  wish  to 

Sut  tiie  Committee  to  the  trouble  of  a 
ivision.  He  had  often  entered  his  pro- 
test against  the  Vote ;  and,  if  he  took 
a  division,  it  would  only  be  entering 
another  protest,  and  wasting  the  time  of 
the  Committee,  without  obtaining  any 

Sractical  result.  He  was,  however,  in- 
uenced  on  this  occasion  in  not  taking  a 
division  by  this  consideration — that  the 
Minister  who  now  held  the  Office  had 
been  appointed  because  he  was  tho- 
roughly conversant  with  Irish  affairs, 
and  everybody  knew  there  was  a  great 
pressure  upon  the  Irish  Office  at  the 
present  moment.  Lord  Carlingford,  the 
present  Lord  Privy  Seal,  was  eminently 
fitted  to  assist  the  Irish  Office  in  tiie 
legislation  now  proposed  for  Ireland; 
and,  under  these  circumstances,  he  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  would  content  himself  with 
entering  a  protest  against   the  Vote; 
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without  putting  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  a  division. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  wished 
to  have  an  explanation  upon  a  much 
smaller  matter.  He  saw  that  the  follow- 
ing note  was  appended  to  the  Vote : — 

**  The  AssistaDt  Clerk  also  draws  a  pension  of 
£79  6#.  8rf.  per  annum  from  the  Superanuation 
Vote,  as  late  second  class  clerk  in  the  Office  of 
Works.  His  salary  has  heen  raised  from  £106 
to  £160  per  annum." 

He  thought  it  was  wrong  that  this  sort 
of  thing  should  he  allowed.  If  they 
had  a  gentleman  who,  on  account  of  his 
age,  had  heen  superannuated  in  another 
Department,  he  did  not  see  why  he 
should  he  employed  in  the  Office  of  Lord 
Privy  Seal,  nor  could  he  imagine  why  it 
should  have  heen  found  necessary  to 
raise  the  salary  of  such  an  officer.  He 
certainly  thought  the  matter  required  a 
little  explanation. 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH  : 
The  gentleman  referred  to  in  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Memher  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  was  removed 
from  the  Office  of  Works,  where  he  re- 
ceived a  higher  salary  than  that  which 
he  receives  in  the  Privy  Seal  Office,  and 
it  was  felt  right  that  he  should  receive 
compensation  for  the  loss.  He  has  ac- 
cormngly  heen  awarded  the  sum  stated 
in  the  vote.  The  transaction  was  com- 
pleted shortly  before  the  present  Go- 
Temment  came  into  Office. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  should  be  prepared,  now  that 
the  laberals  were  in  Office,  to  take  a 
Tery  different  course  from  that  which 
he  took  in  the  year  1879,  when  the 
Liberals  were  out  of  Office.  As  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  was  not  influenced  by  any 
such  considerations,  he  was  indisposed 
to  allow  the  Vote  to  pass  without  chal- 
lenging it.  The  arguments  which  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  two  years  ago 
brought  to  bear  against  the  retention  of 
the  Office  of  Lord  Privy  Seal  had  re- 
mained unanswered  up  to  the  present 
da^.  The  noble  Lord,  on  that  occasion, 
pointed  out  that  the  continuance  of  this 
Office,  instead  of  assisting  the  Public 
Business,  really  obstructed  it.  That  was 
to  say,  that  it  acted  as  an  unnecessary 
check  upon  the  transaction  of  useful 
Public  Business.  No  doubt,  it  might  be 
desirable  occasionally  to  have  a  Member 
of  die  Ministry  whose  time  would  not 


be  wholly  occupied  with  Departmental 
work ;  but,  in  this  particular  instance, 
that  idea  was  altogether  illusory,  the 
fact  being  that  the  majority  of  noble 
Lords  who  had  held  the  Office  of  Lord 
Privy  Seal  had  not  been  remarkable  for 
the  assistance  they  had  contributed  to 
the  work  of  the  Government.  It  had 
been  abundantly  proved  that  a  consider- 
able amount  of  positive  delay  in  the 
transaction  of  Public  Business  was  occa- 
sioned in  consequence  of  the  necessity 
of  having  certain  documents  stamped  in 
the  Privy  Seal  Office  before  being  passed 
by  the  Great  Seal.  At  the  time  of  the 
last  discussion,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that  the  Office  was  a 
very  ancient  one,  and  that  it  had  been 
handed  down  through  a  great  number 
of  Cabinets.  That,  however,  was  about 
the  only  argument  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman advanced.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  said  he  was  bound  to  admit 
that  the  Office  was  a  sinecure,  and  that 
it  ought  to  be  abolished.  The  hon. 
Baronet,  in  the  division  which  followed, 
accordingly  voted  in  favour  of  its  aboli- 
tion ;  and  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  hoped  that 
on  this  occasion,  if  the  hon.  JBarouet 
was  in  the  House,  he  would  vote  for  its 
abolition  now.  He  was  glad  to  see  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney)  was  in  his  place,  because  he 
also  voted  in  1879  for  the  abolition  of 
the  Office,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  a 
sinecure.  And  not  only  did  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment take  that  course,  but  he  was 
supported  by  another  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite,  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral (Sir  Henry  James),  who  also  voted 
for  the  abolition  of  the  Office.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor) 
thought  he  was  justified  in  the  deter- 
mination he  had  come  to  of  taking  a 
division  upon  the  Vote.  He  desired, 
however,  to  offer  a  slight  hint  as  to  the 
division,  because  he  thought  it  would  be 
unjust  to  nominate  as  a  Teller  in  sup- 
port of  the  Vote  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haverfordwest  (Lord  Ken- 
sington), who  acted  as  one  of  the  Trea- 
sury Whips,  that  noble  Lord  having 
voted  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Office,  as  a  sinecure,  on  the  previous 
occasion.  He  thought  the  noble  Lord 
could  hardly  **  tell "  for  the  Government 
now  in  support  of  the  Vote,  seeing  that 
he  had  voted  for  getting  rid  of  the  Office, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


Supply — Civil 


j  COMMONS) 


S$rfnee  EBtimaUs. 


84 


as  a  sinecure,  only  two  years  ago. 
Moreover,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  believed 
that  the  majority  of  hon.  Members  who 
sat  below  the  Gangway  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  not  only  spoke,  but 
voted  in  favour  of  abolishing  the  Office 
of  Lord  Privy  Seal.  He  would  not 
detain  the  Committee  longer;  but  he 
would  certainly  not  only  object  to  the 
Vote,  but  take  a  division  ac^nst  it. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  wished  to  make  one 
observation  upon  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  fo^  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
O'Connor).  The  hon.  Member  asserted 
that  he  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  when  the  Con- 
servatives were  in  Office,  always  divided 
the  Committee  against  this  Vote,  but 
that  he  took  a  different  course  now  that 
the  Liberals  were  in  power.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he  had 
divided  against  the  Vote  time  after 
time  when  the  Liberals  were  in  power, 
as  well  as  when  the  Conservatives  were 
in  Office,  and  he  should  do  so  in  future, 
whenever  a  division  was  taken.  He 
thought  he  had  explained  the  reason 
why  he  did  not  take  the  initiative  on  the 
present  occasion. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  144  ; 
Noes  44  :  Majority  100.— (Div.  List, 
No.  842.) 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON  rose  to 
Order.  He  had  been  informed  that 
two  hon.  Members  who  entered  the 
Lobby  had  not  been  counted. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  the  TeUers 
had  done  their  duty,  and  counted  all 
they  could. 

(4.)  £101,933,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Board  of  Trade. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  he  had  a 
question  to  ask  the  Government  with  re- 
spect to  the  Vote.  He  wished  to  know 
what  arrangements  had  been  made  for 
filling  up  the  very  important  office  of 
Chief  of  the  Statistical  Department? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that, 
as  he  understood,  the  arrangements  were 
incomplete ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  un- 
able to  answer  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  thought 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
was  clearly  entitled  to  an  answer. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  said,  he  had  given  No- 
tice of  an  Amendment,  which  he  trusted 
it  would   not   be  necessary  to  move. 

.  Mr.  Arthur  (fChnmr 


There  had  been  a  prolonged  debate  at 
an  earlier  of  the  Session  on  the  subject 
of  the  importation  of  oleomargarine  and 
other  butterine  substances;  and  the 
question  had  been  brought  forward  in 
consequence  of  the  figures  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  showing  an  enormous  increase 
in  these  importations.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  detain  the  Committee  at 
that  hour  in  discussing  a  matter  which 
had  already  been  fully  gone  into  on  a 
previous  occasion;  but  he  would  men- 
tion that  when  he  drew  the  attention  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  officials  to  the  fact 
that  these  products  were  coming  into 
the  country  in  great  quantities,  and 
that  no  cognizance  was  taken  of  them 
in  the  Statistical  Department,  he  had 
not  received  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  a  very  satisfactory  answer.  Per- 
haps, therefore,  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  upon  this  Vote,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  reply  more 
completely.  The  fact  was  that  there 
was  an  enormous  quantity  of  the  sub- 
stances in  question  coming  into  the 
country — some  in  the  form  of  oil,  and 
some  in  the  form  of  butter,  while  there 
was  no  record  of  the  entries,  except 
under  terms  that  were  quite  delusive. 
They  were,  in  fact,  entered  either  as 
butter  or  lard.  What  he  desired — and 
what  he  believed  hon.  Members  would 
regard  as  a  matter  of  very  great  im- 
portance—  was  that  the  Department 
should  furnish  the  fullest  information 
possible  with  respect  to  these  imports, 
which  were,  after  importation,  sold  as 
butter;  and,  therefore,  he  trusted  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  be  able  to 
furnish,  upon  this  subject,  a  satisfactory 
explanation,  which  would  preclude  the 
necessity  of  his  moving  the  Amendment 
to  which  he  had  referred. 

Viscount  SANDON  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  could 
furnish  full  information  as  to  what  had 
been  done  with  respect  to  Mr.  Giffen  f 
He  was  informed  that  that  gentleman 
was  still  partially  engaged  at  the  Board 
of  Trade.  When  he  (Viscount  Sandon) 
left  the  Office,  he  had  made  a  proposal 
to  the  Treasury  that  Mr.  GifPen's  posi- 
tion should  be  very  considerably  im- 
proved. He  had  felt  the  advantage  of 
that  gentleman's  talents  to  the  public, 
and,  therefore,  desired  they  should  be 
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retained  in  the  Public  Service ;  and, 
considering  the  increase  of  his  duties, 
and  the  heavy  responsibilities  that  at- 
tached to  him,  he  had  proposed  to  place 
him  in  the  position  of  Assistant  Secre- 
tary. The  change  of  Government  then 
took  place,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  felt  it 
would  not  be  right  to  commit  the  coun- 
try to  that  large  change  at  a  time  when 
he  was  leaving  Office.  A  Minute  had 
been  made  to  that  effect.  He  had  no 
doubt  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  be  in  a  position  to  state  to 
the  Committee  good  reasons  for  not  ac- 
ceding to  the  proposal  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Giffen.  He  hoped  also  that  some 
information  might  be  given,  if  possible, 
about  the  changes  which  were  to  be 
made  as  to  a  Department  of  Agriculture 
and  Commerce.  He  knew  the  subject 
was  full  of  difficulties;  but  he  should 
be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  state  what  was  the  scheme  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  it.  He 
could  not  but  impress  upon  the  Com- 
mittee the  great  importance  and  use  of 
the  Statistical  Department. 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  with  re- 
gard to  the  last  question  of  the  noble 
Viscount  (Viscount  Sandon),  the  Prime 
Minister  had  some  time  ago  stated  that 
it  was  then  impossible,  on  account  of 
the  pressure  of  public  affairs,  either 
for  himself  or  his  Colleagues  to  give 
that  consideration  to  the  subject  which 
it  required;  but  he  proposed  to  consider 
it  during  the  Becess,  and  to  take  action 
with  regard  to  it  on  a  future  occasion. 
With  regard  to  Mr.  Giffen's  position  at 
the  Board  of  Trade,  he  rather  regretted 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Viscount,  be- 
cause he  had  referred  to  matters  which, 
he  considered,  were  of  a  confidential  cha- 
racter, and  quite  apart  from  the  subject 
of  the  Vote.  He  believed  the  noble 
Viscount  would  see  that  there  was  some 
inoonvenience  in  referring  to  the  mat- 
ter, because  there  arose  at  once  a  con- 
flict of  testimony  on  the  subject.  He 
was  compelled  to  say  that  he  differed 
from  the  view  of  the  case  which  had 
been  taken  by  the  noble  Viscount,  and 
would  add  that  his  view  was  not  that 
taken  by  Mr.  Giffen  himself.  Mr. 
GHlffen's  impression  with  regard  to  the 
matter  was,  that  he  had  received  a  dis- 
tinct promise  from  the  noble  Viscount 
that  nis  position  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
•hould  be  improved ;  and  he  seemed  very 


much  aggrieved  by  the  fact  that  the 
noble  Viscount  had  left  Office  without 
carrying  out  the  pledge  which  he  con- 
sidered had  been  given.  When  Mr. 
Giffen  made  that  statement,  he  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  considered  it  his  duty  to 
ask  the  noble  Viscount  privately  whe- 
ther he  had  given  such  a  pledge ;  and  the 
noble  Viscount  stated  that  he  had  not 
done  so,  or,  at  all  events,  that  he  did  not 
recollect  it.  He,  therefore,  considered  it 
impossible  to  pursue  the  matter  any 
further.  Mr.  Giffen  had  only  expressed 
his  view  of  the  affair,  and  the  noble 
Viscount  was,  of  course,  entitled  to  state 
his  recollection  with  regard  to  it.  All 
that  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  knew  officially 
with  reference  to  the  matter  was  that 
undoubtedly  an  application  had  been 
made  by  Mr.  Giffen  to  the  noble  Viscount, 
who  referred  it  to  the  Treasury,  and  that 
it  was  refused  by  that  Department  under 
the  late  Government.  The  present  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  had  simply  to  con- 
sider whether  they  should  do  something 
which  their  Predecessors  in  Office  had 
distinctly  refused  to  do.  They  had  not 
finally  decided  that  they  would  not  do 
what  was  asked  of  them.  The  matter  was 
still  under  consideration,  because  he  felt, 
especially  after  the  experience  which  he 
had  had  of  Mr.  Giffen*s  value,  that  it  was 
of  importance  to  the  Public  Service  that 
his  services  should  be,  if  possible,  re- 
tained. He  was  in  communication  with 
the  Treasury  upon  this  subject  when 
Mr.  Giffen  had,  as  he  believed,  some 
offer  made  to  him  which  he  said  would 
greatly  improve  his  position,  and  which 
he  felt  himself  justified  in  accepting;  and, 
accordingly,  he  asked  him  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) to  accept  his  resignation.  When 
a  Question  was  asked  in  the  House 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Stuart  Wortley),  he  stated, 
in  reply,  that  Mr.  Giffen  had  resigned 
his  position  in  the  Service  in  order  to 
better  his  prospects.  Subsequently  to 
that  changes  were  contemplated  in  the 
Office,  which  would  throw  additional 
work  on  the  Statistical  Department,  and 
he  had  then  made  another  attempt  to 
retain  Mr.  Giffen's  services,  and  had  so 
far  succeeded  that  Mr.  Giffen  had,  at  all 
events,  temporarily  withdrawn  his  re- 
signation, and  his  final  position  with 
respect  to  the  Department  would  not  be 
determined  until  the  question  of  a  Minis- 
try of  Commerce  and  Agriculture  was 
decided. 
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Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentloman  was  about 
to  enter  upon  another  subject,  and  as 
reference  had  been  made  to  the  Treasury 
in  connection  with  this  matter,  he  wished 
to  express  his  opinion  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  wrong  in  saying 
that  the  application  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Giffen  was  distinctly  refused  by  the  late 
Government.  The  matter  came  before 
him  at  the  close  of  the  lat«  Administra- 
tion, and  the  directions  he  had  given 
were  simply  founded  on  the  desire  to 
leave  the  question  open  for  their  Suc- 
cessors. He  had  not  expressed,  on  the 
merits  of  the  case,  any  opinion  against 
the  promotion  of  Mr.  Giffen. 

ViscouxT  SANDON  wished  to  make  an 
explanation  in  reference  to  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  he  had 
spoken  with  him  (Viscount  Sandon)  on 
the  subject ;  and  he  had  told  him  that  he, 
as  his  Successor  in  Office,  was  perfectly 
free  to  take  whatever  course  that  was 
best  with  respect  to  it.  All  that  hap- 
pened with  regard  to  the  Treasury  was 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  said  he  did 
not  like  to  bind  his  Successors  by  a 
change  which  would  involve  consider- 
able re-organization  in  the  Department. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  two  ac- 
counts of  the  transaction  tallied  perfectly 
well. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  was 
sorry  in  any  degree  to  differ  from 
the  noble  Viscount  opposite  (Viscount 
Sandon) ;  but  he  could  not  admit  that 
the  two  accounts  actually  tallied.  He 
was  afraid  that  the  resignation  of  Mr. 
Giffen  was  largely  due  to  his  disap- 
pointment, owing  to  a  promise  which 
was  not  fulfilled.  He  would  not  enter 
into  anv  discussion  of  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Viscount  that  he  had  not  given 
any  such  promise.  It  was  there  that  the 
difficulty  arose.  The  noble  Viscount  had 
brought  the  matter  before  the  Treasury 
in  the  time  of  the  late  Gt)vemment ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  must  remind  the 
noble  Viscount  that  Mr.  Giffen's  case 
was  brought  before  him  12  months  before 
tho  late  Government  went  out  of  Office. 
There  was,  consequenUy,  plenty  of  time 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Department ;  and 
he  could  not  imderstand  why  the  matter 
had  been  left  open  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  proaent  Qovormnent. 


ViscorxT  SANDON  said,  he  had  done 
everything  in  his  power  to  cany  out  the 
proposal  with  regard  to  Mr.  GKnen ;  but 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  could  not  influence  the  Trea- 
sury  in  matters  of  expenditure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  had,  no  doubt,  by  that 
time  discovered  that  in  such  matters 
he  had  rather  hard  masters  in  the 
Treasury. 

Mr.  OTWAT  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  interfere  in  the  controversy  between 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  the  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon);  but  it 
appeared  to  him  that  Mr.  Giffen  had,  st 
any  rate,  resigned  under  the  manage- 
ment of  the  noble  Viscount,  and  with- 
drawn his  resignation  under  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  an  un- 
fortunate thing  that  the  country  should 
lose  tho  services  of  an  official  when  they 
became  most  valuable ;  and  he  would  be 
glad  to  know  whether  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  a  refusal  to  make  a  reason- 
able advance  on  the  salary  enjoyed  by 
Mr.  Giffen  that  he  offered  to  resign  and 
deprive  the  country  of  his  services. 
The  country  would  lose  the  services  of  a 
very  able  and  valuable  man  through 
what  he  could  not  help  calling  the  penu- 
rious conduct  of  the  Treasury  in  not 
giving  proper  salaries  to  their  servants. 
What  had  they  done  within  the  last  10 
minutes?  He  did  not  know  whethw 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  took  part  in  the 
division  which  had  taken  place  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Office  of  Lord  Privy  Seal ; 
but  here  they  had  been  granting  money 
for  an  Office  which  had  been  declared 
by  a  responsible  Minister,  when  out  of 
Office,  to  be  a  sinecure,  although,  now 
that  he  was  in  Office,  that  responsible 
Minister  voted  for  it — they  had  been 
voting  money  for  a  sinecure  Office,  and 


now  they  were  going  to  lose  the 
of  such  a  man  as  Mr.  Giffen,  because 
they  would  not  make  the  addition  to  his 
salary  which  his  long  service  demanded. 
That  might  be  a  very  good  sport  to  the 
Committee ;  but,  out-of-doors,  it  was 
looked  on  as  a  very  serious  matter.  He 
considered  it  most  inconsistent  to  vote  a 
sum  of  money  for  an  Office  that  was.^ 
clared  to  be  a  sinecure;  and,  at  tfib^ 
same  time,  to  refuse  to  treat  public  ser- 
vants of  value  with  that  consideration 
which  their  services  deserved. 
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Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  they  were 
all  delighted  to  hear  from  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  that  he  had  good 
hopes  of  being  able  to  retain  the  ser- 
yices  of  such  a  valuable  man  as  Mr. 
Giffen;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  this  gentleman's  resignation  did 
not  take  place  under  the  rigime  of  his 
noble  Friend  (Viscount  Sandon),  but 
under  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Chamberlain).  The  noble  Vis- 
count had  explained  that  during  the  time 
he  had  held  Office  he  had  done  his  best 
to  induce  the  Treasury  to  make  an  addi- 
tion to  Mr.  Giffen's  salary,  but  without 
success.  It  was  no  secret  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  Ministers  often  made  at- 
tempts of  that  kind,  which  did  not 
succeed.  The  noble  Viscount,  how- 
ever, had  done  his  best ;  and  then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  come  into 
Office  and  had  made  similar  efforts. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  as  much 
influence  with  the  Treasury  as  the  noble 
Viscount;  and  yet  he  did  not  seem  to 
have  been  any  more  successful ;  there- 
fore, it  could  not  be  said  that  the  resig- 
nation was  due  more  to  the  action  of 
the  noble  Viscount  than  to  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot)  was  not  going  into  the  vexed 
question  between  different  Members  of 
me  Liberal  Party,  whether,  in  Office, 
they  should  continue  to  vote  as  they  had 
done  out  of  Office.  The  matter  was  one  of 
good  taste,  and  for  their  own  consciences. 
mx.  Gtiffen  was,  undoubtedly,  a  most 
valuable  nublic  servant ;  and  if  his  ser- 
vices ooiud  be  retained,  they  ought  to 
be,  even  at  the  expenditure  of  a  little 

money  by  the  Treasury.         

liOED  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  case  of  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  and  that  of  Mr.  Giffen  stood  upon 
a  totally  different  footing,  and  should  be 
dedded  each  on  its  own  merits.  The 
Oommittee  should  avoid  the  danger  of 
infdsixig  too  much  personal  matter  into 
the  discussion.  When  an  increase  of 
salary  was  g^ven  to  a  gentleman  in  Mr. 
Qiffen's  position,  they  must  expect  to 
see  a  large  demand  made  for  similar 
development  in  the  case  of  the  other 
oflftdals  of  the  Department,  and  the 
Under  Secretaries  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
were  numerous.  It  was  only  a  very  few 
years  since  Mr.  Giffen  was  appointed  at 
,  a  salary  higher  than  that  which  had 
I  been  received  by  his  predecessor.  An 
hon.  Member  ha4  asked  what  arrange- 


I 


ment  had  been  come  to,  and  that  ques- 
tion had  already  been  answered.  All 
the  questions  which  had  been  raised 
would  be  most  carefully  considered  by 
the  Cabinet  during  the  Eecess.  It  was 
probable  that  great  changes  would  have  to 
be  made ;  and  if,  in  the  process  of  mak- 
ing them,  it  was  found  that  the  position 
of  Mr.  Giffen  could  be  improved,  he  was 
sure  that  it  would  be  done.  He  should 
be  very  glad  if  some  arrangement  could 
be  made  by  which  the  services  of  Mr. 
Giffen  could  be  retained. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF 
wished  to  know  what  were  the  duties 
of  the  Translator  to  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 
From  a  document  published  by  the 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  it  appeared 
that  the  translation  of  the  French  Treaty 
was  withheld  in  consequence  of  the  ex- 
pense to  which  it  would  put  the  country. 
Well,  seeing  that  they  had  a  Translator 
at  a  salary  of  £400  a-year,  he  thought 
the  cost  of  the  translation  need  not  have 
been  very  great  if  the  Translator  had 
done  his  duty.  What  were  the  duties 
of  the  Translators,  if  they  were  not  to 
translate  documents  in  the  interest  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  The  duty  of 
the  Translator  to  the  Bocurd  of  Trade  is 
to  translate  all  such  foreign  documents 
as  are  required.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
that  the  Translator  is  fully  employed. 
As  to  the  question  of  butterine,  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Clonmel  (Mr. 
A.  Moore),  the  Board  of  Trade  have  no 
control  over  the  classification  the  Cus- 
toms adopt  of  the  imported  articles  re- 
ferred to.  The  moment  I  saw  the  nature 
of  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  com- 
municated with  the  Customs  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  I  have  received  a  reply  from 
them  which,  I  am  afraid,  will  not  be 
satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Member,  but 
which  I  am  bound  to  put  before  the 
Committee.  Oleomargarine,  they  say,  is 
an  oil,  and  when  imported  in  large  quan- 
tities in  that  form  is  classed  under  the 
head  of  animal  oil,  and  not  butterine. 
When,  however,  it  comes  over  in  the 
more  finished  form  of  butterine,  which 
is  either  animal  fat  alone  or  animal  fat 
mixed  with  a  smaller  or  greater  pro- 
portion of  pure  butter,  then  it  is  classi- 
fied as  butter,  and  the  Customs  say  they 
do  not  think  it  would  be  practicable  or 
expedient  to  alter  the  classification.  In 
the  first  place,  they  say  it  would  be  ex- 
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tremelj  diffiooltto  distinguish  between 
pure  butter — real  butter — and  the  artifi- 
cial compound.  I  do  not  think  they  say 
the  analysis  would  be  impossible,  but 
that  it  would  be  expensive  and  difficult. 
Then  they  say  that  all  the  butter,  and 
butterine  products,  are  perishable,  and 
that  if  they  are  detained  for  any  length 
of  time  for  purposes  of  analysis  they 
may  be  rendered  valueless.  And,  lastly, 
they  say  that  as  there  is  nothing  either 
in  appearance^  taste,  or  smell  to  distin- 
guish butter  from  butterine,  if  a  test 
were  adopted  every  consignment  of 
the  article  called  butter  which  came 
through  the  Customs  would  have  to  be 
tested,  which  would  entail  enormous 
labour  and  expense.  I  have  said  this 
will  not  be  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  I  must  confess  it  is  not  satis- 
factory to  myself.  I  cannot  but  be- 
lieve that  we  might  be  able  to  hit 
upon  some  means  of  distinguishing,  with- 
out incurring  the  difficulty  and  expense 
which  the  Customs  suggest.  I  hope  the 
time  will  come  when  the  Board  of  Trade, 
which  has  to  do  with  commercial  matters 
in  this  House,  and,  above  all,  with  sta- 
tistical matters  concerning  the  commerce 
of  the  country,  will  have  control  over  the 
statistics  of  the  country.  In  the  mean- 
time, what  I  propose  to  do  is  to  com- 
municate again  with  the  Customs,  and 
suggest  that  they  should  appoint  some- 
one to  meet  some  representative  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  order  to  revise  this 
dassifioation,  and  see  if  some  better  plan 
could  not  be  adopted. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  said,  that  as  to 
the  difficulty  suggested  in  the  matter  of 
analysis,  he  believed  it  to  be  simply  with- 
out foundation.  It  was  one  of  the  easiest 
things  in  the  world  to  distinguish  be- 
tween spurious  butters  and  real  butters. 
The  simple  test  of  the  application  of  heat 
would  at  once  show  which  was  the  real 
and  which  was  the  spurious  article.  The 
answer  which  had  been  given  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  from  the  Customs 
was  one  of  the  ordinary  red-tape  replies, 
suggesting  considerable  difficulty  and 
declaring  the  impossibility  of  any  change. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  remain  satisfied  with  the  first 
rebuff  he  received  from  another  Depart- 
ment. The  question  was  one  of  great 
importance,  as  it  affected  the  health  of 
the  whole  community.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  exaggerate  the  importance  of  it. 

Mr.  Chamberlain 


Butter  came  into  consumption  in  every 
family  in  the  Kingdom  ;  and  they  haa 
reason  to  know  that,  though  oleomar- 
garine might  not  be  bad  or  deleterious 
in  itself,  it  was  mixed  with  spurious  and 
injurious  matter,  which  could  easily 
spread  broadcast  all.  kinds  of  fearful 
diseases.  Parliament  should  not  remain 
content  unless  this  matter  were  taken 
up  and  treated  as  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  said,  he  was  obliged 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  for  the  kind 
answer  he  had  given.  It  was  dear  that, 
whatever  difficulty  existed,  it  was  not  of 
the  making  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  but 
of  a  Department  which  was  not  alto- 
gether amenable  to  that  House.  If  large 
quantities  of  this  oleomargarine  were 
coming  into  the  country  in  iron  casks, 
there  could  be  no  excuse  for  the  Customs 
not  making  a  distinction  between  that 
and  other  oils.  He  saw  the  difficulty 
of  dealing  with  a  beautifully  made-up 
butter,  because,  in  opening  and  testing 
it,  it  might  perish  ;  but  he  would  make 
this  remark— ^that,  owing  to  the  Dutch 
law — and  it  was  from  Holland  that  the 
best  qualities  came — every  pound  was 
sold  under  its  own  name,  although  next 
day,  perhaps,  it  was  sold  in  London 
under  another  name.  He  did  not  con- 
sider the  answer  the  hon.  Member  had 
received  was  satisfactory,  although  he 
did  not  blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Vi8CX)UNT  8  ANDON  asked  whether  he 
would  be  in  Order,  at  this  point,  in  re- 
ferring to  British  seamen  at  Pernam- 
buco? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
No. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  thought  the  answer 
given  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  A.  Moore)  was  very  unsatisfactory. 
There  was  a  large  quantity  of  stuff  im- 
ported into  London  from  various  places 
under  the  name  of  **  butter."  Some  of  it 
came  from  France,  and  a  large  quantity 
was  imported  from  Holland  in  casks  and 
fancy  packages.  It  would  not  keep  more 
than  a  day  or  two,  and  unless  it  was 
used  at  once  it  became  thoroughly  rancid 
and  unsaleable.  The  Customs  would 
not  examine  the  stuff  for  the  protection 
of  the  public,  lest  some  of  it  should  ^et 
spoilt.  There  were  three  kinds  of  this 
material ;  one  was  a  kind  of  butter, 
another  was  a  mixture  of  butter  and 
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animal  fat,  and  the  third  was  animal 
fat  by  itself.  What  could  be  more  easy 
than  for  the  authorities  to  say  that  in 
the  bill  of  lading  it  should  be  specified 
whether  the  article  imported  was  or  was 
not  animal  fat,  a  mixture  of  butter  and 
animal  fat,  or  butter  alone  ?  The  cask 
in  which  the  stuff  came  should  be 
branded,  so  as  to  show  what  it  con- 
tained ;  and  in  that  case  they  would  not 
hare  tallow  sold  for  butter,  as  was  often 
the  case  at  the  present  time.  This  matter 
was  most  important  for  two  reasons — 
first  of  all,  because  it  was  dishonest  and 
unfair  to  the  consumer  to  make  him  pay 
the  price  of  butter  when  the  article  he 
was  supplied  with  was  really  not  butter 
at  all.  In  the  next  place,  it  was  unfair 
to  agriculturists  who  had  to  compete 
in  the  market  with  pure  butter.  The 
agriculturist  would  get  a  much  higher 
price  in  the  market  for  his  genuine 
manufactured  article  had  he  not  to  com- 
pete with  a  spurious  imitation.  The 
Committee  should  insist  far  more  strongly 
than  it  had  done  on  the  Government  pro- 
tecting the  consumers  and  producers  of 
butter  in  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
greatest  facilities  were  offered  to  the 
manufacturers  of  this  artificial  and  adul- 
terated stuff;  and  the  agriculturists 
were  allowed  to  suffer  a  reduced  price 
of  the  real  article,  as  well  as  restrictions 
placed  on  the  importation  of  cattle.  The 
Qovemment,  he  thought,  ought  to  do 
two  things.  First,  they  should  throw 
all  the  obstacles  they  could  in  the  way 
of  the  importation  of  this  counterfeit 
butter ;  and,  in  the  next  place,  they 
should  exert  themselves  to  see  that  the 
poor  of  London  were  not  imposed  upon, 
and  that  the  stuff,  if  sold  at  all,  should 
be  sold  under  its  proper  name.  The 
Committee  knew  very  well  that  during 
three  or  four  months  of  the  year  nine- 
tenths  of  what  was  sold  in  London  as 
batter  was  not  butter  at  all.  It  was 
almost  impossible,  in  point  of  fact,  for 
good  and  pure  butter  to  be  obtained  re- 
tail in  London  in  the  spring  and  winter 
months ;  and  the  Government  were  not 
doing  their  duty  in  trying  to  screen  a  lot 
of  people  who  were  of  the  vilest  descrip- 
tion, and  who  did  enormous  injury  by 
their  conduct. 

8iB  HERBERT  MAXWELL  urged 
ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  not  to  be  deterred 
from  a  consideration  of  this  subject  by 
the  arguments  that  protection   should 


be  given  to  the  consumers  in  thiscountry. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  Protection  had 
an  ugly  sound  in  the  ears  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ;  but  he  trusted 
that  the  day  was  not  far  distant  when  it 
would  have  a  far  more  ugly  sound.  The 
principal  reason  urged  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  for  not  going 
further  into  the  matter  at  present  was 
the  difficulty  of  detecting  the  difference 
between  the  spurious  and  the  real  article; 
but  he  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  believed 
researcheshad  been  made  into  the  matter, 
and  he  was  told  by  men  of  science  that 
the  two  substances  were  chemically 
identical,  or  nearly  so,  but  that  it  was 
quite  possible  for  experts  to  detect  the 
difference.  He  was  told  that  when  in  a 
state  of  liquefaction  by  heat  the  real 
article  went  into  a  state  which  was  quite 
unattainable  by  the  spurious  article,  and 
that  if  it  was  placed  on  a  hot  plate,  and 
subjected  to  a  certain  degree  of  heat,  an 
amount  of  granulation  was  produced 
which  could  not  be  got  rid  of,  and 
which  was  apparent  to  the  eye  of  the 
expert.  He  thought  the  excuse  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  unworthy 
of  the  great  Department  he  represented. 
He  sheltered  himself  behind  the  tech- 
nical difficulty  of  ascertaining  the  dif- 
ference between  the  two  articles.  That 
was  not  worthy  of  him  or  his  Depart- 
ment. Difficulties  were  meant  to  be  over- 
come ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  fully  alive  to  the  necessity  of  over- 
coming this  difficulty  that  would  be  done. 
Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  it  had 
been  asserted  by  the  answer  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  from  the 
Customs  Department  that  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  distinguish  between  butter  and 
butterine ;  but  he  (Viscount  Folkestone) 
wished  to  point  out  that  even  if  there 
was  that  great  difficulty,  that  very  diffi- 
culty was  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of 
which  Notice  had  been  given,  because 
if  the  detection  of  the  difference  was 
difficult  to  experts  who  had  some  know- 
ledge of  the  matter,  it  would  be  far 
more  difficult  for  consumers,  who  simply 
went  into  the  market  to  buy  butter,  to 
distinguish  between  butter  and  but- 
terine, and  they  would  be  all  the  more 
open  to  fraud  from  those  who  passed 
off  the  adulterated  article.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  quickly 
do  what  he  had  said  he  would  do — 
namely,  devise  some  plan  by  which  it 
would  be  possible  for  Custom  House 
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offioerB  to  distinguisli  between  the  two 
articles,  so  that  the  consuming  public 
might  know  what  they  were  getting. 

Mb.  DUCKHAM  thought  the  farmers 
of  England  had  a  right  to  ask  for  some 
measure  for  placing  the  spurious  article 
in  its  proper  name  before  the  public. 
The  analytical  chemist  was  employed  to 
detect  the  adulteration  in  milk,  coffee, 
and  other  articles  of  consumption,  and 
surely  he  could  detect  the  spurious  ar- 
ticle which  was  sold  in  the  name  of  but- 
ter. He  had  seen  advertisements  in 
different  papers  of  butter  which  was 
called  '< Prime  American"  at  6d,  or 
Sd.  per  lb.,  when  he  had  seen  that  in 
America  butter  was  quoted  at  la.  6d, 
and  Is.  Bd,  per  lb.  It  must  be  obvious 
that  this  was  an  imposition  on  consumers 
in  this  country;  and  he  thought  that 
whatever  the  article  was,  it  should  be 
called  by  its  proper  name,  and  not  be 
brought  into  competition  with  our  own 
article  under  a  false  name. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  hon. 
Oentieman  is  wandering  far  away  from 
the  question.  The  only  question  is  as 
to  the  statistics  prepared  under  the 
authority  of  the  Board  of  Trade;  and,  in 
reference  to  that,  I  have  given  a  reply 
which  I  am  glad  to  find  is  satisfactory 
— namely,  that  .1  will,  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment,  endeavour,  with  the 
Custom  House  officers,  to  devise  means 
by  which  the  classification  may  be  al- 
tered and  the  importation  of  these  things 
kept  separate  in  the  Eetum.  Then,  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Duckham)  raises  a 
totally  different  question — namelv,  the 
desirability  of  taking  care  that  the  re- 
tailer shall  sell  these  things  under  their 
right  name.  Everything  that  legislation 
can  do  to  secure  that  has  been  done 
alreadv.  My  hon.  Friend  points  out 
that  the  chemist,  the  expert,  and  the 
analyst  are  employed  now  to  analyze 
milk ;  but  the  same  analyst  may,  under 
the  same  circumstances  and  under  the 
same  responsibility,  analyze  these  ar- 
ticles; and  there  have,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  been  a  certain  number  of  convic- 
tions of  retailers  for  selling  butterine  as 
butter.  If  my  hon.  Friend  has  any  rea- 
son to  believe  that  butter  is  being  sold 
under  a  false  name  in  any  case,  all  he 
has  to  do  is  to  go  to  the  county  autho- 
rity and  the  law  will  give  him  a  remedy. 

Mb.  BIGQAE  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  evaded  the  real  point  of 
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the  case.  It  was  not  contended  that  the 
law  was  not  sufficientiy  strong  to  put 
down  this  system  of  selling  adulterated 
articles,  but  that  the  Government  had 
not  put  the  law  into  operation.  It  was 
all  very  well  to  say  that  a  few  convic- 
tions had  taken  place ;  but,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  for  months  in  London  such  a 
thin^  as  pure  butter  was  hardly  to  be 
obtained.  It  was  very  well  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  enforce  laws  when  it  suited 
their  own  purpose,  and  at  other  times, 
because  it  conflicted  with  something 
they  called  Free  Trade  not  to  do  so. 
He  did  not  pretend  to  be  a  Protectionist 
himself;  but  he  would  protect  consumers 
&om  spurious  goods. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  explained  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
was  entirely  mistaken,  for,  whatever  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  might  be, 
they  had  no  power  in  the  matter.  The 
execution  of  the  law  was  left  to  the  local 
authorities,  and  not  to  the  Government ; 
it  rested  entirely  with  them,  and  not 
with  the  Central  Department. 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  either  mis- 
taken the  point  he  brought  forward,  or 
the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
below  him  (Mr.  A.  Moore).  His  own 
remarks  were  addressed,  not  to  tibe 
local  traffic — not  to  the  sale  by  the  re- 
tailers— but  to  the  importation  of  an 
article  which  was  admittedly  brought  to 
this  country  for  the  purpose  of  adultera- 
tion. There  was  no  known  use  for  the 
substance  known  as  oleomargarine,  ex- 
cept that  of  being  mixed  with  genuine 
butter,  or  else  being  turned  into  the 
article  known  as  butterine.  Those  were 
the  two  sole  uses  for  it.  Oleomargarine 
was  coming  into  this  country  in  largely 
increasing  quantities ;  and  all  he  a^ed 
was  that  the  Board  of  Trade  should 
show  how  much  of  the  stuff  was  intro- 
duced, and  in  what  proportion  it  was 
increasing. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  would 
not  venture  on  such  a  slippery  ground 
as  butter  or  oleomargarine ;  but  he 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  a 
question  with  regard  to  fees  for  profes- 
sional orders.  He  saw  that  there  was 
an  amount  of  £1,400  a-year  recdized  by 
those  fees.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  some  time  ago  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  Return  which  showed 
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among  other  things  that  the  Office  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  when  it  granted 
a  Frovisional  Order,  only  charged  the 
absolute  expenses;  but  the  Board  of 
Trade,  for  f  rovisional  Orders  which  af- 
fected Ireland,  charged  a  fee  of  £35 
each  towards  the  expenses,  when  the 
draft  order  was  deposited,  and  from  that 
sum  of  £35  a  fee  of  £10  10«.  was  paid 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  counsel  for 
settling  the  Order,  so  that  it  would  ap- 
pear that  the  Board  of  Trade  made  apront 
of  £24  10*.  on  every  Provisional  Order 
passed  affecting  Ireland.  He  wished  to 
ask  whether  it  would  not  be  possible  for 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  follow  the  same 
plan  in  regard  to  Orders  affecting  Ireland 
as  that  fcSlowed  by  the  Office  of  Public 
Works  in  Ireland  ?  Then,  on  page  102, 
the  Oommittee  would  find  a  perfectly 
new  matter  introduced  into  this  Vote, 
amounting  to  £3,100,  which  consisted 
of  fees  to  Beceivers  of  Wreck  and  the 
Coastguard,  with  travelling  and  inci- 
dental expenses  under  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act  of  1854.  1854  was  some 
time  back,  and  there  never  had  been 
such  a  charge  as  this  on  the  Estimate 
for  these  Services.  The  expenses  con- 
nected with  the  Eeceiver  of  Wreck's 
duties  had  always  been  defrayed  from 
the  proceeds  of  wrecks,  and  a  Eetum 
furnished  to  the  House  pursuant  to  Act 
of  Parliament  in  connection  with  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund  showed  that  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale  of  wreck  within  the 
year  was  £3,329;  while  the  fees  and 
commissions  received  by  the  Receiver  of 
Wreck  amounted  to  £3,273,  making  a 
total  of  £6,602,  which  went  to  the  re- 
muneration and  contingent  expenses  of 
the  Beoeiver  of  Wreck.  He  believed  that 
last  Session  an  Act  was  passed  entitled 
'<  The  Merchant  Shipping  Fees  and  Ex- 
penses Act,"  by  which  the  application 
of  the  proceeds  of  wreck  to  the  payment 
of  the  Receiver  of  Wreck  was  sanc- 
tioned ;  and,  that  being  so,  he  could  not 
see  the  necessity  of  throwing  the  ex- 
pesiees  connected  with  these  Services  on 
this  Vote.  On  the  the  first  page,  £3,100 
were  put  down  as  among  extra  receipts. 
That  was  the  same  sum  as  was  charged 
against  tl^e  public  on  page  1 02,  so  that 
the  public  were  not  at  any  loss  on  ac- 
eount  of  this  innovation ;  but,  whatever 
might  be  put  down  as  extra  expenses  on 
the  first  page  of  this  Vote,  the  introduc- 
tion at  a  later  page  to  a  charge  of 
£8,100  saddled  this  Vote  with  a  per- 
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manent  charge  of  that  amount,  which 
could  never  be  got  rid  of  until  the  offi- 
cers receiving  the  money  were  pensioned. 
Hitherto,  the  wreck  had  paid  its  own 
expenses,  and  the  account  nad  year  by 
year  diminished,  and  the  fees  might  be 
expected  to  dwindle  down  to  what  was 
just  enough  to  cover  the  expenses.  He 
thought  it  was  very  bad  policy  to  intro- 
duce a  sum  like  this  as  Exchequer 
Extra  Receipts;  and  he  hoped  the  Oo- 
vemment  might  have  some  explanation 
respecting  it  beyond  anything  that  he 
was  able  to  suggest  or  conceive. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  O'Connor)  had  asked  two 
separate  questions.  The  first  was,  why 
the  charges  in  connection  with  Provi- 
sional Orders  differed  from  those  which 
were  made  in  reference  to  Public  Works 
in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  excuse 
him  while  he  explained  what  the  real 
point  was.  His  statement  was  that, 
according  to  the  Official  Returns  fur- 
nished by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, the  Board  of  Trade  paid  a  fee  of 
£10  10«.  to  the  counsel  consulted  in 
regard  to  the  issue  of  a  Provisional 
Order ;  but  the  Board  previously  levied 
a  deposit  of  £35  ^m  the  promoters,  so 
that  they  made  a  profit  of  £24  10«.  out 
of  every  Provisional  Order  that  was 
issued,  whereM  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works  charged  nothing  beyond  the 
absolute  expenses. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  did 
not  know  how  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  got  his  information  that  the 
Irish  Board  of  Works  did  not  charge 
anything  beyond  the  actual  expenses. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  re- 
marked, that  it  was  so  stated  in  a  Re- 
turn presented  to  the  House. 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  the  hon. 
Member  assumed  that  because  the 
Board  of  Trade  paid  £10  10«.  as  a  fee 
to  counsel,  that  was  the  whole  cost  to 
the  Board.  The  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  forget  that  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
all  their  office  expenses  to  pay  in  addi- 
tion to  the  fees  to  counsel.  There  was 
no  legislation  so  cheap,  so  convenienti 
or  that  gave  rise  to  so  little  dissatisfac- 
tion subsequently,  as  this  system  of 
legislation  by  Provisional  Orders.  The 
greatest  care  was  taken  to  see  that  the 
Orders  were  drawn  up  so  as  to  g^ve  as 
little  trouble,   and  inflict  as   small  an 
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amonnt  of  inju8t;ice''as  possible ;  and  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  charges  made 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  had  ever  been 
considered  excessive  by  those  in  whose 
service  the  Provisional  Orders  were 
issued.  In  regard  to  the  second  point, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  attach 
too  much  importance  to  what  was,  after 
all,  a  mere  change  in  the  mode  of  present- 
ing the  accounts.  The  object  of  the 
change  was  to  give  to  the  House  of 
Oommons  more  and  more  detailed  infor- 
mation ;  and  the  plan  had  been  adopted, 
for  the  first  time  that  year,  of  show- 
ing in  the  Votes  the  exact  amount  of  the 
fees  charged.  Tliere  was  no  fear  that 
the  fees  would  continue  to  be  charged 
long  after  the  work  ceased,  because  they 
were  apportioned  to  the  work,  and  all 
the  money  received  was  paid  into  the 
Exchequer. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR,  in  re- 
gard to  the  first  point  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  wished  to  remind  him 
that  if  the  Board  had  office  expenses  in 
connection  with  Provisional  Orders  be- 
yond the  sums  paid  in  the  shape  of  fees 
to  counsel,  so  also  had  the  Department 
of  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland.  All  he 
contended  was,  that  if  the  Board  of 
Works  could  furnish  a  Provisional 
Order,  when  petitioned  for,  at  the  abso- 
lute expense  they  had  been  put  to  in 
connection  with  it,  the  same  course 
might  be  taken  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  similar  cases.  In  regard  to  the 
second  point,  he .  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  al- 
though, unquestionably,  they  had  now 
in  the  Board  of  Trade  Vote,  at  page  102, 
a  detailed  account  such  as  had  never 
been  supplied  before,  yet  it  was  not 
a  question  of  the  sum  of  money  abso- 
lutely paid  as  fees  which  had  been  intro- 
duced at  all.  The  sum  put  down  was  a 
good  round  sum  of  £2,200  for  the  Ee- 
oeivers,  and  another  sum  of  £800  for  the 
Coastguard.  He  understood  that  that 
was  not  a  varying  sum,  but  a  permanent 
charge.  Personally,  he  thought  that 
that  was  a  very  unsatisfactory,  and  even 
dangerous  way  of  giving  the  informa- 
tion. 

Mb.  RYLAND8  said,  he  was  very 
much  surprised  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  had  raised  that  debate.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  gone  at  considerable 
leugth  into  a  matter  of  account,  and  had 
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attacked  what  had  constantly  been 
pressed  upon  the  Government  by  Com- 
mittee of  Supply — namely,  that  in  mak- 
ing payments  they  should  set  forth  what 
the  payments  were  for,  and  if  they  had 
receipts  that  they  should  give  them  a 
statement.  He  believed  that  that  was 
the  best  course  of  checking  the  public 
expenditure.  It  was  the  course  adopted 
in  regard  to  many  other  accounts,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  universally  adopted. 
Certainly,  if  the  Government  constituted 
a  number  of  new  offices,  and  suddenly 
saddled  the  public  with  a  new  charge, 
there  would  be  ample  justification  for 
attacking  them;  but,  in  this  case,  the 
charges  complained  of  were  simply  fees 
that  were  payable  on  a  certain  transac- 
tion being  completed,  and  the  Committee 
had  before  them  not  the  fees  actually 
payable  in  the  course  of  the  year,  but 
an  estimate  of  them  g^ven  in  a  round 
sum.  He  should  like  to  have  some  in- 
formation from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
reference  to  one  of  these  items — ^namely, 
a  salary  of  £1,000,  advancing  to  £1,200, 
to  one  of  the  Assistant  Secretaries,  who 
also  received  £500  a-year  for  perform- 
ing the  work  of  auditor  in  connection 
with  the  Metropolis  Water  Act  of 
1871.    He  had  no  doubt  that  the  duties 

gerformed  were  highly  important,  and 
e  believed  there  was  a  charge  made 
upon  the  Metropolitan  Water  Companies 
to  provide  the  remuneration;  but  he 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
how  far  the  duties  this  gentleman  had  to 
perform  under  the  Metropolitan  Com- 
panies Water  Act  interfered  with  the 
duties  he  was  called  on  to  fulfil  as 
the  salaried  officer  of  a  Public  D^art- 
ment  ?  As  the  sum  paid  by  ^e  M!etro- 
politan  Water  Companies  was  large,  he 
presumed  that  the  work  rendered  was 
substantial ;  and  he  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  extra  work  was  done  during 
the  time  which  ought  to  be  devoted  to 
the  Public  Service  ?  He  hoped  to  hear 
some  explanation  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  chamberlain  said,  the  ar- 
rangement to  which  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Ry lands)  referred  was  undoubtedly 
an  anomalous  one ;  but  it  was  one  which 
had  been  in  existence  for  a  good  many 
years,  and  it  had  been  brought  before 
the  Committee  each  year  since  it  had 
been  entered  into.  He  could  not  go 
back  to  the  time  the  appointment  waa 
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first  made,  or  state  the  reasons  for  it, 
because  he  was  not  in  the  House  at  the 
time.  He  could  only  say,  in  regard  to 
the  way  in  which  it  worked  now,  that 
lie  believed  a  great  deal  of  the  work  was 
done  out  of  office  hours,  and  in  no  way 
interfered  with  the  work  done  for  the 
Crown.  Mr.  Stoneham,  who  performed 
the  two  duties,  was  a  very  valuable  offi- 
cer, and  fuUy  worth  the  whole  of  the 
sum  he  received  from  the  State  for  the 
work  rendered  to  the  Department. 

Vote  atfreed  to. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
moved  that  the  Chairman  report  Pro- 
ffress.  It  was  then  half-past  1  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  and  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  the  House  to  meet  again  at  2 
in  the  afternoon.  He  was  sure  that  the 
Gbvemment  would  not,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, desire  to  continue  the  Com- 
mittee 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  assented. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Sir  Walter  JB. 
BartUhtj) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow^ 
at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrotOf  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 


SUMMARY  PROCEDURE  (SCOTLAND) 

AMENDMENT  BHiL.— [Ziorrft.]— [Bill  216.] 

{The  Lord  Advocate') 

COMMITTBE. 

Bill  eonetdered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Application). 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Lasbn)  moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in 
page  2,  to  insert  at  the  end  of  the 
dause — 

"The  provisions  of  the  Summary  Jurisdic- 
tion Acts  shall  also  apply  to  prosecutions  under 
the  Tweed  Fisheries  -  Acts  :  Provided  always, 
That  it  shall  be  in  the  option  of  the  prosecutor 
to  proceed  either  under  the  forms  of  the  Tweed 
Fiaheriea  Acts,  or  under  the  forms  of  the  Sum- 
mary Jnrisdiction  Acts.*' 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Lord  Advocate, 
ftortlier  Amendment  made,  in  page  2, 
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line  21 ,  by  leaving  out  from  "  this  "  to 
"1864,"  and  inserting  **  the  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Acts." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Eegulation  of  expenses). 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  the  scale 
of  fees  allowed  by  one  of  the  clauses 
was  so  low  as,  perhaps,  to  amount  to  a 
discouragement  of  prosecution,  and  there- 
fore to  interfere  with  the  course  of  jus- 
tice. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laren)  explained,  that  when  the  Bill 
was  introduced  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
some  objections  were  made  to  the  scale 
of  fees,  and  a  slight  increase  was  made, 
and  since  then  he  had  not  heard  that 
any  complaint  was  made  that  the  fees 
were  too  low. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Eemaining  clauses  agreed  to,  with 
Amendments. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

WILD  BIRDS  PROTECTION  ACT,  1880, 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Lorrf#.]— [Bill  226.] 

(Jfr.  Courtney,) 

SECOND   BEADmO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  the  Bill  was 
intended  to  legalize  the  sale  of  certain 
birds  in  the  United  Kingdom,  which, 
notwithstanding  that  the  birds  had  been 
lawfully  killed  here  or  had  been  killed 
abroad,  could  not  now  be  sold  under  tho 
Act  of  last  year.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  agree  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
{^Mr,  Courtney,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

LUNACY  LAW  AMENDMENT  {re-eom, 

mitted)  BILL.— [Bill  192.] 

(Jfr.  DiUwyn,  Sir  George  Balfour,  Mr.  Btt^amin 

T.  Williams.) 

COMMITTEE. 

OBDEB  DISOHABQED.      BILL  WITHDBAWN. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  DILLWYN,  in  moving  that  the 
Order  be  discharged,  said,  he  believed 
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there  were  some  points  in  the  Bill  wliich 
the  Home  Oflfioe  did  not  oonnder  would 
work  satisfactorily.  He  therefore  begged 
to  move  Uiat  the  Order  be  dischar^. 
At  the  same  time,  as  the  Department 
had  expressed  a  general  approval  of  the 
measure,  he  hoped  that  at  the  earliest 
possible  date  the  matter  would  be  taken 
m  hand  bj  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged ;  Bill  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o*  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Friday,  29M  J^y,  1881. 


MIKTJTBB.]->Pi7BLtc  Bills— JVrW  Jteading— 
Leases  for  Schools  (Ireland)  •  (188) ;  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  •(187). 

Second  Heading — Public  Loans  (Ireland)  Remis- 
sion •(176). 

Committee  —  Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act 
(1877)  Amendment  •  (164). 

Committee— Iteport—VmYerfoM^^  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  (Stotutee)  •  (178)  ;  Turnpike  Acts 
Continuance  •  (170) ;  Patriotic  Fund^  (183) ; 
Customs  (Officers)  •  (168). 

Third  J^MifiMj^— Unirersities  (Scotland)  Regis- 
tration of  Parliamentary  Yoten,  &c.  •  (178) ; 
British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal)  •  (167) ; 
Pedlars  (Certificates)  •  (163) ;  Metallic  Mines 
^Gunpowder)  •  (169) ;  Seed  Supply  and  other 
Acts    (Ireland)    Amendment  •    (177),    and 


MINISTERS  STIPENDS,  &c.  (SCOTLAND). 
ADDBSSS  FOB  ▲  BBTT7BN. 

Thb  Eablof  MINTO,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  position  and  proepeots  of 
the  Question  of  reform  of  tne  Law  of 
Teinas  in  Sootland ;  also  to  more  for  a 

**  Return  for  each  oounty  in  Sootland  of  the 
name  of  every  parish  in  which  an  augmentation 
was  made  of  ministers  stipend  and  of  allowances 
for  communioti  elements  respeotiydy  during  the 
period  that  has  elapsed  since  the  20th  AUrch 
1876;  also  the  name  of  each  pariah  in  which 
there  are  unexhausted  teinds,  and  the  amount 
applioable  to  the  augmentation  of  ministers  sti- 
pends, 4bo.  in  eadk  such  pariah  (in  continuation 
of  former  Return,  No.  242,  1876,**) 

B^ttLmy Lords,  1  am  always  reluctant  to 
occupy  even  a  few  minutes  of  your  Lord- 
shiPi*  time  in  this  House ;  but  the  aban- 
i^t  DiUwyn 


donment  by  Her  Majesty's  Oovemmeni 
of  a  somewhat  important  Bill,  under  the 
pressure  of  strange  influences,  ought  not, 
I  think,  to  be  passed  over  quite  without 
notice.  I  shall  not  enter  upon  the  gene* 
ral  subject  of  Teind  Law,  and  beg  only 
to  mention  that  Teind  Law  constitutes  a 
;,  and  a  very  ugly  part  too,  of  the 
.nd  Laws  of  Sootland,  and  that  in  every 
transaction  relating  to  the  buying  or  sell- 
ing of  land  careful  investigations  require 
to  be  made,  sometimes  with  very  uncer^ 
tain  results,  relative  to  the  state  of  tiie 
teinds  on  the  property  concerned,  and  in 
the  parish  in  which  it  is  situated.  I 
must  also  mention  that  teinds,  in  the 
present  signification  of  Hie  words,  is 
something  very  different  from  titibes,  as 
formerly  understood.  In  point  of  fact, 
there  are  no  tithes  in  Scotland  now,  as 
they  were  commuted  into  a  rent-charge 
about  260  years  ago.  The  teinds  of 
Scotland  may  now  be  concisely  and  cor- 
rectly described  as  being  that  portion  of 
the  gross  rental  of  Scotland  which  is 
appropriated  to  the  payment  of  the  sti- 
pends of  parish  ministers,  or  is  liable 
at  a  future  time  to  be  so  appropriated. 
In  the  early  part  of  this  Session  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  introduced  a  Bill 
called  the  Teinds  (Scotland)  Bill,  which 
was  read  a  second  time  some  weeks  later 
without  opposition.  The  Bill  sought  to 
place  on  a  clear  and  intelligible  basis 
the  liabilities  of  landed  property  in  re- 
spect of  teinds.  It  sought  to  place  the 
relations  of  proprietors  on  the  one  hand 
and  parish  ministers  on  the  other — 
namely,  the  payers  and  receivers  of  sti- 
pends— upon  an  easy  and  amicable  foot- 
ing. It  souffht  to  put  an  end  to  the 
expenses  andlitigation  which  the  present 
law  promotes,  and  almost  necessitates. 
It  sought  to  effect  these  objects  by  the 
drawing  up  of  an  inventory  for  the  in- 
formation of  all  concerned,  as  an  autho- 
ritative exposition  of  the  state  of  teinds 
in  every  parish  of  Scotland.  The  Bill 
was  absolutely  and  carefully  unpolitical 
in  its  character,  and  was  totally  uncon- 
nected with  the  question  of  Establish- 
ment or  Disestablishment.  Ferhans  the 
best  exposition  of  the  purport  and  cha- 
racter of  the  measure  is  contained  in 
the  pointed  note  prefixed  to  the  Teinds 
(Sootland)  Bill,  which  I  shall,  therefore, 
read  to  the  House— 

**The  Bill  has  been  prepared  at  the  request 
of  a  number  of  landed  proprietors  represent- 
ing the   counties  of  Scotland.    Its  ooject  is 
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to  complete  the  valuation  of  the  tithes  of 
Sootland,  and  to  make  up  a  roll  of  tithes  in 
each  pariah  under  judicial  authority.  The 
want  of  such  a  roll  has  been  the  cause  of  a 
gpreat  amount  of  litigation  and  uncertainty  as 
to  the  extent  of  the  habilities  of  proprietors  of 
estates  to  the  Church.  The  BUI  does  not  provide 
for  commutation  of  tithes,  nor  does  it  increase 
or  lessen  the  liability. of  owners,  or  shift  the 
incidence  of  the  burden  of  the  tithes  in  any 
way.  It  is  purely  executive,  and  aims  only  at 
ascertaining  the  rights  and  liabilities  of  parties 
interested,  according  to  the  existing  law,  in  a 
more  summary  and  inexpensive  manner  than 
is  possible  under  the  existing  statutory  pro- 
cedure." 

Now,  I  venture  to  assert  that  the  only  two 
classes  of  men  who  are  directly  interested 
in  the  simplification  of  the  Teind  Laws 
were  yirtually  a^eed  in  supporting  the 
principle  of  this  Bill.  But  it  has  always 
Been  said  in  Scotland  that  there  is  one 
powerful  class — the  Legal  Profession — 
who  are  interested  in  maintaining  the 
present  system  in  consequence  of  the 
harvest  of  litigation  that  it  engenders. 
But,  in  point  of  fact,  the  most  zealous 
and  most  efficient  Teind  Law  reformers 
are  members  of  the  Legal  Profession  of 
all  grades — Judges,  Sheriffs,  agents,  soli- 
citors, are  all  of  one  mind  in  condemna- 
tion of  the  existing  law.  They  feel  it  as 
a  reproach  to  Scottish  law  that  so  bar- 
barous a  state  of  things,  and  so  ruinous 
to  their  clients,  shomd  be  suffered  to 
continue.  But  if  all  these  classes — 
heritors,  ministers,  and  lawyers — unite 
in  condemning  the  present  Law  of  Teinds, 
to  what  influence  is  the  obstruction  due 
which  has  proved  fatal  to  the  Bill  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  ?  The  answer  is  clear 
and  simple.  The  influence  which  has 
been  so  efficacious  was  a  purely  sectarian 
one.  The  word  has  been  passed  from 
high  sectarian  authority  that,  in  the 
interests  of  the  question  of  Disestablish- 
ment, all  legislation  for  the  reform  of 
the  Teind  Laws  must  be  opposed  at  all 
hazards.  The  worse  the  condition  of 
these  laws,  the  greater  will  be  the  un- 
popularity of  Church  institutions,  and  the 
greater  will  be  the  popularity  of  an  agi- 
totion  for  Disestablishment.  Expensive 
litigation,  and  plenty  of  it,  between 
heritors  and  ministers,  and  between 
heritors  inter  Be,  seems  to  be  the  aim 
and  prayer  of  the  enemies  of  the  Church. 
The  spirit  which  animates  the  opponents 
of  all  reform  in  the  Law  of  Teinds  may 
be  aeen  in  the  following  resolutions  of 
iha  United  Presbyterian  Synod,  agreed 
to  on  the  J  1th  July.    They  resolve — 


<'....  That  the  working  of  the  system  of 
the  Established  Church,  which  is  invariably 
wrong  in  principle,  ana  its  exactions  in  the 
matters  of  church  and  manse  rates,  augmenta- 
tions of  stipends  and  otherwise,  have  not  been 
more  offensive  or  injurious  for  a  generation  than 
they  are  at  present ;  and  that  disestablishment, 
and  nothing  short  of  it,  as  the  only  legislative 
redress  to  the  non-established  churches  and  great 
body  of  citizens,  and  the  sole  remedy  of  the  re« 
ligious  scandal,  ought  not  to  be  delayed  without 

urgent  cause That  they  have  learned  of 

the  withdrawal  of  this  objectionable  measure  (the 
Teinds  BUI)  on  the  4th  July.  That  they  have 
since  heard  with  astonishment  of  a  proposal 
of  the  Lord  Advocate  to  re-introduce|the  Bill  on 
an  early  day.  That  they  resolve,  in  the  event 
of  an  attempt  to  resuscitate  the  Bill,  to  take 
such  steps  as  they  see  cause  for  its  prevention, 
andfor  raising  the  whole  (question  of  disestabUah« 
ment  in  connection  with  it." 

I  think  it  is  desirable  that  these  things 
should  be  known  and  appreciated  as  re- 
gards the  past;  but  1,  for  my  part, 
would  have  passed  them  over  in  silence 
had  it  not  been  my  belief  that  the  same 
influences  which  have  prevailed  this  Ses- 
sion against  the  cause  of  reform  will 
operate  with  even  greater  force  in  future, 
as  the  time  of  a  General  Election  ap- 
proaches. I  conclude  by  moving  for  the 
Jttetums  of  which  I  have  given  Notice. 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE:  Mv 
Lords,  every  part  of  the  noble  EarlVi 
statement,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  goes, 
is  perfectly  and  entirely  accurate.  The 
Bill  introduced  into  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  dealing  with  the  subject  of 
teinds  is  a  useful  measure,  and  well  cal- 
culated to  effect  the  object  in  view.  Li 
the  discussion  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, so  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  suc- 
cessful attack  was  made  on  the  principle 
of  the  measure.  It  was  desired  ex- 
tremely by  the  landlords  and  clergy  of 
Scotland,  and  it  was  opposed  by  those 
who  are  very  zealous  for  the  immediate 
or  approximate  Disestablishment  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland.  The  Bill  was 
dropped  in  the  other  House  in  conse- 
quence of  pressure  of  Business,  and 
owing  to  the  opposition  it  received  from 
a  certain  section  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
There  is  no  chance  of  that  measure 
being  introduced  this  Session,  and  I  am 
not  able  to  make  any  promise  with  re- 
gard to  next  Session.  The  matter  is 
receiving  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  but  they  were  unable  to  state 
when  ,the  matter  could  be  dealt  with. 
There  is  no  objection  to  give  the  Return 
moved  for. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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Address  for — 

'<  Return  for  eack  county  in  Scotland  of  the 
name  of  every  parish  in  which  an  augmentation 
was  made  of  ministers  stipend  and  of  allowances 
for  communion  elements  respectively  during  the 
period  that  has  elapsed  since  the  20th  March 
1876;  alQO  the  name  of  each  parish  in  which 
there  are  unexhausted  teinds,  ana  the  amount  ap- 
plicable to  the  augmentation  of  ministers  stipend, 
sc.  in  each  such  parish  (in  continuation  of  former 
Ketum,  No.  242, 1876.'*— (TA^  Earl  of  Minto,) 

PALACE  OF  WESTMlNSTEBr-PUBUC 

IMPROVEMENTS    NEAR   ST. 

MARGARETS  CHURCH. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBYATIONS. 

LoBD  LAMINQTON,  in  rising  to  ask, 
Whether,  before  coming  to  any  deter- 
mination as  to  the  oomtemplated  im- 
provements near  Saint  Margaret's,  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  will  consider  how 
far  it  is  desirable  to  carry  out  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Buildings  of  1878  ?  said,  he  had 
put  this  Question  on  the  Paper,  because 
he  had  seen  in  the  public  journals  a 
statement  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intended  to  g^ve  the  not  very  large 
sum  of  £1,000  towards  the  improvement 
of  the  ground  near  St.  Margaret's 
Church,  Westminster.  The  Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works,  it  was  stated, 
would  give  another  £1,000,  and  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  appeal  to  the  pub- 
lic to  subscribe  the  other  £2,000  that 
would  be  required.  He  would  not  ask 
their  Lordships  to  express  an  opinion  as 
to  whether  this  was  a  very  dignified  mode 
of  proceeding  to  raise  £4,000  for  eflfecting 
improvements  near  the  Houses  of- Par- 
liament.  At  all  events,  the  circumstance 
of  the  Government  giving  £1,000  indi- 
cated that  they  took  an  interest  in  the 
improvement  of  the  ground  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament. 
When  he  brought  this  question  forward 
last  year  Her  Majesty's  Government 
said  they  were  involved  in  so  many  wars 
that  there  was  no  money  available  for 
any  improvement  of  the  Metropolis. 
But  DOW  it  was  stated  that  owing  to  the 
policy  of  the  Government  there  was  pro- 
found peace  in  Afghanistan  and  South 
Africa ;  and,  therefore,  he  took  the  pre- 
sent opportunity  of  asking  the  Govern- 
ment whether  they  meant  to  do  any- 
thing in  the  way  of  giving  effect  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  of 
1878.  In  the  opinion  of  that  Commit- 
tee, it  would  be  economical  to  borrow 
£1,600,000.    However,  he  would  leave 


that  part  of  the  Beport  alone,  and  would 
only  ask  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, intended  to  take  down  the 
houses  at  the  end  of  Parliament  Street  ? 
The  approach  to  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment was  now  a  disgrace  to  the  country. 
Moreover,  to  leave  it  in  its  present  state 
would  lead  to  increased  expenditure,  as 
the  Gbvemment  would  eventually  have 
to  pay  more  for  the  leases  of  the  houses. 
The  Government  could  very  well  afford 
to  spend  £200,000  in  buying  up  the 
builoings,  and  they  had  better  do  it  at 
once,  because,  in  consequence  of  the 
policy  which  the  Government  had 
adopted,  they  might  possibly  be  en- 
gaged in  a  new  Transvaal  War  by  this 
time  next  year.  The  improvement  of  a 
great  Metropolis  was  a  question  worthy 
of  the  consideration  of  statesmen.  The 
French,  after  paying  some  milliards  of 
francs  to  the  Germans,  voted,  in  one 
year,  £1,000,000  sterling  for  the  im- 

Srovement  of  Paris,  and  in  Spain,  the 
Government  had  lately  expended 
£2,000,000  in  the  improvement  of  the 
capital.  He  trusted  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  be  able  to  hold  out  a 
hope  that  effect  would  soon  be  given  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
of  1878. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  he  never  knew  a  time,  since  he  had 
anything  to  do  with  public  life,  when 
this  question  was  not  under  the  con- 
sideration of  statesmen.  It  was  under 
the  consideration  of  the  Government  of 
which  he  was  formerly  a  Member;  it 
was,  doubtless,  under  the  consideration 
of  the  late  Government;  and  it  was 
under  the  consideration  of  the  present 
Government.  Therefore,  as  far  as  the 
consideration  of  statesmen  was  oon- 
cemed,  his  noble  Friend  had  no  reason 
to  complain.  He  understood  his  noble 
Friend  to  argue  that,  as  they  were  now 
in  a  state  of  profound  peace,  and  were, 
consequently,  relieved  from  a  large  war 
expenditure,  this  would  be  the  proper 
time  to  spend  some  £2,000,000  on  pub- 
lic buildings.  He  could  assure  his 
noble  Friend  that  to  embark  in  the 
scheme  which  had  been  recommended 
would  be  to  ask  for  an  expenditure  that 
could  not  be  counted  by  hundreds  of 
thousands.  The  whole  matter  had  al- 
ways been  one  of  very  great  difficulty. 
Individually,  he  did  not  like  any  more 
than  his  noble  Friend  to  see  ^e  block 
of  houses  in  Parliament  Street ;  but,  on 
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the  other  hand,  there  were  a  variety  of 
matters  to  be  determined  before  they 
were  palled  down.  The  most  important 
part  of  the  whole  subject  was  the  con- 
renience  of  the  public  offices.  He  was 
afraid  lest  his  noble  Friend  should  be 
dissatisfied  with  the  only  answer  he  was 
able  to  give  him.  That  answer  was 
that  the  subject  was  really  under  the 
earnest  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  would  in  a  very  short  time, 
owing  to  the  pressure  from  the  War 
Office  and  the  Admiralty  for  further 
accommodation,  have  to  decide  what 
scheme  should  be  adopted  for  the  ex- 
tension of  those  Offices;  and  that,  of 
course,  would  involve  deciding  whether 
to  act  on  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  of  1878. 

WATER  SUPPLY  (METROPOLIS). 
QUESTION.       0B8EKVATI0NS. 

Thb  Bishop  of  LONDON,  in  rising 
to  present  a  Petition  from  the  Nationcd 
Health  Societv;  and  to  ask,  Whether 
any  measures  nave  been  taken,  or  are  in 
preparation,  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  impi-oving  the  water  supply  of 
the  Metropolis  ?  said,  that  this  question 
was  one  that  very  much  affected  the 
welfare  of  the  Metropolis,  and  the  Peti- 
tion which  he  had  presented  expressed 
dissatisfaction  at  the  continued  delay  in 
reference  to  legislation  upon  this  subject. 
The  injuries  to  health  arose,  in  a  great 
degree,  from  the  intermittent  supply  of 
water  over  a  great  part  of  the  Metro- 
polis, by  which  water  was  wasted,  spoiled 
by  storage  in  dirty  cisterns,  and  the 
basement  of  houses  soaked  and  made 
unhealthy ;  and  the  Petitioners  expressly 
drew  attention  to  the  excess  of  fires  and 
consequent  loss  of  life  being  a  proved 
excess  of  two-thirds  beyond  the  insurable 
rate  in  towns  where  there  was  a  constant 
supply  of  water.  He  sympathized  very 
much  with  the  Petitioners,  inasmuch  as, 
from  his  experience  as  a  London  clergy- 
man, he  believed  that  an  insufficient 
supply  of  water,  such  as  existed  in  many 
parts  of  London,  was  injurious  to  the 
deanliness,  and,  consequently,  to  the 
temperance,  the  morals,  and,  in  the  last 
resort,  the  religion  of  the  population. 
The  working  classes  living  in  the  West 
of  London  were  particularly  ill-supplied. 
Jn  QiB  East  of  London  a  continuous 
supply  of  water  was  much  more  com- 
mon than  it  was  at  the  West   End. 
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Their  Lordships  were  probably  not  aware 
of  what  the  habitations  of  the  labouring 
classes  were,  especially  in  the  Western 
part  of  London.  In  Westminster,  Soho, 
and  partially  St.  Pancras,  labouring 
men  and  their  families  inhabited,  for 
the  most  part,  single  rooms  in  houses 
of  considerable  size,  that  were  built 
at  the  end  of  the  17th  or  the  be- 
ginning of  the  18  th  century,  and  were 
originally  occupied  by  gentlemen;  and 
the  rent  was  about  5«.  for  each 
room.  He  had  visited  whole  streets 
of  such  houses,  going  from  house  to 
house,  and  his  experience  was  that 
water  was  only  supplied  to  them  for  an 
hour  or  half  an  hour  daily,  and  collected 
in  a  water  butt  in  the  basement,  from 
which  a  large  portion  of  it  escaped, 
rendering  the  underground  portion  of 
the  buildings  damp  and  unhealthy.  The 
families  living  in  the  different  flats  were 
obliged  to  carry  all  their  water  upstairs, 
and  when  a  woman  with  a  family  and  a 
baby  had  to  go  into  the  basement  and 
fetch  up  every  drop  of  water  that  was 
required,  they  might  be  sure  that  she 
would  do  witik  as  little  as  possible.  It 
was  distressing  to  see  how  a  family 
coming  up  from  the  country  gradually 
deteriorated  in  their  habits  of  cleanli- 
ness. Then,  it  was  hardly  necessary  to 
say,  a  dirty  room  was  but  a  poor  counter- 
balance to  the  temptations  of  the  public- 
house,  and  the  water  in  a  cistern  which 
might  not  have  been  cleaned  out  for 
years  was  not  a  very  inviting  draught. 
All  these  facts  were  well  known.  Com- 
mittee after  Committee  and  Commission 
after  Commission  had  sat  on  the  subject ; 
and  it  was  agreed  on  all  hands  that  the 
first  step  towards  an  improvement  in 
the  quality  and  in  the  distribution  of 
water  in  the  Metropolis  was  to  consoli- 
date the  various  agencies  of  supply.  It 
was  only  some  supreme  power  that  could 
effect  the  necessary  improvements  by  ob- 
taining water  from  better  sources,  and 
supplying  it  in  sufficient  quantities.  By 
giving  a  continuous  supply,  a  great 
waste  of  water  would  be  got  rid  of,  and 
this  should  lead  to  a  great  reduction  in 
the  cost  of  supply.  There  would  be  a 
great  saving  also  from  the  better  means 
of  extinguii^iing  fires.  No  doubt,  when 
negotiations  were  entered  into  with  the 
Water  Companies,  the  scheme  prepared 
by  the  late  Mr.  Smith  showed  that  a 
very  large  sum  of  money  would  be  re- 
quired for  the  purchase  of  the  existing 
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works,  and  the  Yestries  became  alarmed ; 
the  subject  was  reconsidered,  and  then 
it  was  aecided  against.  Though,  how- 
ever, the  cost  would  be  very  great,  it 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  longer 
the  scheme  was  deferred  the  greater 
would  be  the  cost  of  carrying  it  out.  In 
the  last  10  years  the  population  had 
increased  by  560,000  in  the  districts 
affected  by  the  Metropolitan  water  sup- 
ply. The  erection  of  houses  was  still  enor- 
mously increasing.  In  Hammersmith 
and  Fulham,  for  instance,  it  was  computed 
that  two  houses  were  completed  every 
day,  and  South  of  the  Thames  four  were 
completed  every  day.  According  to  the 
Begistrar  General,  the  chief  increase  in 
the  population  occurred  in  the  outer 
circle  of  the  town,  the  increase  in  that 
circumference  having  amounted  to  50 
per  cent,  while  in  the  inner  circle  it 
had  only  been  10  per  cent.  This  increase 
of  the  population,  of  course,  necessitated 
an  additional  supply  of  water  day  by  day, 
with  additional  machineiy,  mains,  pipes, 
cisterns,  &c.  Now,  the  new  works  under- 
taken by  the  Water  Companies  were  being 
erected  upon  exactly  the  same  principles 
as  those  prevailing  long  ago,  so  that  the 
defects  of  the  old  systems  were  being 
continued  upon  a  vast  scale.  When, 
therefore,  the  matter  should  be  taken  in 
hand  by  the  Gbvemment,  not  only  would 
the  cost  have  largely  increased,  but  all 
the  work  lately  done  by  the  Companies 
would  have  to  be  undertaken  de  novo. 
All  these  circumstances  pointed  to  the 
necessity  of  avoiding  further  delay.  It 
was  admitted  that  the  valuable  property 
of  the  Water  Companies  must  be  bought 
at  a  fair  price.  To  ascertain  what  price 
should  be  given  recourse  might  be  had 
to  arbitration.  This  initial  step,  he  might 
add,  could  be  taken  without  the  inter- 
vention of  an  Act  of  Parliament.  If  the 
Government  could  assure  the  House  that 
steps  had  been  taken,  or  were  about  to 
be  taken,  to  improve  the  water  supply 
of  the  Metropolis,  the  announcement 
would  be  received  with  very  great  thank- 
fulness and  satisfaction  by  the  large 
population  of  London,  who  were  suffer- 
ing through  the  present  arrangements 
of  our  water  supply  in  health,  comfort, 
and  morality. 

The  Eakl  of  DALH0U8IE  said,  he 
could  assure  the  right  rev.  Prelate  that 
the  Government  fully  recognized  the 
enormous  importance  of  this  question. 
It  had  been  the  intention  of  the  Go* 
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vemment  to  introduce  into  Parliament 
this  Session  a  Bill  dealing  with  the 
question  on  the  basis  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  sat  last 
year ;  but  the  state  of  Public  Business 
had  made  it  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  so.  Their  Lordships  would 
understand  that  in  dealing  with  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  in  which  large  pe- 
cuniary interests  were  involved,  it  would 
scarcely  be  prudent  to  proceed  unless 
with  some  reasonable  prospect  of  a  suc- 
cessful and  final  issue.  The  Govern- 
ment hoped  and  expected  to  deal  with 
the  matter  next  year. 

Eabl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  right  rev.  Prelate  that  delay 
was  most  undesirable,  and  was  of  opi- 
nion that  some  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  who  had  investigated 
the  subject  were  of  a  nature  to  cause 
delay,  should  the  Government  determine 
to  act  upon  them.  He  would  urge  the 
Government  to  proceed  with  this  matter, 
as  a  large  number  of  houses  were  con- 
stantly being  erected,  the  population 
growing  rapidly;  and  the  costs  resulting 
from  the  separate  and  independent  action 
of  the  Water  Companies  in  constructing 
mains  and  reservoirs  would  be  much 
larger  'than  if  the  works  were  done  by 
one  body  under  a  uniform  system.  He 
thought  that  the  Local  Gt>vemment 
Boara,  who  could  command  the  services 
of  thoroughly  competent  en^neers, 
miffht  advantageously  take  the  initiative, 
and  begin  at  once  to  prepare  for  legisla- 
tion. He  could  confirm  what  had  been 
said  as  to  the  unsatisfactory  water-butt 
and  cistern  arrangements  in  very  many 
houses  which  were  let  out  in  tenements, 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  whatever 
that  it  was  most  desirable  that  there 
should  be  a  constant  supply  of  water. 
By  various  Acts  of  Parliament  the  Com- 
panies, if  required,  were  bound  to  furnish 
a  constant  supply;  but,  owing  to  the 
want  of  unanimity  and  co-operation 
among  householders,  the  cases  were  very 
rare  where  a  constant  supply  was  ob- 
tained. The  question  was  one  of  the 
highest  importance,  both  as  regarded 
sanitary  matters,  fire,  and  intemperance, 
which  was  largely  increased  by  the  want 
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The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  said,  he  desired  to 
point  out  that  if  any  nuisance  existed  in 
consequence  of  a  short  supply  of  water^ 
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the  sanitary  authorities  of  the  district 
could  take  cognizance  of  it.  In  many 
cases  the  owners  of  houses  did  not  take 
proper  care  that  the  occupiers  obtained 
a  supply  of  water.  The  Companies  were 
bound  to  supply  water,  and  if  they  did 
not  the  sanitary  authorities  should  in- 
terfere and  compel  them  to  do  so.  The 
condition  of  the  cisterns  was  also  a  mat- 
ter for  the  sanitary  authorities,  and  did 
not  concern  the  Water  Companies,  who 
were  frequently  blamed  indiscriminately 
for  things  for  which  they  were  not  re- 
sponsible. 

TCfiKEY  — MIDHAT  PASHA  —  FULFIL- 
MENT OF  SENTENCE. 

QUESTION.      OBSEEVATIONS. 

Lord  STEATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL, in  rising  to  ask  the  Government, 
Whether  their  influence  at  Constanti- 
nople is  being  exercised  to  arrest  pro- 
ceedings in  the  case  of  Midhat  Pasha  ? 
said,  he  hoped  that  in  the  absence — 
which  he  regretted — of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
acme  Member  of  the  Government  would 
beable  to  give  an  answer  to  his  Question. 
No  doubt  all  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment knew  what  answer  to  give,  be- 
cause the  Prime  Minister  really  decided 
these  matters,  and  his  Colleagues  must 
be  in  possession  of  his  views.  The  fate 
of  Midhat  Pasha  was  a  question  in  which 
the  people  of  this  country  took  great  in- 
terest. There  was  no  doubt  that  he  had 
not  had  a  fair  trial,  and  obstacles  were 
put  in  the  way  of  his  defending  himself. 
There  was  little  doubt  that  Abdul  Aziz 
had  put  an  end  to  his  own  life ;  and  he 
thought  that  the  public  law  of  Europe, 
about  which  so  much  had  been  said  of 
late  years,  should  be  put  in  motioQ  on 
his  behajif .  It  might  be  said  that  public 
law  would  be  an  obstacle  to  exercising 
influence  to  arrest  proceedings  in  the 
case;  but  if  that  were  so,  public  law  had 
been  set  at  nought  by  every  Ambassador 
whom  the  Queen  had  employed  at  Con- 
stantinople recently. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  said, 
he  regretted  the  course  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  taken,  as  damaging  to  his 
consistency,  since  he  usually  respected 
the  Law  of  Nations ;  but  now  he  asked 
the  Government  to  do  something  which 
was  quite  contrary  to  it.  He  was  not 
only  asking  them  to  obtain  a  commuta- 
tion of  tiie  sentmce  passed  on  Midhat 


Pflisha,  but  to  arrest  proceedings.  A 
month  ago  the  noble  Lord  intimated  that 
the  Foreign  Secretary  had  not  the  con- 
trol of  the  Foreign  OflSce,  but  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had ;  and  the  Prime 
Minister  had  stated  in  ^*  another  place  " 
that  this  was  a  case  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  the  right  to  interfere. 
The  noble  Lord  should  have  been  satis- 
fied with  that  answer.  When  Midhat 
Pasha  was  Grand  Vizier  he  was  respon- 
sible for  what  was  going  on  at  Constan- 
tinople ;  and  after  the  time  that  Sultan 
Abdul  Aziz  Khan's  death  took  place  he 
did  not  institute  any  inquiry  into  any  of 
the  circumstances  that  had  surrounded 
it.  No  doubt,  it  was  unfortunate  that 
in  the  recent  trial  the  Ottoman  Govern- 
ment had  adopted  European  forms; 
and  it  would  have  been  better  if  the 
Turkish  Government  had  followed  their 
own  forms  of  trial  in  this  case.  How- 
ever, he  had  no  doubt  that  substantial 
justice  had  been  done  to  Midhat  Pasha. 
The  present  Question  was,  moreover, 
unnecessary,  because  the  sentence  had 
already  been  commuted,  and  Midhat 
Pasha  was  going  into  a  healthy  climate 
where  there  need  be  no  fear  on  account 
of  his  health.  Midhat  Pasha  was  a  good 
administrator  in  Bulgaria,  but  he  had 
been  too  much  praised  for  what  he  had 
done;  and,  on  the  whole,  he  was  an 
ignorant  rather  than  a  learned  man. 
However,  in  Midhat  Pasha's  present 
situation,  he  would  rather  not  make 
further  observations  upon  his  adminis- 
tration of  affairs.  There  was  no  ground 
for  any  alarm  in  regard  to  the  country 
to  which  he  was  banished. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBEELEY  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  his  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  was 
not  present  to  answer  the  Question  of  the 
noble  Lord.  As  to  the  actual  form  of  the 
Question,  he  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  that 
it  would  oe  an  extraordinary  interference 
on  the  part  of  one  Government  to  exor- 
cise its  influence  upon  another  in  order 
to  arrest  proceedings  which  the  latter 
had  thought  it  necessary  to  take  in  re- 
gard to  an  accusation  against  a  subject 
of  that  Government.  But  probably  his 
noble  Friend  desired  to  know  what  course 
had  been  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  the  whole  matter ;  and  what 
he  had  to  say  was  that  in  a  question  of 
so  much  delicacy,  involving  the  internal 
government  of  the  Porte,  and  touching 
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the  Saltan  himself,  Her  Majesty's  GK)* 
vemment  had  not  thought  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  exercise  any  direct  advice 
or  interference ;  but  feeling,  as  they  did, 
an  interest  in  this  matter,  they  had  been 
able,  through  Lord  Dufferin,  in  a  per- 
fectly private  and  unofficial  manner,  to 
express  their  wish  that  it  might  be  the 
pleasure  of  the  Sultan  to  deal  with  this 
matter  in  a  merciful  spirit.  He  was  not 
in  a  position  to  state  that  it  had  been 
officially  notified  that  the  sentence  passed 
upon  the  incriminated  Pashas  had  been 
commuted ;  but  he  had  good  reason  to 
believe  that  the  statement  in  the  news- 
papers alluded  to,  that  the  sentence  had 
been  commuted  to  banishment  to  Arabia, 
was  true. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  Eaul  of  KIMBERLEY  intimated 
that  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  was 
expected  from  the  other  House  in  a  few 
minutes. 

The  Maequess  of  SALISBURY :  If 
I  may  ask  a  question  about  a  Bill  which 
is  not  yet  before  the  House,  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  Bill  will  be 
printed  and  circulated  to-morrow.  It 
would  be  a  great  convenience. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
was  not  certain,  but  he  thought  it  might 
be  circulated  to-morrow  evening. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed  at  Eleven  o'clock. 

The  Lord  Thttelow — Chosen  Speaker 
in  the  absence  of  the  Lord  Ohancellor 
and  the  Lord  Conmiissioner. 

LAND   LAW  (IBELA.ND)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1*;  to  be 
printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next : 
(Tht  Lord  Frivy  Seal).     (No.  187.) 

LEASES  FOB  SCHOOLS  (iRELAlO))  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  facilitate  leases  of  land  for  the  erec- 
tion thereon  of  schools  and  buildings  for  the 
promotion  of  public  education  in  Ireland — Was 
presented  by  The  Lord  O'Hagan  ;  read  l«.  (No. 
188.) 

House  adjourned  at  Eleven  o*clock,  to 
Monday  next,  Eleven  o'clock. 


Th$Earlo/Zmberh^ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
FHday,  29th  July,  1881. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]— Sblbct  Comnrm — £ap0rt-^ 

Stationery  Office  (Controller's  Report)  {Ko. 

3561. 
Supply — considered  in   Committee — Citil    Szb- 

vicB  Estimates — Class    11. — Salartfw    axb 

Expenses  of  Citil  Departments — Comimt- 

tee  B.P. 

Reeolutione  [July  28]  reported. 
Public  Bills — See<md Reading— ^xipemmxiMXiaBk. 

(Poet  Office  and  Works)  •  [228]. 
C^mmt^^— Petroleum  (Hawking)  [222]  [Home 

counted  out]. 
Third  JUading—Jjeoid  Law  (Ireland)  [225],  and 

patted, 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MESSRS. 
CROTTY  AND  MARSH,  PRISONERS 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelaiid, 
Whether  Messrs.  Crottv  and  Marsh  are 
confined  in  Limerick  Gaol  on  suspicion 
of  haying  been  concerned  in  an  attack 
on  a  house  near  Tomgraney  (Clare)  on 
the  29th  of  May;  and,  if  so,  whether 
representations  have  reached  him  to  the 
effect  that  Messrs.  Crotty  and  Marsh 
assert  that  they  can  prove,  by  the  evi- 
dence of  policemen  and  others,  that  they 
were  at  a  considerable  distance  from 
Tomgraney,  on  their  way  toNenagh  Fair 
with  cattle,  when  the  house  in  question 
was  attacked? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
there  seemed  to  be  reasonable  ground 
for  the  suspicion  on  which  the  arrests 
were  made ;  the  evidence  that  had  heem, 
laid  before  him  confirmed  him  in  that 
view;  and  when  the  time  came  to  re- 
consider the  matter,  if  there  were  anj 
further  information  the  case  should  be 
inquired  into. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— IRREGULARITY 

IN  KILRU8H  WORKHOUSE, 

CO.  CLARE. 

Mb.  O'SHEA  asked  the  Chief  Seore- 
tar)r  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland^ 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  a  pauper  lunatic  in 
Kilrush  TClare)  Workhouse  has  been 
found  to  De  pregnant ;  and,  whether  aa 
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inquiry  has  been  made  into  the  case  by 
an  inspector  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is 
intended  to  publish  the  Inspector's  Be- 
port? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  fact 
mentioned  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  an  inquiry  had  been 
held  by  an  Inspector  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board ;  but  the  poor  woman 
was  so  imbecile  that  nothing  could  be 
made  of  her  statements.  The  nurse  in 
charge  of  the  ward  was  considered  to 
have  failed  in  attention  to  her  duties, 
and  she  had  been  discharged  by  the 
Local  Gbvemment  Board.  He  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  publish  the  Report 
of  the  Inspector,  the  substance  of  which 
had  been  communicated  to  the  local 
Ghiardians.  He  could  not  say  whether 
re{)orters  were  excluded  from  the  in- 
quiry. 


LAW  AND  POLICE— PRACTICE  OF 
CARRYING  FIREARMS. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  will  take  into 
consideration  the  question  of  dealing  by 
leg^ation  with  the  cases  of  burglars 
and  others  carrying  revolvers  or  other 
firearms  and  shooting  innocent  people, 
and  of  appropriately  punishing  such 
crimes  whetner  attended  or  unattended 
by  fatal  results  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Sir, 
I  answered  a  Question  similar  to  this 
earlier  in  the  Session.  I  learn  from  the 
police  that  the  practice  of  carrying  fire- 
arms is  not  very  frequent.  At  the  same 
time,  I  think  it  would  be  very  desirable 
to  provide  some  severer  punishment  for 
offences  committed  by  persons  carrjring 
them.  In  any  amendment  of  the  Cri- 
minal Law  it  would  be  well  to  introduce 
such  a  change.    

Sib  henry  TYLER  said,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment had  not  taken  any  notice  of 
the  last  part  of  the  Question,  with  re- 
gard to  appropriately  punishing  such 
crimes,  whether  unattended  or  attended 
by  fatal  results. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Sir, 
what  I  meant  to  say  was  that  slight 
o£fences  committed  by  men  carrying  fire- 
arms should  meet  with  severer  punish- 
ment than  crimes  committed  by  men 
who  do  not  carry  firearms. 


LAW  AND  JUSTICE— SUMMARY  JURIS- 
DICTION ACT,  1879— FINES  AND  COSTS. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  in  view  of  cases  like  that  of 
the  ** lark's  nest"  recently  before  him, 
and  other  instances  in  which  defendants 
are  being  sent  to  gaol  for  non-payment 
of  fines,  he  will  consider  the  propriety 
of  calling  the  attention  of  justices  of  the 
peace  to  the  power  given  to  them  by 
**The  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1879," 
to  afford  time  for  payment  by  instal- 
ments so  as  to  avoid  unnecessary  im- 
prisonment ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause 
an  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  scales  of 
costs  and  fees  in  use  at  petty  sessions 
throughout  the  Country,  with  a  view  to 
their  revision  and  reduction,  and  thus 
prevent  the  disproportion  of  costs  to  the 
fine  inflicted,  which  occurs  in  many 
cases? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Sir, 
I  doubt  whether  there  will  be  any  great 
advantage  in  calling  the  attention  of 
justices  to  the  provisions  of  the  Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction  Act — they  are  per- 
fectly well  acquainted  with  them ;  but  I 
agree  very  much  in  the  regret  that  the 
wise  provisions  introduced  into  the  Act 
by  my  Predecessor  are  not  carried  out 
so  beneficially  as  they  might  be  in 
many  cases.  In  many  cases,  as  every- 
body knows,  where  the  fine  is  under  6*. 
there  can  be  no  costs,  unless  the  justices 
specially  certify  them,  and  this  they  are 
too  frequently  in  the  habit  of  doing.  I 
have  pointed  out  to  them  that  tms  is 
not  what  is  intended  by  the  Act ;  it  was 
intended  that  only  in  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances should  costs  be  given.  The 
reply  I  receive  is — "  Oh,  but  we  impose 
a  small  fine  on  account  of  the  costs." 
In  my  opinion,  that  is  not  a  judicious 
proceeding ;  it  gives  to  the  public  an 
unfair  impression  of  what  has  really 
happened.  It  appears  that  a  person 
has  been  fined  only  U.,  when,  in  point 
of  fact,  he  has  had  to  pay  30^. ;  there- 
fore, I  much  desire  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  with  reference  to  costs  were 
more   fully  carried  out.     The   second 

Sart  of  the  Question  opens  up  a  very 
ifficult  matter.  I  have  very  often  much 
regretted  that  large  bills  of  costs  have 
attended  these  convictions,  especially  in 
the  case  of  poor  people;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  our  present  system 
is  that  these  costs  defray  the  expenses 
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of  the  administration  of  justice  to  a 
great  degree ;  and  if  jou  are  to  change 
the  system,  either  the  local  authorities 
must  undertake  to  pay  the  expenses 
which  are  now  paid  by  fines,  or  the 
Exchequer  must  bear  them,  and  both 
of  these  are  serious  ])ropo8itions. 

SiE  E.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  Sir, 
perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  say,  as  I 
had  the  honour  of  carrying  the  Bill  of 
1879,  that  I  agree  with  every  word  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question ; 
what  he  has  said  is  in  entire  accordance 
with  the  object  with  which  the  Act  was 
passed. 

ARMY— TUE  ORDNANCE  COMMITrEE. 

Mb.  LEAMY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  lias  any  objection 
to  state  the  number  of  guns  examined 
by  the  Ordnance  Committee  since  1st 
January  last ;  the  branch  of  the  public 
service  for  which  those  guns  were  in- 
tended ;  the  names  of  the  inventors ; 
and  if  any  of  the  guns  consisted  of  more 
than  one  chamber,  and,  if  so,  how 
many  ? 

Mu.  CHILDEKS  :  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  mistaken  in  supposing  either  that 
the  Ordnance  Committee  commenced  its 
duties  in  January  last,  or  that  it  is  its 
function  to  examine  guns  indiscrimi- 
nately. Its  work  began,  as  I  have  al- 
ready informed  the  House,  in  April,  and 
the  only  duty  of  the  Committee  is  to 
report  to  the  Secretary  of  State  on 
questions  of  ordnance  and  kindred  sub- 
jects especially  referred  to  them  by  him. 
The  most  important  question  so  referred 
to  them  is  that  of  the  muzzle  and  breech- 
loading  guns  of  the  greatest  calibres, 
from  43  tons  to  100  tons  weight;  but 
this  has  not  stood  in  the  way  of  some 
less  important  references,  and  about  14 
smaller  guns  have  been  brought  by  me 
to  their  notice.  I  see  no  reason  to  give 
the  House  further  details  now,  when  the 
Committee  has  been  at  work  for  so  short 
a  time ;  but  I  hope,  in  moving  the  next 
Army  Estimates,  to  afford  the  House 
useful  information  on  this  subject. 

PARLIAMENT— MR.  BRADLAUGU— 

THREATENED  MEETING  IN 

TRAFALGAR  SQUARE. 

Mb.  WARTON,  who  had  given  Notice 
of  a  Question  which  stood  on  the  Paper 
in  the  following  tannB : — 

Sir  ^ittimSarcouri 


"To  fuk  the  Secretarv  of  State  for  the  Home 
Dcimrlmrnt  wh(*ther  the  police  are  itill  nn- 
aequuintctl  with  tho  intention  that  Mr.  Bimd- 
laugli  has  circuliiiod  printed  notioee  convening 
a  nin88  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square,  to  be 
huMrn  at  ei^lit  o'clock  p.m.  on  Tuesday  neztf 
for  the  purpose  of  protenting  against  his  exda- 
Hion  from  this  lIuuBe  ?  '* 

Baid,  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Question  had  been  altered 
by  the  officials  of  the  Houae  in  such  a 
way  as  to  make  it  absolute  nonsense. 
The  Question  was  made  to  read  whether 
the  police  were  '*  still  unacquainted  with 
the  intention  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
circulated  in  printed  notices."  He  did 
not  ask  about  that ''  intention."  What 
he  asked  was  whether  the  police  were 
still  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  notices  had 
been  circulated  ? 

Sill  WILLIAM  HAECOUKT  :  Sir,  I 
attribute  the  alteration  of  the  Question 
to  a  misprint.  I  have  seen  the  handbill 
r(.*f erred  to,  and  it  does  not  appear  to  me 
to  propose  the  holding  of  a  meeting 
which  is  prohibited  by  the  words  of  the 
statute.  The  words  of  the  statute  are 
directed  to  Petitions  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  they  would  also  ex- 
tend to  any  tumultuous  assemblages 
with  the  object  of  interfering  with  Oie 
action  of  or  intimidating  the  House  of 
Commons.  This  meeting  and  these  hand- 
bills profess  no  intention  of  petitioning 
or  remonstrating  with  the  Mouse  cS 
Commons,  or  proceeding  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  We  have  been  furnished 
by  the  police  with  certain  instructions 
which  have  professedly  been  given  on 
this  matter  oy  the  conveners  of  the 
meeting  in  relation  to  the  conduct  of  the 
meeting.  They  express  a  desire  that 
perfect  order  may  be  maintained,  and 
distinctly  state  that  no  attempt  is  to  be 
made  to  go  from  Trafalgar  Square  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  That  being  bo, 
there  is  no  ground  on  which  I  can  have 
legal  authority  to  interfere  with  the 
meeting.  If  I  am  asked  whether  Tra- 
falgar Square  is  an  appropriate  or  a 
favourable  place  for  a  public  meeting, 
I  may  say,  very  positively,  I  do  not.  [Mr. 
E.  N.  Fowler:  Hear,  hear!]  The 
worthy  Alderman  opposite  and  tne  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Wartoii)  know  that  within  the  last  few 
years  frequent  meetings  have  been  held 
in  Trafalgar  Square — whether  they  at- 
tended them  or  not  I  cannot  say.  I  naw 
witnessed  some  of  them,  although  ihsj 
were  not  for  objects  with  vfhixii  I  ■pa- 
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oially  Bympathized.  Unfortunatelyy  there 
has  grown  up  a  habit  of  holding  meet- 
ings there  which  I  wish  was  terminated. 
I  need  hardly  say  that  every  precaution 
will  be  taken  to  prevent  interruption  to 
the  traffic,  and,  above  all,  to  restrain  any 
disturbance  or  any  interference  with  the 
access  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

ARMY  ORGAN IZATTON— REGIMENTAL 
COLOURS. 

8iB  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  has  yet  consulted  the  Military 
Authorities  about  the  continued  use  of 
"  Regimental  Colours,"  as  promised  by 
him  on  the  1 2th  August  last ;  and,  if  he 
can  give  to  the  House  his  opinion  on  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  eallant  Friend,  I  have  to  say 
that,  in  fulfilment  of  my  promise  given 
at  the  end  of  last  Session,  and  renewed 
in  February  last,  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  sent  to  all  general  officers  and 
colonels  commanding  battalions  in  the 
United  Kingdom  a  Circular  inviting  their 
opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  retaining 
one  or  both  of  the  regimental  colours, 
and,  should  they  be  retained,  as  to  the 
expediency  of  taking  them  with  the 
regiment  on  active  service.  To  this  Cir- 
cular 83  answers  have  been  received, 
and  after  carefully  weighing  them  the 
Duke  of  Cambridge  has  decided  upon, 
and  I  have  approved,  a  General  Oi^er, 
which  will  recite  that  in  consequence  of 
the  altered  formation  of  attack  and  the 
extended  range  Of  fire,  regimental  colours 
shall  not  in  future  be  taken  with  the 
battalions  on  active  service.  When, 
however,  a  battalion  goes  abroad  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  relief  they  will  accom- 
pany the  battalion,  but  be  left  with  the 
depot  which  has  to  be  formed  on  such 
occasions  if  the  regiment  goes  on  active 
service.  Except  in  this  respect  no  change 
will  be  made,  both  colours  being  re- 
tained as  affording  a  record  of  the  ser- 
▼icea  of  the  regiment,  and  furnishing  to 
the  young  soldier  a  history  of  its  gallant 
deeds.  At  reviews  and  occasions  of  cere- 
mony they  will  be  usually  taken  with 
the  battalion. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
that  in  consequence  of  the  answer  of  the 
ri^fai  hon.  Gentleman  he  would  not 
TCOoeed  with  the  Resolution  standing  in 
sis  name  witii  respect  to  this  subject. 


NAVY— THE    DISASTERS   TO    THE 
SHETLAND   FISHERMEN. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  any  material  assist- 
ance has  been  or  is  to  be  sent  to  the 
Shetland  Islands  by  the  Admiralty  for 
the  purpose  of  relieving  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  the  unprecedented  number 
of  fishermen  who  lost  their  lives  in  the 
gales  of  the  20th  and  21st  instant ;  and, 
whether  the  ''  Eagle  "  revenue  cutter  is 
a  sailing  or  steam  cruiser ;  and  is  the 
only  vessel  now  cruising  upon  that 
station  ? 

Mr.  LAING  asked  whether  he  might 
be  allowed  to  supplement  the  Question 
by  asking  whether  the  Qt)vemment  would 
consider  the  propriety  of  giving  assist- 
ance in  the  form  of  money  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  the  Ad- 
miralty has  not  sent  any  material  assist- 
ance to  the  families  of  the  fishermen 
who  lost  their  lives  in  such  a  melancholy 
manner.  It  appears  to  be  a  proper  case 
for  a  movement  on  the  part  of  the  gene- 
ral public,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  that 
that  is  the  opinion  of  some  very  influen- 
tial gentlemen.  The  A^a^le  is  a  sailing 
cruiser  of  118  tons.  She  was  on  the 
ground  at  the  time  of  the  sudden  gale, 
and  has  been  directed  to  cruise  to  the 
eastward  and  render  assistance  to  dis- 
abled boats. 

LAW  AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND) -THE 
MAGISTRACY— THE   HIGH    SHERIFF 
OF  COUNTY  LOUTH. 
Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  report  in  the  ''  Dundalk  Demo- 
crat" of  16th  July,  of  a  police  prosecu- 
tion for  assault  in  a  drunken  brawl  in 
the  town  of  Louth  on  July  17th,  in 
which  the  magistrates   considered   the 
case  met  by  a  5^.  fine,  whereupon  the 
County  Louth  High  Sheriff  is  reported 
to  have  said — 

'^He  was  high  sheriff  for  the  county  and 
responsible  for  the  peace  of  it.  He  was  jealous 
of  the  character  of  the  county,  and  did  not 
wish  it  to  be  proclaimed,  but  he  warned  those 
present  that  if  his  scn'ant  or  any  other  persons 
were  again  attacked,  ho  would  communicate 
with  the  Castle  and  have  the  county  at  once 
proclaimed.  He  did  not  say  he  made  those 
observations  on  account  of  this  case.  The  case 
just  decided  may  or  may  not  be  the  cause  of 
these  remarks,  but  he  again  warned  the  people 
for  their  own  sake  to  be  peaceable  and  not  to 
oblige  him  to  take  steps  and  have  the  county 
proclaimed ;  '* 
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if  the  report  is  substantially  "correct, 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  high  sheriffs 
can  have  counties  proclaimed  in  this 
way ;  if  not,  whether  he  can  reassure 
the  public  that  proclamations  are  not 
issued  without  due  consideration  and  on 
proper  representation ;  and,  whether  the 
Goyemment  will  take  any  notice  of  the 
high  sheriff's  language  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  seen  the  newspaper  referred  to. 
The  hon.  Member  had  rightly  quoted  the 
statement  reported  in  the  paper ;  but  he 
did  not  know  whether  it  was  a  correct 
report,  and  had  not  thought  it  necessary 
to  inquire.  He  could  only  say  that  he 
could  hardly  suppose  the  High  Sheriff 
spoke  of  proclaiming  the  county,  as  he 
certainly  must  have  known  he  had  no 
power  to  do  so. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MESSRS. 
FLOOD,  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  offence  for  which  the  Messrs. 
Flood  (since  released)  were  arrested  was 
on  suspicion  of  houghing  cattle ;  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  County  Grand  Jury 
have  since  assessed  damages  on  three 
townlands  for  the  injury  to  the  cattle; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  although  the 
Messrs.  Flood  live  in  Robertstown,  the 
adjacent  townland  to  those  on  which 
the  damages  were  levied,  the  Grand 
Jury,  whose  members  were  aware  that 
the  Floods  were  imprisoned  on  suspicion 
of  having  committed  the  outrage,  and 
with  all  the  information  and  evidence 
before  them,  did  not  levy  any  portion  of 
the  compensation  paid  for  the  cattle  on 
Robertstown,  the  townland  where  the 
Floods  reside ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
can  explain  this,  and  say  whether  any 
other  cattle  have  been  houghed  in  the 
district  except  those  for  which  the  Grand 
Jury  gave  the  compensation  above-men- 
tioned ;  and,  in  that  case,  to  whom  they 
belonged  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  men  named  had  been  arrested  on 
suspicion  of  maiming  cattle,  and  had 
been  since  discharged.  With  respect  to 
the  action  of  the  Grand  Jury,  he  could 
not  enter  into  a  discussion  on  a  matter 
over  which  he  had  no  power,  and  with 
which  he  had  no  concern.  No  cattle 
had  been  maimed  except  those  in  re- 

Mr,  Wealy 


spect  of  which  compensation  was  as* 
sessed. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  answered  his  Ques- 
tion. It  was  whether  the  Grand  Jury, 
knowing  all  the  facts,  did  not  levy  the 
damages  on  the  district  in  which  the 
Floods  resided,  but  in  the  adjoining 
townships  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he 
thought  he  had  given  an  answer  to  the 
Question.  It  was  true  the  Grand  Juiy 
had  assessed  the  damages  in  the  manner 
stated ;  but  he  could  not  say  what  the 
Grand  Jury  knew. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— RE. 
LIEF  FOR  FAMILIES  OF  PRISONERS 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenont  of  Lre« 
land,  If  he  will  give  directions  that  the 
families  of  persons  arrested  under  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act  should  receive 
outdoor  relief  if  in  indigent  circum- 
stances, and  if  a  majority  of  the  guar- 
dians are  in  favour  of  such  a  course 
being  pursued  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  issued 
an  Order  authorizing  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians in  Ireland  to  aSbrd  out-door  relief 
to  the  families  of  the  persons  referred  to. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  PRANCE 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Mb.  MONK  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  AflGairs,  Whe- 
ther any  further  communication  has  been 
received  from  the  French  Government 
as  to  the  proposed  new  Commercial 
Treaty  with  France  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
a  communication  was  received  from  the 
French  Government  on  the  subject  last 
Saturday,  and  a  further  communication 
to-day.  The  latest  Papers  wiU  be  con- 
sidered at  a  meeting  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission to  be  held  this  afternoon ;  but 
we  are  not  in  a  position  to  make  any 
statement  with  regard  to  the  present 
state  of  the  negotiations. 

Viscouirr  SANDON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
made  no  communication  to  the  com- 
mercial community  of  Great  Britain  re« 
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Bpecting  the  new  French  TariflF,  and  the 
negotiations  for  the  French  Treaty,  be- 
yond inviting  by  pnblic  advertisement 
the  evidence  before  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion of  any  parties  interested  in  the 
trades  affected  by  the  French  Tariff; 
and,  whether  he  will  give  the  altered 
Hetum  which  he  has  placed  on  the 
Paper,  namely,  a  Return  of  the  names 
of  all  places,  under  the  heading  of 
Counties  in  alphabetical  order,  from 
which  communications  have  been  ad- 
dressed either  to  the  Foreign  Office,  or 
the  Boyal  Commissioners  for  the  French 
Commercial  Treaty,  or  the  Board  of 
Trade,  on  the  subject  of  the  new  French 
Tariff,  and  of  the  proposals  of  France 
for  a  new  Commercial  Treaty ;  giving, 
under  the  heading  of  each  place,  in  order 
of  time,  the  names,  and,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, the  trades  or  occupations  of  the 
persons  by  whom  such  communications 
were  addressed,  as  well  as  the  Depart- 
ment to  which  they  were  sent ;  and 
stating  in  each  case  if  such  persons  are 
representatives  of  any  public  body. 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  or  Trade  Society; 
and  a  list  of  all  the  witnesses  (with  their 
trades,  occupation,  and  addresses,  so  far 
as  they  are  known,)  who  have  been 
examined  by  Eoyal  Commissioners  for 
the  French  Commercial  Treaty,  and  of 
the  Witnesses,  if  any,  who  offered  them- 
selves for  examination,  but  whose  evi- 
dence was  not  taken  ? 

Sib  GEARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir, 
oommonications  respecting  the  new 
French  Tariff,  forwarding  documents 
connected  with  it,  have  been  made  from 
time  to  time  to  Chambers  of  Commerce 
and  to  Commercial  Associations  which 
have  addressed  the  Foreign  Office  on  the 
subject.  On  the  25th  of  March,  when 
the  discussion  on  the  new  Tariff  in  the 
French  Parliament  was  approaching  its 
oondusion,  these  Chambers  and  Associa- 
tions were  informed,  confidentially,  of 
the  state  of  the  case,  and  asked  for  their 
observations  with  respect  to  it.  On  the 
8l8t  of  May  a  Circular  was  addressed  to 
all  the  Chambers  of  Commerce,  calling 
attention  to  the  appointment  of  the  Eoy^ 
Ckmunission,  and  stating  that  any  further 
statements  would  be  received,  and  that 
the  Boyal  Commissioners  would  confer 
with  any  delegate  who  might  be  ap- 
pointed. The  Eetum  in  question  will 
M  given  as  far  as  possible ;  but,  as  any 
communications,  which  have  been  made 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  have  been  passed 


on  by  that  Department  to  the  Foreign 
Office  or  the  Koyal  Commissioners,  it 
would  be  better  to  limit  it  to  communi- 
cations addressed  to  the  Foreign  Office 
or  Eoyal  Commission. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE  TRANSVAAL- 
MURDER  OF  CAPTAIN  ELLIOTT  AND 
MR.  MALCOLM. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  What 
steps  Her  Majesty's  Government  intend 
to  take  in  order  to  bring  to  justice  the 
murderers  of  Captain  Elliott  and  Mr. 
Malcolm,  the  persons  accused  of  these 
crimes  havine  just  been  acquitted  against 
the  weight  of  evidence ;  and  to  punish 
those  who  are  responsible  for  the  mas- 
sacre of  Colonel  Anstruther's  detachment 
at  Brunker's  Spruit  ? 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  of  what  was  being 
done  in  the  case  of  Dr.  Barber ;  but  it 
was  desirable  that  the  House  should  be 
made  acquainted  with  what  was  intended 
in  that  case. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  been  requested  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  reply  to  these  Questions. 
With  respect  to  the  inquiry  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  he  had  to  request  that 
Notice  should  be  given  of  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, it  was  placed  on  the  Paper  at  a  late 
hour  last  night,  and  he  had  not  since 
had  any  opportunity  of  seeing  Lord 
Kimberley,  or  of  reading  the  Papers  in 
the  Colonial  Office  on  the  subject.  He 
would,  therefore,  ask  that  any  part  of 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  not 
covered  by  his  answer,  might  be  re- 
newed at  another  time.  A  brief  telegram 
from  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  had  been 
received,  which  stated  that  with  regard 
to  the  inquiry  into  the  murder  of  Captain 
Elliott,  the  Chief  Justice  and  the  At- 
torney General  both  stated  that  the  jury 
was  a  respectable  one.  That  was  all  that 
the  telegram  said  with  regcurd  to  the 
justice  or  injustice  of  the  verdict.  As 
to  Mr.  Malcolm's  case,  Sir  Herctdes 
Eobinson  telegraphed  on  the  27th 
instant — 

"Persona  accused  of  Malcolm's  marder  ac- 
quitted. The  Chief  Justice  considers  that  the 
evidence  was  conflicting  on  many  material 
points.*' 

As  regards  the  massacre  of  Colonel  An- 
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Btruther's  detachment,  he  (Sir  Oharles 
W.  Dilke)  was  not  in  a  position  to  state 
whether  any  further  steps  were  contem- 
plated ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Gk>Temment 
had  not  received  any  information  which 
indicated  that  the  transactions  were  of 
such  an  exceptional  nature  as  to  bring 
them  within  the  definition  of  acts  con- 
trary to  civilized  warfare. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  in- 
quired whether,  when  fiill  Beports  were 
received  by  the  Government  in  reference 
to  the  cases,  they  would  be  presented  to 
the  House  ?  It  was  most  desirable  that 
hon.  Members  should  know  in  what  way 
the  investigation  had  been  conducted, 
and  what  was  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  such  Eeports  would  be  re- 
ceived; the  first  duty  of  the  Government 
would  then  be  to  consider  the  Beports 
very  carefully,  because  they  related  to 
matters  which  were  grave  in  themselves. 
He  did  not  know,  however,  that  any- 
thing had  happened  which  would  justify 
the  expression  of  any  opinion ;  and  he 
thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
agree  with  him  that  it  would  be  prema- 
ture to  give  any  pledge  with  respect  to 
the  production  of  the  Papers  until  they 
had  Deen  received  and  considered. 

Bib  HENET  TYLER  asked  whether 
any  information  would  be  given  as  re- 
gards the  massacre  at  Brunker's  Spruit? 

Sib  OHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  be  glad  to  answer  the  Question 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  give  Notice  of 
it;  and  he  repeated  that  the  Colonial 
Office  had  no  information  that  the  trans- 
actions referred  to  were  of  such  an  ex- 
ceptional nature  as  to  bring  them  within 
the  definition  of  acts  contrary  to  civilized 
warfare 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  hoped  that  information  in  regard  to 
the  murder  of  those  officers  would  be 
laid  before  Parliament  before  the  end  of 
the  present  Session ;  and,  further,  that 
the  House  would  also  be  informed  as  to 
the  steps  which  Government  intended  to 
take  in  reference  to  the  matter. 

AFGHANISTAN— DEFEAT  OF  THE 
AMEER'S  FORCES. 

Sm  HENRY  TYLER  (for  Mr. 
Onslow)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  At  what  distance  from  the 
scene  where  the  recent  engagement  be- 
tween the   Arair  of  Afghanistan  and 
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Ayoob  Khan  has  been  fought  is  there 
any  considerable  force  of  Anglo-Lidians, 
and  under  whose  command  ? 

The  Mabqubss  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me 
to  answer  this  Question.  I  had.  per- 
haps, better  state  all  that  it  is  at  pre- 
sent possible  to  state  with  regard  to  the 
circumstances  which  have  occurred  in 
Afghanistan .  The  only  official  telegram 
which  has  been  received,  and  which  has 
not  been  communicated  to  the  Press,  or 
read  to  the  House,  is  the  following,  re- 
ceived late  last  night : — 

"  From  Viceroy,  Simla,  July  28. 

"  Two  Sirdars  have  reaohed  Chaman  from 
scene  of  action,  which  lasted  from  8  to  11  a.m. 
They  say  the  Cabuli  regiments  fought  at  first, 
but,  after  action,  Ehanal>ad  regiment  went  over 
in  a  body  to  Ayoob.  The  other  three  dispersed 
and  fled.  They  heard  firing  in  Gandahar  direc- 
tion last  night  and  again  this  morning.  G^enend 
Ghalam  iSiidar  went  first  to  the  city  before 
starting  for  Cabul.  They  estimate  tiie  loss  at 
300  to  400  on  both  sides." 

With  reference  to  the  distance  from  the 
seat  of  action  of  the  force  of  Anglo- 
Indians,  I  may  say  that  the  head- 
quarters force,  under  the  command  of 
General  Hume,  is  at  Quetta  and  in  the 
neighbouring  districts  of  Pishin  and 
Sibi.  That  division  amounts  to  a  force 
of  between  5,000  and  6,000  men ;  but, 
up  to  the  present,  I  cannot  say  what  is 
the  exact  distribution  of  the  foroes.  The 
most  advanced  fort  which  has  been  occu- 
pied— I  am  not  certain  whether  it  is 
occupied  at  present  or  not,  but  I  think  it 
probably  is— is  Obaman,  about  85  miles 
from  Gandahar ;  and  Karez-i- Atta,  where 
the  recent  action  took  place,  is  situated 
about  25  miles  beyond  Candahar.  I 
have  received  a  private  telegram  from 
the  Viceroy  stating  that  he  had  directed 
General  Hume  to  concentrate  all  the 
troops  at  his  command,  if  necessary,  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Quetta,  so  as  to 
be  able  to  cope  with  any  fresh  disturb- 
ance that  may  arise  there. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  what 
meaning  he  wishes  the  House  to  draw 
from  the  expression  be  made  use  of  last 
night — ''A  considerable  Anglo -Indian 
force  is  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
action."  [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.] 
I  do  not  know  whether  these  axe  the 
Prime  Minister's  exact  words.  These 
were  the  words  that  fell  from  him,  as  re- 
ported in  Tk9  Tune$  of  tiue  mesning^  and 
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I  want  to  know  the  exact  meaning  to  be 
pat  upon  them  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  cannot  give 
any  meaning  to  the  words — I  never  used 
them.  I  certainly  did  not  say  that  there 
was  a  large  Anglo-Indian  force  in  the 
neighboorhood  where  the  action  took 
place.  What  I  said  was  ''  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  that  portion  of  Afghanistan 
— ^namely,  Candahar."  That  is  not 
where  the  action  took  place. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  to  state 
distinctly  what  impression  is  to  be  drawn 
from  the  expression  used  by  him  last 
night  with  regard  to  the  presence  of  a 
large  Anglo-Lidian  force  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  my  view,  the 
question  of  the  noble  Lord  has  been  an- 
swered by  the  telegram  just  read  by  the 
noble  Lord. 

CoLONBL  STANLEY  :  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Lord  a  question  with  reference  to 
the  answer  he  has  given?  He  stated 
that  the  troops  are  close  to  Quetta.  Are 
we  to  understand  that  in  consequence  of 
the  directions  given  to  General  Hume  to 
concentrate  the  forces  under  his  com- 
mand at  Quetta,  the  troops  are  to  be 
withdrawn  from  Pishin  and  Sibi  ? 

The  Marqubss  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  cannot  give  any  further  information 
than  I  have  received.  A  division,  as  I 
have  stated,  under  General  Hume's 
command,  numbering  between  5,000  and 
6,000  men,  is,  no  doubt,  at  present  in 
occupation  of  various  positions  in  the 
distnot.  If  General  Hume  considers  it 
necessaty  to  concentrate  the  whole  force 
at  Quetta,  it  would  involve  withdrawal 
from  Pishin  and  Sibi. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Would  the 
noble  Lord  make  inquiry  on  the  subject? 
Are  Pishin  and  Sibi  to  be  left  entirely  at 
the  mercy  of 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON : 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  finish 
his  question.     At  the  mercy  of  whom  ? 

Me,  E.  STANHOPE:  What  I  in- 
tended to  say  was  whether  they  were  to 
be  left  to  anarchy  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON : 
The  Viceroy  appears  to  have  considered 
that  any  excitement  in  the  district  which 
was  likely  to  follow  the  report  of  the 
victoiy  of  Ayoob  Khan  would  be  best 
met  by  the  concentration  of  the  forces 
under  General  Hume's  command.  It  is 
impoMible  for  me  to  state  at  this  moment 
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what  is  the  position  in  regard  to  Pishin. 
No  doubt,  General  Hume  will  take  the 
measures  which  he  considers  bestadapted 
for  preserving  the  tranquillity  of  the  dis- 
trict now  occupied  by  British  troops. 

SiE  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  any 
application  had  been  made  by  the  Ameer 
for  the  assistance  of  British  troops  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON : 
Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Sir  HENEY  TYLEE:  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Lord  a  Question,  of  which  I  gave 
Notice  at  the  commencement  of  the  Sit- 
ting, Whether  he  would  be  so  good  as  to 
inform  the  House  what  steps,  if  any. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intend  to 
take,  and  what  attitude  they  propose  to 
adopt,  with  reference  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  defeat  in  Afghanistan — 
that  is  to  say,  what  is  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  to  supporting 
Abdurrahman  after  his  defeat  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON : 
I  have  no  further  communication  to 
make  to  the  House.  No  doubt,  if  the 
Viceroy  considers  further  steps  necessary 
he  will  communicate  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  but  until  I  have  received 
further  information  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  it  is  not  proposed  to  take 
any  further  steps. 

Lord  ELCHO  :  I  should  like,  if  my 
noble  Friend  will  excuse  me,  to  trouble 
him  with  one  more  question.  It  is  with 
reference  to  a  possible  contingency,  and 
the  course  the  Government  will  take. 
Supposing  Ayoob  Khan  gets  possession 
of  Candahar  and  the  Khojak  Pass, 
which,  as  everbody  knows,  is  a  most 
important  pass,  will  the  Government 
allow  the  pass  to  be  occupied  by 
Ayoob  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON : 
I  really  think  it  would  be  unnecessarv, 
and  probably  inconvenient,  that  I  should 
answer  the  question. 

INDIA— PENSIONS  FOR  EMINENT  SER- 
VICES— SIR  FREDERICK  ROBERTS. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  year  1869,  an  Act  was  passed 
to  enable  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala  to 
receive  the  full  benefit  of  the  salary  of 
Member  of  Council  for  the  Presidency 
of  Bombay,  or  as  holding  any  other 
office  in  India,  notwithstanding  his  being 
in  receipt  of  an  annuity,  and  notwith- 
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Btaading  other  Acts  of  Parliament; 
if  lie  can  state  why  a  similiar  indul- 
gence was  not  extended  to  Sir  Frederick 
Koberts  in  respect  of  the  annuity  granted 
to  him  for  his  services  in  Afghanistan ; 
whether  a  sum  of  £2d,000  was  voted 
to  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  for  his  services 
in  Ashantee;  whether  the  annuities  con- 
ferred on  Lords  Keane,  Gough,  and 
Hardinffe,  and  Sir  H.  Havelock,  were 
charged  on  Imperial  Kevenues,  though 
j^ranted  for  Indian  services;  whether, 
m  commemoration  of  the  famous  exploit 
of  General  Boberts,  a  bronze  star  is  to 
be  or  has  been  given  to  those  who 
took  part  in  it;  whether  it  has  been  held 
that  we  cannot  clearly  define  as  an 
Indian  object  the  purpose  of  the  Af- 
ghan War,  and  that  in  consequence  a 
grant  has  been  made  from  Imperial 
funds  towards  the  expenses  of  that  war; 
and,  whether,  taking  into  consideration 
the  foregoing  precedents,  and  also  the 
admitte<uy  composite  character  of  the 
campaigns  in  which  Sir  F.  Boberts  took 
part.  Bier  Majesty's  Goverment  will  re- 
consider their  decision  as  to  the  £12,500 
awarded  to  Sir  F.  Boberts,  and  grant 
him  either  from  Indian  or  Imperial 
funds  a  pecuniary  reward  more  in  con- 
sonance with  such  precedents  ? 

The  Mabqxjess  op  HABTINGTON  : 
It  is  true.  Sir,  as  stated  in  the  Question, 
that  an  Act  was  passed  to  enable  Lord 
Napier  of  Magdala  to  receive  the  full 
benefit  of  his  salary  as  a  Member  of 
Oouncil,  notwithstanding  his  being  in 
receipt  of  an  annuity.  It  is  also  true 
that  £26,000  was  voted  to  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  for  his  services  in  Ashantee. 
It  is  farther  the  fact  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  held  that  the  Afghan 
War  cannot  be  considered  to  have  been 
undertaken  solely  for  Indian  purposes, 
and  that  it  was  just,  therefore,  to  make 
an  Imperial  contribution  towards  the 
expenses  of  the  war.  That  Imperial  con- 
tribution has  been  made  in  the  shape  of 
a  grant  of  £5,000,000.  It  has  never 
been  proposed  or  suggested  that  any 
further  contribution  should  be  made,  or 
any  division  of  the  detailed  expenditure 
of  the  war  should  be  made,  between 
the  Indian  and  Imperial  Governments. 
There  is,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  more 
reason  why  the  Imperial  Government 
should  undertake  a  share  of  die  pay- 
ment of  the  officers  than  why  they 
should  undertake  to  pay  the  commis-  I 
sariat  or  any  other  of  the  expenses  in- 
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t  volved.  The  hon.  Member  asks  why  a 
similar  Bill  was  not  introduced  in  the 
case  of  General  Boberts  as  in  the  case 
of  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala.  I  may  say, 
in  reply,  that  it  is  perfectly  certain  that 
such  a  Bill  could  not  have  passed  through 
this  House  without  considerable  oppo- 
sition and  delay.  The  circumstances 
would  have  been  in  that  respect  very 
different  from  those  in  which  Lord 
Napier's  Bill  was  passed ;  and  I  am  not 

Erepared  to  say,  even  if  I  could  have 
een  certain  that  the  Bill  would  pass 
without  any  opposition,  that  I  should 
have  been  prepared  to  introduce,  or 
that  the  Oouncil  of  India  would  have 
been  prepared  to  support  me  in  intro- 
ducing, a  Bill  in  conformity  with  that 
precedent.  All  I  can  say  in  answer  to 
the  general  question  is,  Uiat,  looking  to 
the  precedents  which  have  been  pub- 
lished in  the  Betum  recently  movea  for 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  it  appeared  to 
the  Government  that  the  services  of  Sir 
Donald  Stewart  and  Sir  Frederick 
Boberts  would  be  adequately  met,  in 
conformity  with  former  precedents,  by 
a  grant  of  £1,000  a-year  for  life,  and 
looking  to  the  exceptional  ciroumstanoes 
in  which  those  two  officers  were  placed 
by  their  being  at  the  time  in  high  office 
under  the  Indian  Gk>vemment,  and 
thereby  disqualified  for  an  immediate 
pension,  a  grant  of  £12,500  in  commu- 
tation of  the  annuity  was  an  adequate 
and  even  a  liberal  one. 

Sib  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF 
begged  to  point  out  that  the  noble 
Marquess  had  not  replied  to  that  por- 
tion of  his  Question  relating  to  the 
annuities  conferred  on  Lords  Keane, 
Gough,  and  Hardinge,  and  Sir  Henry 
Havelock. 

The  Makquess  op  HABTINGTON :  I 
believe  it  is  a  fact  that  the  annuities 
referred  to  were  charged  on  Imperial 
revenues.  I  have  not  made  any  in- 
quiry into  the  circumstances  in  which 
tnese  annuities  were  granted ;  but  I  do 
not  see  anything  to  induce  me  to  modify 
the  general  reply  I  have  just  given. 

BOARD  OF  WORKS  (IRELAND). 
Mb.  B.  POWEB  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, How  it  was  that  The  Times  Cor- 
respondent at  Dublin  had  been  able 
the  day  before  yesterday  to  furnish  that 
journal  with  the  substance  of  the  infor- 
mation contained  in  the  49th  Beport  of 
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the  Irish  Board  of  Works,  which  had 
only  reached  the  hands  of  hon.  Members 
this  morning ;  whether  he  was  aware  of 
the  means  bj  which  that  person  had  ob- 
tained a  copy  of  the  Report  in  question; 
and,  if  not,  what  course  he  intended  to 
take  to  prevent  public  documents  of  this 
character  from  being  prematurely  pub- 
lished? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  this  was  the  first  that  he  had  heard 
of  the  matter;  he  had  not  seen  the  state- 
ment in  The  Time*  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and,  therefore,  he  could 
give  no  explanation  of  the  matter.  The 
hon.  Member,  however,  must  be  aware 
that  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  was  not 
under  the  control  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment. His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  in- 
formed him  that  a  proof  of  the  Report 
in  question  had  been  in  the  Library  of 
the  House  of  Ck>mmons  for  some  time. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  LAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BHiL.— [Bill  226.] 
(Afr.  OladiUmtf  Mr.  Fonter^  Mr.  Bright,  Mr, 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr,  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland^ 

THnUD  BEADINQ. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time.'* — {Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  rose  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Motion,  that  the  Bill 
be  re-committed  in  the  terms  of  the 
Notice  which  he  had  given  with  regard 
to  Clause  35.  It  was  hardly  necessary 
that  he  shotdd  do  more  on  that  occasion 
than  shortly  state  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  asked  for  the  re-committal  of 
the  Bill.  He  took  that  course  because 
he  was  desirous  of  inserting  in  the 
dause  to  which  he  referred  a  provision 
to  the  effect — 

"  Provided  always,  That  in  case  at  any  time 
after  the  expiration  of  a  period  of  six  years 
from  the  passing  of  this  Act  a  Commission  shall 
have  been  issued  by  Her  Majesty  under  Her 
Boyal  Sign  Manual  to  ascertain  and  report  whe- 
ther the  business  of  the  Land  Commission  makes 
it  requisite  or  not  requisite  that,  after  the  ex- 
piration of  the  said  period  of  seven  years  from 
the  paasing  of  this  Act,  there  should  be,  in 
addition  to  the  Judicial  Commissioner,  one  oj 


two  other  Commisrionem ;  and,  in  case  that 
Commission  shall  report  that  the  business  of  the 
Land  Commission  makes  it  requisite  that  there 
should  be,  in  addition  to  the  .Judicial  Commis- 
sioner, one  or  two  other  Commissioners,  and 
that  such  other  Commissioner  or  Commissioners 
should  be  appointed  for  a  period  to  be  stated  by 
such  Commission,  Her  Majesty  may,  by  War- 
rant under  the  Royal  Sign  Manual,  from  time 
to  time  appoint  some  fit  person  or  fit  persons  to 
be  such  other  Commissioner  or  Commissioners 
to  hold  office  during  the  period  stated  in  such 
Report.  If  such  Commission  report  that  the 
business  of  the  Land  Commission  does  not  re.  . 
quire  that  there  should  be  any  Commissioner  in 
addition  to  the  Judicial  Commissioner,  then 
upon  the  expiration  of  the  said  period  of  seven 
years  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  all  the  juris- 
diction, powers,  privileges,  and  authority  by 
this  Act  conferred  upon  the  Land  Commission 
shall  thereafter  be  exercisable  and  enjoyable 
by  the  Judicial  Commissioner  alone." 

On  a  former  occasion  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  had  cour- 
teously accepted  the  principle  of  that  Pro- 
viso. Under  the  Bill,  as  it  now  stood, 
the  Commission  came  to  an  end  in  seven 
years,  and  only  the  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner retained  office,  wheveas  the  powers 
conferred  by  the  Bill  would  require  to 
be  administered  by  more  than  one  Com- 
missioner. Application,  consequently, 
would  have  to  be  made  to  Parliament 
to  wind  up  the  Commission,  or  to  trans- 
fer the  powers  to  the  one  Commissioner 
left,  or,  again,  to  appoint  other  Com- 
missioners at  the  end  of  seven  years  to 
carry  out  the  duties  under  the  Act.  Such 
a  state  of  things  would  lessen  the  weight 
that  would  be  attached  to  the  decisions 
of  the  Commission.  He  thought  there 
could  be  no  doubt,  after  the  discussions 
in  this  House  and  the  additions  made 
to  the  Bill,  that  that  Commission  would 
not  come  to  an  end  in  seven  years,  and 
that  important  interests  would  remain 
to  be  performed  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sion— duties  which  would  probably  re- 
quire the  attention — and  the  undivided 
attention — of  more  than  one  important 
officer.  He  ventured  to  think  that  in 
matters  of  this  kind  legislation  should 
not  be  enacted  more  often  than  was  ne- 
cessary. He  thought  that  if  legislation 
on  this  subject  was  not  again  rendered 
necessary  at  the  expiration  of  seven 
years,  the  duties  sought  to  be  imposed 
on  the  Boyal  Commission  would  be  dis- 
charged by  that  Commission  with  greater 
advantage  to  the  public,  with  greater 
security,  more  perfect  impartiality,  and 
more  satisfactory  results,  than  if,  at  the 
end  of  that  time,  they  had  to  resort  to 
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Parliament  to  determine  whether  there 
was  sufficient  work  for  one  or  two  Com- 
missioners besides  the  one  Judicial 
Oommissioner,  who  would  remain  under 
the  Act,  or  whether  it  should  be  per- 
formed by  one  Judicial  Commissioner 
alone.  His  object  in  asking  the  House 
to  accept  this  proposal  was  to  secure 
stability,  and  also  permanence,  for  the 
work  sought  to  be  accomplished ;  for  it 
was  highfy  desirable  that  there  should 
be  the  utmost  stability  in  all  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  Commission,  and  that  the 
decisions  of  the  Court  should  be  re- 
spected. It  appeared  to  him  that  if  the 
&>urt  came  to  an  end  within  seven 
years,  there  might  be  an  a^tation  in 
the  country  and  discussions  arise  in  Par- 
liament which  it  would  be  most  desir- 
able to  avoid,  and  therefore  it  was  that 
he  now  moved  the  re-committal  of  the 
Bill,  so  far  as  the  d5th  clause  was  con- 
cerned. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  words  "BiU  be"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*<  re-committed,  with  respect  to  Clause  36," — 
{Mr,  William  Emry  Smith,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  on  a 
former  day  the  Government,  perhaps 
unconsciously  influenced  by  a  desire  to 
reach  the  conclusion  of  the  Bill,  and  on 
that  account  having  satisfied  themselves 
with  a  less  minute  examination  of  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
than,  perhaps,  ought  to  have  been  made, 
expressed  themselves  favourable  to  a  pro- 
position of  this  kind ;  but  on  a  closer 
examination  of  the  matter  they  had 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  there  was 
a  flaw  or  defect  in  the  plan  which  would 
prevent  them  from  giving  their  assent 
to  it  as  it  stood.  The  machinery  of  the 
Boyal  Cbmmission  would  be  put  in 
deration  under  the  clause,  and  the 
Commission  might  report  in  favour  of 
the  prolongation  or  renewal  of  the  Amo- 
tions of  one  or  more  of  the  lay  Oommis- 
rioners.  In  that  case,  the  arrangements 
would  be  made  complete  without  any 
reference  to  Parliament ;  and  he  did  not 
know  of  any  reason  why  they  should 
withhold  their  assent  to  such  an  arrange- 
ment, or  why  they  did  not  make  pro- 
vision for  it.    But  there  was  another 

Mr.  jr.  S.  8m%th 


alternative  open.  It  was  that  there  would 
be  no  occasion  for  the  re-appointment  of 
either  one  or  two  lay  Commissioners,  and 
in  that  case  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  provided  that  the  business  of 
the  Land  Commission  should  be  handed 
over  entirely  to  the  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner. There  was  involved  in  that  pro- 
posal a  principle  of  great  importance, 
and  one  to  which  the  Government  would 
not  ask  Parliament  to  five  its  sanction 
— ^namely,  that  the  final  appeal  in  those 
cases  should  be  confided  to  the  single 
hands  of  the  Judicial  Commissioner.  But 
it  might  be  said — '*  Strike  out  that  por- 
tion of  the  proposal  and  retain  the  rest." 
If,  however,  they  were  to  do  that,  then 
the  proposal  became  entirely  incomplete, 
because  it  might  happen  that  after  hav- 
ing authoriz^  the  Government  to  put 
into  operation  the  rather  cumbrous  ma- 
chinery of  a  Boyal  Commission,  it  would 
still  be  necessary  to  make  application  to 
Parliament,  in  order  to  provide  some 
assistance  to  this  Commission  in  the 
exercise  of  its  important  jurisdiction. 
Well,  certainly  the  Government  could 
not  agree  to  a  proposal  for  additional 
machinery  at  a  distant  period,  unless  it 
were  a  complete  and  satisfactory  pro- 
posal. As  it  stood  it  would  be  unsatis- 
factory on  a  very  important  point,  and 
to  strike  out  part  of  it  would  make  it 
incomplete.  Therefore,  the  Government 
were  not  prepared  to  adopt  the  proposal 
on  either  view.  He  agreed  with  the 
observation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  Parliament  was,  and  probably  would 
continue  to  be,  amply  charged  with  Busi- 
ness, and  therefore  that  it  was  a  good 
thing  if  thev  could  dispose  at  once  of 
something  which  might  otherwise  remain 
and  occupy  time,  and  give  trouble  upon 
a  future  occasion.  He  could  not  say 
that  he  embraced  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  subject,  for  he  seemed  to  anticipate 
that  it  would  become  necessary,  pro- 
bably at  the  close  of  five  or  six  years 
from  this  time,  to  adjust  the  powers  of 
the  Commission.  That  certainly  would 
be  a  very  formidable  affair  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  would  renew  all  the  discus- 
sions on  the  matter.  The  Government 
did  not  take  that  view.  On  the  con- 
trary, having  faith  in  the  provisions  of 
their  Bill  and  in  the  good  sense  of  the 
people,  they  thought  that  as  a  matter 
of  business  the  question  would  be  dis- 
posed of  without  a  great  amount  of 
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trouble.  On  the  grounds  he  had  stated, 
the  Government  could  not  assent  to  the 
re-committal  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
the  Prime  Minister  stated  that,  in  the 
favourable  language  he  employed  a  few 
nights  ago,  he  was  influenced  uncon- 
sciously by  the  consideration  of  getting 
on  with  the  Bill.  He  was  afraid  the 
Government  had  been  unconsciously  in- 
fluenced by  a  good  many  considerations 
during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee. He  did  not  know  what  the  un- 
conscious influence  might  be  at  the  pre- 
sent moment;  but  he  must  say  the 
objections  raised  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's proposal  were  not  very  formi- 
dable, and  he  should  have  thought  that 
the  Government  might  still  have  consi- 
dered it  possible  to  adopt  the  sugges- 
tion, and  allow  this  question  to  be  at 
least  discussed.  They  would,  he  thought, 
act  wisely  to  go  into  Committee,  and  see 
whether  this  clause  would  be  adapted  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  case.  The  Prime 
Minister  admitted  that  it  would  be  highly 
desirable  at  the  expiration  of  seven  years 
to  renew  the  appointment  of  those  Com- 
missioners, and  that  the  clause  suggested 
would  meet  that  difficulty ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment were  now  going  to  make  it 
imperative  on  the  Government  of  the  day 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject.  The 
House,  he  thought,  must  be  aware  that 
when  a  Bill  was  brought  in  on  such  an 
interesting  and  important  subject  there 
was  a  tendency  on  the  part  of  t'ne  House 
to  enlarge  the  scope  of  the  discussion. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  course  pro- 
posed by  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
wiser  than  that  contemplated  by  the 
Government. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  did  not  think  it 
wise  to  occupy  time  now  in  an  endeavour 
to  save  the  time  of  the  House  seven 
years  hence,  because  it  weis  manifest 
that  if  the  labours  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion were  consummated,  no  Ministry  in 
power  seven  years  hence  would  have  the 
slightest  trouble  in  dealing  with  the 
question.  He  believed  before  three  years 
were  over  they  would  have  to  legislate 
on  this  question  of  a  Royal  Commission. 
The  business  of  settling  rents  would 
be  complete,  and  the  Commissioners 
would  have  nothing  to  do  but  to  carry 
on  the  process  of  purchasing  estates  from 
landlords  and  re-selling  them  to  tenants, 
and  it  would  probably  strike  Parliament 
that  it  was  unnecessary  to  keep  up  this 


large  machinery  for  doing  what  would 
become  a  very  small  matter.  Why  post- 
pone for  seven  years  what  probably  they 
should  be  bound  to  do  in  two  or  three 
years  ?  This  Commission  might  be  amal- 
gamated with  some  other  Commission 
before  seven  years  were  over.  He  hoped 
the  third  reading  of  the  measure  would 
be  fdlowed  to  be  proceeded  with. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL, 
who  had  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  the  following  Amendment : — 

**  That  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  as  origin- 
ally introduced  and  as  amended  in  Committee, 
is  the  result  of  a  revolutionary  agitation,  en- 
courages the  repudiation  of  contracts  and 
liabilities,  offends  against  individual  liberty,  is 
calculated  to  diminish  the  security  of  property, 
will  not  contribute  to  the  peace  or  prospezity 
of  Ireland,  and  tends  to  endanger  the  union 
between  that  Country  and  Great  Britain ;  " 

said,  he  was  sorry  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  not  taken  ttie 
course  which  was  usual  when  a  Motion 
did  not  meet  with  any  amount  of  sup- 
port — namely,  to  withdraw  it,  because 
in  that  case  he  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
could  have  moved  his  Amendment.  He 
could  congratulate  the  House  on  having 
at  last  escaped  from  the  discussion  of 
the  intricate  and  complicated  details  of 
the  Land  Bill,  and  on  being  in  a  position 
to  take  a  comprehensive  view  of  the 
measure  before  it  went  to  **  another 
place."  Having  watched  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  through  Committee  with  as 
much  care  and  attention  as  was  in  his 
power,  and  having  offered  no  remarks 
on  the  second  reading,  he  would  now 
ask  the  attention  of  the  House  while  he 
communicated  to  them  some  of  the  re- 
sults of  his  observations,  and  made  a  few 
valedictory  comments  on  the  measure. 
They  had  been  told  in  all  the  Radical 
newspapers,  and  as  far  as  he  could  make 
out  by  every  Radical  orator,  that  this 
Bill  was  the  greatest  measure  which 
was  ever  submitted  to  Parliament,  and 
that  its  contents  and  its  career  were  sub- 
jects of  legitimate  pride  and  delight  to 
the  Liberal  Party,  to  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment, and,  beyond  all,  to  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  did  not  think  he  was 
exactly  in  a  position  to  give  complete 

I'  assent  to  that.     He  might  with  confi- 
dence lay  it  down  that  before  any  mea- 
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Bare  could  be  said  to  be  a  subject  of 
legitimate  pride  to  those  officially  con- 
nected with  it,  it  must  fulfil  one  of  three 
conditions  —  it  must  be  the  original 
design  of  its  author,  represent  the  rati- 
fication of  a  great  principle  for  which 
its  author  had  long  and  constantly  con- 
tended, or,  in  default  of  these  two  con- 
ditions, it  must  be  the  sure  and  certain 
means  of  great  benefit  to  those  who 
would  be  affected  by  it.  He  would  just 
glance  at  the  Bill  from  those  three 
points  of  view.  Was  this  BiU  the  ori- 
ginal design  of  the  Government  ?  Was 
there  anything  in  it  from  beginning  to 
end  of  which  the  Government  could  be 
said  to  be  the  inventors  and  patentees  ? 
The  Government  would  be  doing  very 

geat  injustic  to  certain  parties  in  the 
ouse,  and  be  acting  in  an  unworthy 
manner,  if  they  made  such  a  claim. 
They  now  knew,  from  the  indiscreet 
revelations  of  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  that 
when  the  present  Government  succeeded 
to  Office  the  idea  of  an  Irish  Land  Bill 
had  never  entered  their  heads.  Either 
the  force  of  circumstances  or  their  own 
evil  destiny  compelled  them,  or  as  they 
thought  compelled  them,  to  deal  with 
the  Irish  Land  Question.  Searching 
about  for  a  programme,  which  they  were 
unable  to  draw  up  themselves,  they 
lifi;hted  upon  andadopted  the  programme 
of  the  Irish  Land  League,  and  they  de- 
termined to  enable  the  Irish  Land  League 
to  fulfil  its  promises  and  to  justify  its 
existence  to  the  Irish  people  by  con- 
ferringon  them  the  benefit  or  the  *'  three 
F's."  This  much  was  certain,  that  if  there 
had  been  no  Land  League  there  would 
have  been  no  Land  Bill ;  and  if  the 
Liberal  Government  had  not  adopted 
the  programme  of  the  Land  League,  the 
Land  League  would  not  have  allowed 
the  Government  to  pass  any  Bill  into 
law  at  all.  The  Irish  people  knew  per- 
fectly well  to  whom  they  might  ascribe 
that  Bill.  They  knew  that  its  author 
was  not  the  Prime  Minister,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian,  but  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oitv  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nellj.  At  every  public  meeting  in  Ire- 
land resolutions  were  passed  to  that 
effect.  At  no  meeting  in  Ireland  worthy 
the  name  of  a  public  meeting  had  any 
resolution  been  passed  giving  the  Go- 
vernment the  smallest  credit  for  the 
Bill.  He  must,  however,  notice  that 
one  unfortunate  individual  whom  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  let  out 
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of  prison  did  preside  at  a  meeting  in 
that  country,  and  passed  a  vote  of  thanks 
to  the  Chief  Secretary.  That  was  the 
only  public  meeting  held  in  Ireland 
at  which  the  merits  of  the  Government 
had  been  recognized.  And  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr  Healy) 
told  the  Prime  Minister  the  other  day 
that  the  Irish  people  owed  him  no  grati- 
tude for  this  measure — [Mr.  Healy  :  I 
did  not  say  anything  of  the  kind.] — when 
the  hon.  Member  said  that,  he  spoke 
the  mature  and  intelligent  conviction  of 
the  Irish  people.  He  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  could  not  help  thinking  that 
when  the  Prime  Minister  witnessed  the 
reception  of  his  Bill  in  Ireland,  and  the 
comments  which  were  there  made  upon 
it,  he  would  be  heard  sadly  to  say,  Ho9  ogo 
ver8%€ulo8  fecif  tulit  altir  honors.  He  did 
not  wish  to  dishearten  the  Government, 
nor  to  infuse  too  much  melancholy  into 
their  noble  minds.  There  was  one  mea- 
sure which,  no  doubt,  they  might  con- 
sole themselves  with  claiming  as  their 
own — he  alluded  to  their  Coercion  Bill. 
But  while  the  Prime  Minister  and  his  Col- 
leagues could  never  hope  to  have  their 
names  coupled  in  Ireland  with  that  Land 
Bill,  they  would  be  eternally  identified 
with  the  suspension  of  liberty  and  Consti- 
tutional rights.  When  the  Bill  was  first 
brought  in  by  the  Prime  Minister  it 
embodied,  in  a  more  or  less  imperfect 
form,  the  doctrine  of  the  **  three  F's," 
which  was  the  programme  of  the  Land 
League  and  its  iino  qud  non.  The  Se- 
presentatives  of  the  Land  League  in 
the  House  on  that  occasion,  and  on  the 
second  reading,  expressed  great  dis- 
satisfaction with  the  Bill  on  three  chief 
points.  They  denounced  the  Emigration 
Clause,  they  blamed  the  Bill  because  it 
contained  no  provision  with  respect  to 
existing  leases,  and  they  also  found 
fault  with  it  because  it  did  not  make 
any  arrangement  with  regard  to  arrears 
of  rent.  What  had  happened  ?  TheEmi- 

f ration  Clause  had  been  struck  out. 
**  No  !  "]  The  hon.  Member  was 
severely  accurate.  It  had  not  been 
struck  out,  but  it  had  been  reduced 
to  an  absolute  nullity — a  perfect  farce ; 
and  it  was  impossible  that  emigration 
could  take  place  worthy  the  name  of 
emigration  under  that  clause.  On  the 
other  two  points  the  Prime  Minister 
had  more  than  met  the  Irish  view.  He 
did  not  expect  him  to  admit  it;  that 
would  spoil  the  game ;  but  he  had  no 
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hedtation  in  saying  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  gone  bejond  their  highest 
hopes,  because,  after  that  Bill  became 
law,  every  lease  in  Ireland  would  be 
promptly  reviewed  by  a  Court  of  Jus- 
tice in  that  country,  and,  if  necessary, 
quashed.  Further,  all  tenants  in  Ire- 
land who  at  the  present  moment  were 
enjoying  fair  and  reasonable  leases 
would,  at  the  termination  of  those  leases, 
though  it  might  be  60  years  hence,  be 

nm  in  the  same  position  as  if  they 
never  had  a  fair  and  reasonable 
lease  at  all.  And  with  respect  to  arrears 
of  rent,  tenants  up  to  a  certain  figure 
who  had  been  wise  enough  to  refuse  to 
pay  their  rents  were  to  have  them 
liquidated  by  the  taxpayers  of  Great 
Britain,  and  those  who  had  been  foolish 
enough  to  pay  their  rents  were  left  to 
corse  their  stupidity  and  to  vow  that 
they  would  never  be  so  caught  aeain. 
He  said,  then,  let  him  who  deserved  the 
laurel  wear  it.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to 
offer  his  congratulations  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Oork  on  the 
magnificent  results  which  hejiad  achieved, 
although  supported  by  only  a  small 
fraction  of  the  House.  He  wished  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  communicate  to 
him  the  secret  of  his  success,  and  he  would 
further  remind  him  of  the  views  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  sketched  with 
respect  to  town  property  and  absentee 
landlords.  With  that  viita  of  splendid 
possibilities  before  him,  he  coiud  con- 
gratulate the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  on  the  extended  field  of  use- 
fulness which  remained  for  him  as 
long  as  the  Prime  Minister  continued 
in  Office.  All  the  merit  which  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  could  claim  in  the  matter  was 
that  by  their  Disturbance  Bill  of  last 
year,  and  the  violent  language  which 
the  latter  had  used  against  the  House 
of  Lords,  they  had  ^ven  the  signal 
which  had  invited  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  and  Mr.  Michael  Davitt 
to  commence  their  winter  crusade.  Could 
the  Government,  then,  make  out  that 
that  Bill  affirmed  or  sanctioned  the  prin- 
ciples for  which  they  had  lone  con- 
tended? In  the  speeches  which  the 
Prime  Minister  delivered  in- 1870,  ho 
elaborately  and  painfully  argued  against 
and  controverted  every  leading  provi- 
sion in  the  present  Bill.  To  destroy  the 
theory  of  the  *nhree  F's,"  to  cut  the 
j^round  from  under  the  feet  of  its  advo 


cates,  was  then  the  right  hon.  (Gentle- 
man's great  object,  which  it  must  be 
admitted  he  attained  as  completely  as 
any  man  ever  attained  any  object  in  Par- 
liament before.  From  the  year  1870  to 
the  year  1880  the  Prime  Minister  and 
his  leading  Colleagues  sustained  the 
battle  against  the  ''three  F's"  and 
against  the  Bill  of  Mr.  Butt,  which  em- 
bodied the  "  three  F's ; "  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
and  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
rose  to  heights  of  Parliamentary  elo- 
quence and  argument  on  that  subject  as 
high  as  it  was  possible  for  those  two  indi- 
viduals to  reach.  They  were  invariably 
supported  by  the  whole  of  their  Col- 
leagues, and  by  a  united  Liberal  Party. 
Moreover,  in  all  the  great  speeches 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister  before  the 
late  Election,  and  which  must  be  deemed 
to  have  exercised  a  controlling  power 
over  the  issues  of  that  Election,  they 
found  no  shadow  of  a  trace  that  the  ius- 
tice  of  the  **  three  F's  "  had  dawned  on 
his  mind.  If  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Colleagues  were  to  abandon  the 
principles  of  Free  Trade  and  raise  the 
flag  of  Protection,  they  could  not  un- 
dergo a  greater  or  more  sudden  and 
startling  conversion  than  they  had  im- 
dergone  in  regard  to  the  Land  Question 
in  Ireland.  During  the  whole  course 
of  the  recent  protracted  debate,  neither 
the  Prime  Minister  nor  his  Colleagues 
had  attempted  to  disguise  that  conver- 
sion or  to  escape  from  the  embarrass- 
ment of  their  former  declarations.  It 
was  a  melancholy  fact,  which  must  fill 
anyone  who  reflected  on  these  matters 
with  gloomy  forbodinge.  Recollecting, 
as  he  did,  the  great  political  apostacies 
which  had  surprised  and  shocked  even 
his  contemporaries,  he  was  tempted  to 
ask  in  despair  whether  it  was  to  be  the 
inevitable  lot  of  public  men  to  be  com- 
pelled at  interval,  and  at  short  inter- 
vals, to  repudiate  in  a  humiliating 
manner  the  creeds  by  which  they  had 
formerly  sworn  to  abide.  Would  the 
Bill  produce  any  benefit  to  Ireland  com- 
mensurate in  any  way  with  the  time  and 
labour  Parliament  had  devoted  to  it? 
No  doubt,  it  was  a  wise  maxim  not  to 
prophesy  unless  you  knew,  and  he  did 
not  intend  to  depart  from  it.  ['*  Oh ! "] 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton 
(Mr.  Dodds),  would  not  interrupt  him, 
although  he  knew  it  would  be  a  great 
demand  to  make  on  that  hon.  Member. 
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The  Bill  was  the  result  of  affitation. 
That  was  not  of  itself  against  the  Bill ; 
bat  what  an  agitation  it  had  been ! 
It  had  been  an  agitation  to  transfer 
property  by  force  from  one  class  to 
another ;  to  bring  the  landlords  on  their 
knees,  by  fair  means  or  by  foul,  had 
long  been  the  undisguised  object  of 
the  Land  League.  The  agitation  had 
been  furthered  by  speeches  of  a  kind 
rarely  made  before,  even  in  the  his- 
tory of  Lreland,  and  that  agitation 
had  reduced  the  Government  of  Ireland 
to  impotence,  an  impotence  in  which 
they  were  still  grovelling.  It  had  been 
accompanied  by  incidents  of  a  kind  per- 
manently to  disgrace  our  boasted  civili- 
zation. It  had  been  assisted,  whether 
intentionally  or  not  he  would  not  say, 
by  crimes  of  a  frightful  nature  against 
men,  women,  dumb  animals,  and  property. 
It  had  enabled  terrorism,  such  as  Ire- 
land had  been  mercifully  nreserved  from 
for  generations,  to  stalic  unhindered 
through  the  land.  It  had  been  acknow 
lodged  by  more  than  one  Irish  speaker 
that  it  had  reduced  society  in  Ireland  to 
chaos,  that  it  had  put  an  end  to  mutuul 
trust  between  individuals,  and  that  it 
had  stifled  for  a  time  the  feelings  of 
kindness,  charity,  and  inter-dependence 
which  ought  to  exist  between  man  and 
man  in  a  well-governed  State.  That 
was  a  terrible  parent  for  a  message  of 
peace ;  and,  looking  at  the  matter  in  the 
most  superficial  way,  he  doubted  whe- 
ther anyone  would  place  much  confi- 
dence in  the  child  of  such  a  father. 
What,  after  all,  was  the  principle  estab- 
lished by  this  Bill?  It  was  not  the 
adjustment  of  rents,  nor  the  perpetuity 
of  tenure,  but  it  was  simply  that  agita- 
tion, be  it  audacious  ana  unscrupmous 
enough,  constant,  and  pertinacious,  wotdd 
suffice  for  the  destruction  of  almost  any 
of  the  institutions  of  this  country.  Par- 
liament, acting  on  the  advice  of  the 
Government,  and  following  their  lead, 
had  invited  the  Irish  tenant  farmers  to 
endeavour  to  set  aside  contracts  which, 
for  all  we  knew,  were  fair  and  reason- 
able. Parliament  had  consented  to 
liquidate  the  liabilities  of  these  men, 
some  of  whom  we  knew  were  perfectly 
able  to  discharge  them,  and  who  had 
merely  taken  advantage  of  the  prevail- 
ing oisorder  to  fly  in  the  face  of 
honesty.  They  had  deprived  the  few 
for  the  benefit  of  the  many  of  privileges 
-and  property  which  could  be  easily  ap- 
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predated,  and  they  had,  at  the  same 
time,  denied  the  claim  of  the  smaller  to 
compensation.    They  were  withdrawing 
and  alienating  from  Ireland  those  who 
were  devoted  to  our  rule,  and  who,  more- 
over, were  the  only  channels  through 
which  a  higher  civilization,  a  more  ad- 
vanced prosperity,  and  a  nobler  morality 
could  descend  upon  the  masses  of  the 
Irish  nation.    A  profound  thinker,  for 
whom  the  Prime  Minister  had  great 
respect,  Sir  George  0.  Lewis,  many  years 
ago  wrote  a  passage  which  confirmed 
this  view.     He  said  that  in  Ireland  im- 
provement and  civilization  must  descend 
from  above ;  they  would  not  rise  spon- 
taneously from  the  inward  workings  of 
the  community.    And  what  were  the 
objects  of  this  Bill  ?    They  were  two*- 
one  of  a  temporary,  and  the  other  of  a 
permanent  character.    To  buy  out  the 
Irish  landlord  was  the  great  object  of 
the  Bill.    They  had  been  told  on  autho- 
rity that  the  first  part  of  the  Bill,  com- 
plicated as  it  was,  was  only  a  modm 
Vivendi,  to  last  until  the  desirable  result 
of  buying  him  out  should  be  accom- 
plished.   The  other  day  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  he  hoped  in  six  years'  time  to 
have  bought  out  £10,000,000  worth  of 
Irish  lancQords.     [Mr.  Guldstokb  :  No- 
thing of  the  sort.]  Notwithstanding  that 
contradiction,  he  adhered  to  the  state- 
ment ;  but  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  was 
a  very  low  and  modest  estimate  to  make. 
Unless  Ihe  circumstances  of  Ireland  were 
greatly  altered,  and  if  the  Land  League 
were  permitted  to  control  the  destinies  of 
Ireland.it  would  not  be  £10, 000, 000,  but 
it  would  be  £40,000,000  or  £50,000,000 
worth  of  landlords  who  would  have  to 
be  bought  out.    Surely,  no  State  ever 
before  took  upon  itself  such  a  curious 
task.     Who  were  the  Irish  landlords  ? 
They  had  lately  been  designated  as  the 
English  garrison.    He  quite  admitted 
that  the  times  were  not  ripe  for  English 
garrisons.      The  Irish  landlords  were 
those  who,  for  many  generations,   in 
spite  of  the  ereatest  trials,  had  man- 
fully upheld  the  Union  in  the  midst  of 
a  population  for  the  most  part  hostile  to 
it.     For  the  State  to  spend  its  substance 
in  buying  out  its  friends  in  order  to  de- 
liver over  Ireland  into  the  grasp  of  its 
enemies  was  surely  an  act  of  folly  of 
which  it  might  have  been  thought  not 
even  a  Badi^  Government  couM  have 
been  capable.    If  we  recognized   the 
uses  of  a  land-owning  daaa  in  a  country. 
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should  we  take  steps  to  preserve  them, 
or  kill  them  by  inches  and  cruelly  drive 
them  out?  The  Prime  Minister  ad- 
mitted that  in  1 870  he  made  an  enor- 
mous confiscation  of  the  property  of 
Irish  landlords;  but  in  1881  he  had 
Rone  further  and  deprived  the  Irish 
landlords  of  every  right  and  every  pri- 
vilege appertaining  to  the  ownership  of 
land,  except  the  right  of  collecting  rent. 
Nothing  eUe  was  left  to  the  landlord  if 
this  Bill  passed.  And  what  security 
could  be  given  that  the  liability  would 
be  discharged  by  Irish  tenants?  He 
assumed  that  the  Commission  would  be 
independent  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, and  that  it  would  be  a  Court  of 
Justice.  Suppose  it  found  the  great 
majority  of  rents  were  fair  rents  in  the 
sense  of  the  Bill,  and  imposed  these 
rents  for  a  term  of  years  on  the  tenants, 
what  guarantee  could  be  ofiPered  that 
the  decisions  of  the  Court  would  be 
obeyed?  If  they  were  not  obeyed, 
would  they  be  enforced?  What  sign 
was  there  of  returning  peace  and  order 
in  Ireland  now  that  the  Bill  was  all 
but  law?  Had  not  Crown  counsel 
recently  demanded  the  adjournment  of 
Assizes  and  the  postponement  of  trial 
on  the  ground  that  the  trial  was  an 
abortive  mockery  ?  He  unhesitatingly 
said  that  there  was  no  precedence  for 
such  an  Act  in  the  whole  history  of  the 
Irish  Qt>vemment.  Did  they  dream  that 
the  addition  of  the  Boyal  Assent  to  the 
sanction  already  given  by  Parliament  to 
the  measure  would  bestow  upon  it  a 
Divine  energy,  which  at  present  it  did 
not  possess  ?  He  further  asked,  had  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  any  guarantee  that 
theLegicdature  had  now  taken  from  them 
all  that  it  meant  to  take,  and  that  what 
remained  to  them  of  their  property  would 
not  in  another  year  or  so  be  sacrificed  ? 
Would  the  Prime  Minister  be  prepared 
to  enter  into  a  solemn  pledge  in  the  face 
of  the  House,  and  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Parliament  of  England — a  pledge 
of  such  a  solemn  nature  that  it  must  bind 
fbture  Parliaments — that  at  any  rate 
what  was  left  to  the  Irish  landlords 
should  be  absolutely  secured  to  them 
and  impregnably  fortified  ?  In  such  a 
state  of  things  as  now  existed  he  did 
not  see  how  any  capital  could  be  im- 
parted into  Ireland,  and  in  the  absence 
of  capital  the  resources  of  the  country 
most  languish  and  wither  away.  How 
joonld  they  hJtve  any  guarantee  that  the 


law  of  the  land  would  be  respected  ? 
Let  them  not  talk  about  the  majesty  of 
the  law,  for  since  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  power  the  majesty  of 
the  law  had  been  as  defunct  as  were 
the  mummies  of  Bamesis  and  Pharaoh. 
He  feared  very  much  the  efl'ect  of  the 
Bill  on  the  quick-witted  Irish  people, 
and  believed  that  it  would  be  to  the 
Union  what  the  wooden  horse  was  to 
the  city  of  Troy.  It  contained  within  it 
all  the  elements  of  destruction  to  States. 
In  it  and  by  it,  plunder,  rapacity,  dis- 
hou'  sty,  agitation,  mob-law,  all  received 
the  final  and  solemn  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment. Originally  designed  by  the  Land 
League,  their  mortal  foe,  it  had  been 
joyfully  captured  by  the  Government 
and  incorporated  in  the  machinery  of 
State.  And  they  were  told  that  if  the 
door  of  the  law  was  not  wide  enough 
to  admit  the  measure,  the  bulwarks  of 
the  Constitution  would  be  levelled  and 
every  obstacle  swept  away.  Further- 
more, if  anything  was  required  to  make 
the  analogy  complete,  all  hon.  Members 
who  from  time  to  time  took  part  in 
those  prolonged  debates  and  proclaimed 
their  suspicion  of  the  monster  had  been 
seized,  and  enfolded,  and  strangled, 
like  so  many  Laocoons,  in  the  multi- 
tudinous folds  of  the  Prime  Minister's 
endless  eloquence,  and  had  been  de- 
nounced with  increasing  vehemence  in 
speech  after  speech,  as  men,  since  the 
days  of  the  Laocoon,  had  never  been 
denounced  before.  Well,  this  great  Bill 
was  not  yet  in  the  citadel.  It  had  still 
a  course  to  travel  before  it  received  the 
Boyal  Assent ;  and  if  in  its  course  it 
happened  to  be  wrecked,  he  doubted 
whether  it  would  have  many  mourners 
in  this  country.  But  if  in  the  following 
conflict,  which  he  had  no  doubt  the 
Prime  Minister  would  immediately  pre- 
cipitate, any  institutions  succumbed, 
holding,  as  he  sincerely  did,  the  views 
of  the  measure  which  he  held,  he  still 
said  that  institutions,  however  ancient 
and  respected,  which  in  the  hour  of 
trial  were  not  capable  of  protecting  the 
country  from  imminent  peril  were, 
perhaps,  hardly  institutions  in  which 
they  ought  to  repose  very  great  con- 
fidence. He  greatly  regretted  that  he 
was  unable  to  submit  his  Amendment 
to  the  House.  He  believed  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  Amendment  was  recognized 
by  the  oracle  of  the  Tory  Party ;  but 
the  political  wisdom  which  was  sup- 
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posed  popularly  to  attach  to  the  prefix 
of  '^  right  hon."  decided  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  inopportime.  Well,  it  was 
not  his  business  to  speculate  upon  what 
was  opportune  or  inopportune.  It  was 
enough  for  him  that  the  assertions  made 
in  the  Amendment  were  incontrovertible. 
The  Billy  it  said,  was  the  result  of  agi- 
tation—  a  revolutionaiy  agitation.  It 
was  revolutionaiy,  because  it  had  been 
enthusiastically  propounded  that  the  Bill 
which  it  precipitated  was  the  first  rung 
in  the  ladder  leading  to  the  Olympus  of 
Irish  Independence.  The  Amendment 
further  stated  that  the  Bill  encouraged 
the  repudiation  of  contract  and  liabili- 
ties, offended  against  individual  liberty, 
and  was  calculated  to  diminish  the  se- 
curity of  property.  Whether  it  would 
conduce  to  the  peace  or  prosperity  oi 
Ireland,  or  tend  to  endanger  the  Union 
between  that  country  and  Great  Britain, 
he  was  quite  content  to  leave  to  time  to 
show.  The  Prime  Minister,  in  intro- 
ducing the  Bill,  said  that  it  was  in- 
spired by  the  Divine  light  of  justice. 
Well,  the  opposition  to  the  Bill,  of 
which  he  did  not  think  the  Fiime  Mi- 
nister would  make  any  complaint  either 
as  having  been  unfair  or  unduly  obsti- 
nate, had  been  conducted  by  a  brighter 
light  than  that  of  justice — namely,  the 
light  of  freedom ;  that  freedom  which 
the  Coercion  Bills  and  the  Land  Bill  of 
the  Liberal  Party  had  altogether  blotted 
out  of  Irish  life. 

Mb.  GEOBGE  RUSSELL  said,  there 
was  a  Latin  proverb  which  urged  that  it 
was  not  for  the  eagle  to  catch  flies.  He 
trusted  that,  in  the  spirit  of  the  proverb, 
the  Head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  not  condescend  to  reply  to  the 
roeech  which  had  just  been  delivered  by 
the  noble  Lord,  but  would  leave  to  men 
of  humbler  position  and  of  less  ability 
than  his  own  the  task  of  making  such 
criticisms  upon  it  as  they  thought  the 
occasion  required.  He  confessed  that, 
coming  rather  late  into  iiie  House,  he 
was,  and  he  remained  under  the  impres- 
sion, that  the  noble  Lord  was  about  to 
move  his  Amendment.  It  appeared, 
however,  that  that  was  not  so,  and  he 
could  only  say  that  the  speech  was 
strongly  and  strikingly  appropriate  to 
the  Amendment.  It  was,  in  fact,  a 
speech  conceived  with  a  view  of  bring- 
ing that  Amendment  before  the  House 
had  not  the  wisdom  which,  as  the  noble 
Lord  saidy  was  supposed  to  attach  to  the 
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prefix  "  right  hon."  prevented  him  ask- 
ing the  judgment  of  the  House  upon  it. 
They  should,  therefore,  take  the  speech 
as  a  speech,  and  meet^  it  as  best  they 
could ;  and  he  was  pursuaded  he   was 
only  expressing  the  general  sense  of  the 
House  on  both  sides  and  in  aU  quarters 
— except,  perhaps,  in  that  exalted  spot 
where  the  non.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  kept  watch  and 
ward  over  the   Constitution — when  he 
said  that  there  was  one  common  feeling 
to  which  he  only  gave  very  feeble  ex- 
pression —  namely,   one  of  very  great 
regret  that  this  great  legislative  per- 
formance of  the  Session  should  be  al- 
lowed, at  its  dose,  to  degenerate  into 
a  farce — he  used  the  word  advisedly; 
for,   giving  the  noble  Lord  credit,   as 
they  all    did,    for  abundant    common 
sense,  they  could  not    think   that    in 
delivering  that  speech  he  was  actuated 
by  serious  motives.     It  was  out  of  all 
belief  that  his  speech  could  commend 
itself  to  the  moral  feelings  or  the  intel- 
lectual palate  of  the  House.  He  doubted 
whether  the  speech   commended  itself 
to  those  hon.  Gentlemen  with  whom  the 
noble  Lord  habitually  acted.     Even  the 
Members  for  Ireland  with  whom  the 
noble  Lord  indulged  in  many  passages 
of  harmless  coquetry— even  they  seemed 
tired  of  his  humour.     With  regard  to 
the  effect  which  the  noble  Lord  expected 
his  speech  to  produce  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  led  the  Opposition,  it  was 
quite  superfluous  to  speculate ;  for  they 
all  knew  that  in  the  noble  Lord's  rela- 
tions with  the  titular  heads  of  his  Party 
was  reproduced,  in  a  political  form,  the 
history  of  Eli  and  his  sons.    Injudicious 
indulgence  in  the  days  of  early  youth  had 
produced  in  the  noble  Lord  in  later  life 
an  impatience  of  all  control,  and  a  de- 
termination to  take  the  bit  between  the 
teeth,  which  might  involve  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  stood  politically  in  the 
parental  relation  to  the  noble  Lord  in 
consequences  hardly  less  disastrous  than 
those  which  devolved  upon  the  vener- 
able  hero  of   the  sacred  story.       He 
thought,  therefore,  that  in  thus  figuring 
before  the  House  of  Commons  at  this 
stage  of  the  Bill  the  noble  Lord  must  have 
been  gratifying  merely  his  own  taste  for 
genteel  comedy  and  light  farce.    Even  . 
his  political  enemies  on  this  side  of  the 
House  would  abundantly  idlow  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  a  first-rate  actor  of  third- 
rate  parts.    The  noble  Lotdf  however. 
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alas!  played  habitually  to  the  pit  and 
gallery;  he  meant  to  say  that  in  his 
performances  throughout  this  Session 
they  had  never  detected  an  appeal  to  the 
higher  political  sense  of  the  House. 
What  they  had  seen  had  led  to  the  be- 
lief that  the  noble  Lord  was^  perhaps, 
after  all,  wise  in  his  generation,  and 
was  preparing  himself  for  an  emergency 
which  might  come.  He  was  possibly 
looking  to  a  time — looming  in  the  dis- 
tance— when,  with  a  re-distribution  of 
seats,  the  very  few  sheep  of  "Woodstock 
would  be  left  without  a  shepherd.  It 
was  against  such  a  dismal  day  of  retri- 
bution that  the  noble  Lord  was  prepar- 
ing himself,  and  making  friends  of  the 
Mammon  of  unrighteousness  in  some 
larger  and  more  turbulent  constituency ; 
80  that  when  his  friends  of  Woodstock, 
in  a  Parliamentary  sense,  failed,  he 
might  be  received,  if  not  into  everlast- 
in^y  at  all  events,  into  more  enduring 
haoitations.  The  effort  of  the  noble 
Lord  against  a  Bill  carried  through 
with  such  unexampled  talent  and  per- 
severance, which  had  received  the  over- 
whelming assent  of  immense  majorities 
of  the  House,  was  ludicrous,  and  he 
had  almost  said  impertinent.  It  gained 
neither  in  decency  nor  in  acceptability 
when  it  emanated  from  the  Leader  of 
a  Party  which  in  its  corporate  capacity 
was  appropriately  sketched  in  one  of 
those  inspired  sentences  of  the  late  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  in  one  of  his  earlier  novels, 
when  he  spoke  of  ''a  contemptible 
dique  which  dined  together  and  called 
itself  a  political  party.'' 

OoLONEL  DAWNAY  said,  he  believed 
the  interests  of  the  tenants  would  be 
placed  in  a  more  precarious  position 
than  before  by  the  action  of  this  Bill. 
It  was  the  tlun  end  of  a  wedge  which 
was  intended  to  be  driven  into  the  heart 
of  England  and  Scotland.  He  was  in 
favour  of  reforming  the  Irish  landlords 
if  it  could  be  proved  that  they  injured 
Ireland ;  but  in  reference  to  this  Bill  he 
thought  the  landlords  had  as  much  jus- 
tice on  their  side  as  the  agitators.  As 
to  conciliating  Ireland,  he  believed  the 
measure  would  be  a  total  failure.  The 
loyal  Irish  needed  no  conciliation,  while 
the  disloyal  would  only  bo  conciliated  by 
the  total  separation  of  Ireland  from 
England. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  (after  a  pause) 
aaid  :  I  waited  until  you  rose.  Sir,  to  put 
the  Question,  in  order  that  I  might  be 


certain,  negatively  at  least,  that  there 
was    no   intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  opposite  Party  to  enter 
into  this  debate.     There  is  nothing  that 
will  fall  from  me,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
that  will  give  them  occasion  to  change 
that  intention.     I  take  this  opportunity 
of  saying  that,  so  far  as  regards  them- 
selves, the  bulk  of  the  Party  who  act 
with  them,   although,  of  course,   it  is 
matter  of  serious  lamentation  to  us  that 
a  large  body  of  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  many  distinguished 
Members,  decline  to  recognize  the  neces- 
sity of  the  provisions  that  we  have  pro- 
posed, yet,  as  to  the  mode  of  their  oppo- 
sition, I  am  bound  to  say  of  them,  and 
of  the  bulk  of  their  followers,  that  I  do 
not  think  we  have  cmy  reason  to  com- 
plain.    There  are  one  or  two  more  or 
less  eccentric  and  outlying  individuals 
for  whose  actions  they    cannot  be  re- 
sponsible, and  it  is  not  necessary  for  me 
to  enter  into  criticisms  upon    conduct 
altogether  exceptional.     I  have  another 
duty  to  perform,  and  that  is  to  return 
my  thauKS  to  the  supporters  of  this  mea- 
sure.     I  am  thankful    to   reflect  that 
when  I  speak  of  supporters  I  am  able 
to  include  a  limited  though  very  impor- 
tant portion  of  the  Party  opposite.     The 
Gentlemen  representing  Ireland  as  Con- 
servative  Members  have,  in  most    in- 
stances, felt  it  their  duty  to  give  a  steady 
support  to  all  the  leading  provisions  of 
this   Bill.     I  am  informed  that  out  of 
103  Members  representing  Ireland  in 
the  division  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  scarcely  more  than  seven  Mem- 
bers took  part  in  the  division  against 
the  Bill.   In  the  division  against  the  1st 
clause,  which  in  its  permanent  operation 
may  be  found  to  be  the  most  important 
in  the  Bill,  four  Irish  Members  voted 
only  against  the  clause,  and  two  of  these 
were  Gentlemen  who  undoubtedly  voted 
against  it  because  they  thought  that  it 
did  not  confer  new  liberty,  but  limited 
liberty  already  existing ;  so  that  of  the 
103  Members  sent  by  Ireland  to  repre- 
sent her  interests  in   Parliament  only 
two  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to  vote  against 
this  most  important  and  fundamental 
clause.     On  the  7th  clause — the  other 
great  pillar,  if  I  may  so  speak  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  one  which  in  the  present 
exigency ;  has  excited  the  greatest  inte- 
rest— not  more  than  six  Irish  Members 
recorded  their  judgment  against  it.     I 
think  that  every  dispassionate  man,  re- 
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viewing  tho  coarse  of  these  discussions, 
whatever  may  bo  his  own  personal  lean- 
ings and  convictions,  must  feel  that,  if 
we  be  indeed  a  representative  Assembly, 
this  division  of  Irish  opinion,  which 
scarcely  amounts  to  a  division — which 
leaves  us  at  liberty  almost  to  declare  it 
a  moral  unanimity  of  opinion— H5annot, 
in  view  of  the  interests  of  the  country, 
be  considered  loss  than  a  most  significant 
and  gratifying  fact.  Passing  from  that, 
I  desire  to  return  my  respectful  acknow- 
ledgments to  those  other  than  Irish  Mem- 
bers on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
to  whom  we  owe  much  of  tho  steady, 
patient  labour,  and  generous  and  en- 
couraging support  that  have  enabled  us 
to  bring  this  Bill  to  its  third  reading. 
I  desire  to  make  these  acknowledg- 
ments, first  of  all,  again  to  the  nume- 
rous and  well-instructed  Eepresentatives 
from  Ireland  who  have  so  considerately 
made  their  own  proposals,  and  so  loyally 
and  so  generously  helped  ours ;  and 
secondly,  to  that  mass  of  Members  who, 
reckoned  by  the  hundred,  and  well  en- 
titled by  their  knowledge  and  intelli- 
gence to  enter  into  the  discussions  on 
this  Bill,  have  yet  refrained  upon  almost 
every  occasion  from  entering  into  those 
discussions,  lest  unawares  they  sliould 
multiply  the  physical  obstacles  to  its 
passing,  and  thereby  prevent  the  at- 
tainment of  the  object  in  view.  My 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  George  Russell),  who 
spoke  with  much  ability  from  this  side 
of  the  House,  advised  that  I  should 
not  offer  any  reply  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill).  I  had  no 
intention  of  offering  to  that  speech  any 
detailed  reply,  nor  of  entering  into  any 
detailed  discussion  of  the  Amendment  of 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  given  Notice. 
The  terms  of  that  Amendment,  in  fact, 
enable  me  to  deal  with  it,  from  my  point 
of  view,  in  a  very  convenient  and  sum- 
mary manner.  It  contains  six  proposi- 
tions, some  of  them  negative  and  some 
of  them  affirmative,  and  my  humble 
method  of  dealing  with  those  proposi- 
tions is  to  take  all  the  negative  propo- 
sitions and  to  convert  them  into  affirma- 
tive propositions,  and  all  the  affirmative 
propositions  and  convert  them  into 
negative  propositions.  By  this  most 
expeditious  process  I  find  that  the 
noble  Lord's  Amendment,  so  modified, 
becomes  an  adequate  and  satisfactory 
exposition  of  my  own  views  on  this  sub- 
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ject.  The  speech,  however,  of  the  no 
Lord  does  not  admit  of  being  dealt  w 
quite  so  briefly.  That  speech  is  a 
presentative  speech — it  is  eminentlv 
preventative  of  the  opinions  and  id 
of  the  noble  Lord.  It  abounded  in 
clamatory  invective,  of  a  large  port 
of  which  I  had  the  honour  and  the  i 
tinction  of  being  the  subject.  There 
in  creation  small  animals  whose  offio 
is  to  bite,  and  who  are  able  to  prod 
a  sense  of  irritation  on  the  part  of 
person  bitten.  There  are  also  ot 
small  animals  whose  office  it  is  to  bi 
but  whose  victim  is  left  unconscious  t 
he  has  been  actually  bitten.  I  m 
say  that,  so  far  as  comparisons  can 
made,  the  effect  of  the  speech  of 
noble  Lord  reminds  me  or  the  seo( 
rather  than  the  first  class  of  these  sn 
animals.  Now,  one  counsel  I  vent 
to  give  to  the  noble  Lord,  and  that  ii 
keep  himself  to  rhetoric,  of  which  he 
at  his  time  of  life,  no  inconsidera 
master ;  but,  above  all  things,  to  escl 
dealing  with  facts,  for  I  listened  cs 
fully  to  evervthing  in  his  speech  t 
purported  to  be  a  statement  of  fact,  i 
I  believe  I  am  literally  accurate  wl 
I  say  that  there  was  not  one  of  th 
which  would  be  sustained  in  their  ac 
racy — from  the  first  which  alleged  t 
the  "three  F's"  were  the  ]^an  i 
scheme  of  the  Irish  Land  League, 
those  later  ones,  of  which  two  th 
were  concerning  myself,  the  first 
which  I  took  exception  to  when  it  y 
uttered,  and  the  second  of  which  ^ 
that  I  had  a  few  nights  ago  confes 
that  the  Act  of  1870  perpetrated  an  ei 
mous  act  of  confiscation ;  and,  therefc 
Sir,  I  beg  humbly  to  decline  be 
bound  by  any  one  of  the  statementi 
facts  made  in  the  speech  of  the  no 
Lonl.  I  would  again  counsel  the  nc 
Lord  to  keep  to  rhetoric.  If  he  d 
that  I  have  no  doubt  he  will  do 
tremely  well,  for  rhetoric  and  det 
mation  are  arts  in  which  it  is 
difficult  to  excel,  provided  you  reli< 
yourself  from  the  fetters  and  hindraa 
which  are  imposed  upon  some  mc 
speech  by  a  slavish  adherence  on  tl 
part  to  accuracy  of  fact.  I  will 
speak  of  the  originality  of  this  meast 
nor  will  I  speak  of  my  own  consisten 
in  regard  to  which  I  have  said  on  fon 
occasions  what  appeared  to  be  necessa 
I  should  be  doing  what  would  be 
excusable  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill  w 
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I  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House  by 
making  a  long  speech.  There  is,  how- 
ever, one  point  to  which  I  should  wish 
to  bring  the  mind  of  the  House  for  a 
moment,  and  I  will  do  so  in  as  few  sen- 
tences as  possible.  It  is  alleged  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
measure  has  been  the  product  of  re- 
Yolutionary  agitation.  I  have  never  dis- 
guised from  this  House  that  it  is,  in  my 
opinion,  a  most  grave  and  serious  matter 
to  bring  into  a  Court  of  Justice  for  altera- 
tion and  re-consideration  private  contracts 
entered  into  by  private  individuals,  and 
I  am  prepared  fully  to  admit  that  the 
institution  of  a  Court  for  such  an  object 
is  an  exceptional  and  an  extreme  pro- 
ceeding. I,  however,  entirely  deny  that 
the  ower  main  provisions  of  this  Bill 
are  open  to  the  same  objection.  With 
regard  to  the  provisions  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  tenant  right  and  for  the  pre- 
vention of  the  too  frequent  augmenta- 
tion of  rent,  there  is  nothing  extreme  or 
exceptional  in  the  Bill.  1  presume, 
therefore,  that  it  is  to  the  institution  of 
the  Court  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the 
rent  that  the  noble  Lord  refers  when  he 
•ays  that  the  provisions  of  the  measure 
are  the  result  of  revolutionary  agitation. 
But  how  was  it  that  the  necessity  for  the 
institution  of  such  a  Court  was  made 
evident  ?  It  was  made  evident,  if  any- 
where, By  the  Beport  of  the  Richmond 
Commission,  which  was  concurred  in  not 
only  by  the  Liberal  minority,  but  by  the 
Conservative  majority,  who,  in  a  special 
sense,  represented  the  landed  interest  in 
Irelaiid,  and  who  felt  it  to  be  their  duty 
to  recommend  that  there  should  be  legis- 
lative interference  to  check  the  undue 
augmentation  of  rent.  That  recom- 
mendation is  the  foundation  of  the  pro- 
vision that  we  have  introduced  into  this 
Bill.  Does  the  noble  Lord  think,  when 
{he  representatives  of  the  landed  inte- 
rest found  it  necessary  to  go  to  such  a 
length  in  the  recommendations  they 
made,  that  even  if  it  had  been  our  dis- 
poeition  to  have  stopped  short  of  that 
reoommendation,  it  would  have  been 
poaaible  for  us  to  do  so  ?  I  am  quite 
sore  his  intelligence  will  make  him  per- 
iSeire  that  the  very  moment  that  recom- 
mendation went  forth  from  such  a  source 
it  became  absolutely  certain — which  I  do 
not  think  Gentlemen  opposite  will  deny 
-—that  any  measure  which  was  to  have 
a  chance  of  dealing  with  the  question  of 
land  in  Ireland  must  contain,   within 
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whatever  limitations,  provisions  giting 
discretion  to  the  Court  with  respect  to 
contracts.  That  recommendation  we 
have  dealt  with,  I  believe,  in  the  spirit 
of  moderation,  and  we  have  certainly 
attached  limitations  to  the  provisions  in 
which  we  seek  to  give  effect  to  it.  In 
the  recommendation  itself  there  were  no 
words  which  conveyed  an  idea  that  it 
was  intended  that  the  application  of  that 
principle  should  be  other  than  universal 
and  perpetual.  The  Bill,  as  it  stands, 
however,  provides  that  the  application 
of  that  principle  need  not  be  universal 
or  perpetual.  No  holding  in  Ireland 
will  come  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  except  by  the  act  of  either  the 
landlord  or  the  tenant.  We  have  pro- 
vided that  it  need  not  be  perpetual,  be- 
cause there  are  various  contingencies 
contemplated  by  the  Bill  under  which 
the  tenants  in  Ireland  now  invested 
with  power  to  go  into  Court  may  come 
to  be  divested  of  that  power ;  and  there- 
fore it  remains  that  Parliament,  in  its 
consideration  of  this  most  important  re- 
commendation, has  not  accepted  it  in  a 
spirit  of  reckless  vehemence,  but  rather, 
while  leaving  it  in  all  the  force  which 
seems  necessary  to  meet  the  emergency 
of  the  case,  has  made  provision  to  keep 
within  the  limits  of  that  necessity  the 
action  of  a  principle  which  we  deem  and 
admit  to  be  exceptional.  Then,  again, 
there  was  the  difficult  subject  of  fair 
rent  which  we  had  to  deal  with.  I  think 
that  it  does  some  honour  to  the  House 
of  Commons — and,  certainly,  the  com- 
pliment I  feel  bound  to  pay  the  House 
in  this  respect  falls  with  full  force  upon 
hon.  Members  opposite — that  it  should 
have  entered  largely  into  a  discussion  of 
this  subject,  and  should  have  been  able 
finally  to  arrive  at  a  conclusion  in  re- 
ference to  it  without  having  exhibited 
sharp  and  painful  differences  of  opinion 
with  reference  to  it.  In  using  the  term 
**  fair  rent,"  I  believe  that  we  have  se- 
cured a  rent  that  will  really  be  fair  to 
all  parties.  I  believe  that  we  have  acted 
wisely  in  having  disembarrassed  our- 
selves of  the  difficulty  of  attempting  to 
guide  the  Court  in  arriving  at  a  conclu- 
sion as  to  what  a  fair  rent  should  be,  and 
in  leaving  the  whole  matter  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Court.  We  have  been 
able  to  take  that  course  safely  for  two 
reasons.  The  first  is  this,  that  in  Ire- 
land the  forming  of  an  estimation  of  fair 
rent  is  alreadyamatterknown  to  the  usage 
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of  the  oountry  and  its  Oourts.  In  TTlBter 
and  out  of  Ulster,  since  the  Land  Act. 
there  have  been  various  forms  of  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Courts,  which  have 
indirectly,  but  substantially  and  efiPeo- 
tually,  raised  the  question  of  fair  rent. 
That  being  so,  and  it  having  been  found 
practicable  by  the  Courts  to  handle  that 
difficult  question  without  dissatisfaction 
or  palpable  injustice  to  either  party,  I 
believe  we  have  done  wisely  to  leave  the 
matter  in  their  hands ;  because  any 
efforts  of  ours  to  guide  them,  imperfect 
as  they  must  have  been,  would  only 
have  tended,  in  all  likelihood,  to  induce 
confusion  rather  than  to  facilitate  the 
working  of  the  Bill.  But  there  was 
another  reason  why  it  was  well,  as  I 
think,  that  we  should  not  attempt  to  de- 
fine scrupulously  a  fair  rent,  and  it  was 
this — that,  happily,  in  Ireland  a  fair  rent 
in  many  cases — I  do  not  now  enter  into 
the  question  whether  in  the  majority  of 
cases  or  not — ^but  in  many,  in  very  many 
cases,  a  fair  rent  is  a  thing  perfectly 
well  known  and  understood  by  practical 
experience.  There  is  no  district  in  Ire- 
land in  which  fair  rents  are  not  known, 
in  which  the  thing  meant  by  a  fair  rent 
is  not  practically  and  popularly  under- 
stood. That  being  so,  we  have  deemed 
it  better  rather  to  rely  upon  the  tradi- 
tions of  the  Court,  and  upon  the  know- 
ledge current  and  recognized  in  the 
country,  than  to  attempt  difficult,  not  to 
say  impossible,  definitions.  I  am  very 
glad,  if  I  understand  arisrht,  so  far  as 
regards  any  large  body  of  Members  of 
this  House,  this  Bill  is  to  be  passed  un- 
contested into  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. It  is  quite  needless  for  me — I 
think  it  would  be  very  bad  taste  on  my 
part — ^to  attempt  to  pronounce  on  the 
Bill  any  eulogy  whatever.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  must  be  pardoned  for  saying 
that  against  such  attacks  as  have  been 
made  upon  it  I  feel  it  needs  no  defence. 
Mb.  GIBSON :  It  is  not  my  intention, 
Sir,  to  enter  into  any  long  discussion  or 
minute  examination  of  the  details  of 
this  measure  or  to  review  its  history. 
Its  scope  and  its  character,  its  progress, 
and  the  various  debates  that  have  taken 
place  upon  it  have  been  amply  placed 
before  the  House  and  the  country.  The 
measure  has  been  described  by  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion as  one  exceptional  in  its  character, 
and  it  is  absolutely  impossible  that  it 
can  be  measured  or  judged  of  by  any 
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ordinary  standard  whatever.  I  venture 
to  think  that  never  was  submitted  to  this 
House  or  to  any  Parliament  a  measure 
of  so  absolutely  novel  and  startling  a 
character.  My  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill),  in  a  speech  somewhat  un- 
fairly commented  upon  —  in  a  speech 
certainly  of  marked  ability — stated  from 
his  own  point  of  view  what  he  conceived 
to  be  the  circumstances  of  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill.  I  say,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  in  no  civilized  conn- 
try,  not  in  France,  Germany,  Belgium, 
or  the  United  States  of  America,  is  there 
any  Land  Law  having  any  similitude  to 
that  which  will  be  established  by  this 
Bill ;  and  anyone  who  looks  at  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  and  the  exposition 
that  has  been  given  of  its  principles 
must  recognize  its  sweeping  character, 
for  it  includes  within  its  purview  all 
tenants,  good,  bad,  and  indifferent,  and 
deals  out  the  same  standard  of  justice  to 
all  landlords,  improving  or  the  reverse, 
all  landlords,  whether  they  have  charged 
little  or  whether  they  have  charged 
much.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  this  Bill  leaves  this  House  carried 
by  a  moral  unanimity  —  [Mr.  Qijld« 
STONE  made  an  inaudible  remark  across 
the  Table.]  I  have  not  the  slightest 
desire  in  any  particular  to  misrepresent 
anything  that  fell  from  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister ;  but  I  think  it  not  unreasonable, 
when  notice  is  taken  of  the  character  of 
the  divisions  on  the  Bill,  to  say  that, 
whether  or  not  there  will  be  a  division 
upon  the  third  reading,  many  Members 
thought  proper  to  record  a  protest  against 
principles  in  this  Bill,  and  that  they  have 
done  BO  on  many  occasions.  Many  Mem- 
bers, I  have  no  doubt,  voted  for  the  Bill 
on  the  second  reading,  considering  that 
in  the  present  state  of  Ireland  some 
legislation  on  the  Land  Question  should 
take  place.  But  I  venture  to  think  that 
not  only  on  these  Benches,  but  among 
the  Members  whom  the  right  hon.  G^en- 
tleman  so  ably  leads,  there  are  some 
who  took  part  in  the  divisions  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  and  on  clauses 
that  were  challenged  who  felt  serious 
misgivings  as  to  the  principles  involved* 
The  present  position  of  the  Bill  is  not, 
in  some  particulars,  exactly  the  same  as 
when  examined  at  the  earlier  stages; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say,  when  we  come 
to  consider  the  changes,  they  can  be  re- 
garded from  many  different  points  of 
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view.  I  readily  admit  that  many  things 
that  were  bo  indefensible  that  they  could 
not  be  argued,  and  were  not  argued — 
that  many  things  that  were  so  unintel- 
ligible that  they  could  not  be  construed — 
have  fallen  out  of  the  Bill,  and  that,  as  a 
matter  of  machinery  and  administration, 
the  Government  found  it  necessary,  to 
insure  any  working  of  the  Bill  at  all,  to 
consent  to  alterations.  But  many  prin- 
ciples and  points  of  a  mischievous  cha- 
racter still  remain  unaltered  and  un- 
amended in  the  Bill,  and  I  regret  to 
say  that  the  catalogue  of  serious  and 
mischievous  points  and  principles  was 
enlarged  during  the  progress  of  the 
Bill,  and  notably  last  night.  I  am 
bound  to  say  I  think  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter himself  had  but  a  scant  amount  of 
sympathy  for  this  most  recent  Amend- 
ment, because  I  remember  that  he  left 
to  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  the 
difficulties  of  the  task  of  explaining 
it  and  did  not  commit  himself  to  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  has  been  the  Mi- 
nister who  has  had  charge  of  the  Bill. 
He  has  had  the  advantage  in  that  over- 
whelming task,  in  addition  to  his  own 
genius,  his  own  enlightened  energy,  his 
own  infinite  resources,  and  that  versa- 
tility which  enables  him  in  debate  to  run 
"  f^m  grave  to  gay  and  from  lively  to 
severe,"  of  having  been  encouraged  by  a 
strong  and  obedient  majority  ready  to 
cheer  and  support  him  always — just  as 
much  when  he  is  wrong  as  when  he  is 
right.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
hu  speech  just  delivered,  has  selected 
one  or  two  points  for  which  he  appears 
specially  desirous  to  obtain  the  approval 
of  the  House  and  the  country.  I  will  pass 
from  his  references  to  free  sale  without 
making  any  elaborate  examination  of  it, 
but  I  will  make  one  criticism  upon  it. 
Now,  at  the  end  of  two  months,  it  remains 
as  undefined  as  it  was  on  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  what  it  is  that  the  tenant  is 
permitted  to  sell.  No  one  who  examines 
the  Bill  can  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that 
a  tenant  may  not  be  permitted  under 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  sell  a  very 
flubatantial  part  of  his  landlord's  pro- 
perty. In  the  very  clause  of  free  sale 
Bome  changes  which  had  taken  place 
have  been  all  against  the  landlord's 
interest.  We  were  told  throughout  by 
the  Prime  Minister  and  his  Colleagues 
that  the  Bill  would  give  a  right  of  pre- 
Muption  to  the  landlords.   I  am  disposed 


to  think  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape 
leaves  the  right  of  pre-emption  abso^ 
lutely  worthless.  The  way  in  which  the 
Bill  originally  proposed  that  a  fair  rent 
should  be  measured  dealt  with  details 
and  particulars  in  such  a  way  that  it 
was  speedily  pointed  out  that  it  would 
enable  the  landlord's  rent  to  be  eaten 
into  and  possibly  destroyed.  The  Go- 
vernment sought  to  meet  these  objec- 
tions by  leaving  the  whole  question 
absolutely  in  the  control  of  the  Court. 
The  Government  have  not,  however, 
adhered  to  their  second  proposal  in  its 
integrity,  and  have  assented  to  changes 
which  are  open  to  much  criticism. 
An  Amendment  was  introduced  at  the 
instance  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Russell), 
which  re-introduced,  not  in  the  same 
form  as  originally  appeared  in  the  Bill, 
but  in  more  general  terms,  the  same 
possibly  misleading  principle,  and  di- 
rected the  Court,  in  measuring  the  fair 
rent,  to  have  regard  to  the  tenant's 
interest,  which  might  be  inflamed  by 
prices  forced  up  by  giving  the  pretium 
affectionis fOr  by  **  land-hunger,"  of  which 
we  have  heard  so  much.  If  the  Court 
are  told,  without  qualification,  that  they 
are  to  have  regard  to  the  tenant's 
interest,  it  is  competent  for  the  Court, 
under  those  words,  to  arrive  at  every 
one  of  those  vicious  consequences  which 
had  been  apprehended  from  the  clause 
as  it  previously  stood.  The  way  in 
which  the  matter  was  sought  to  be 
dealt  with  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  was  entirely 
logical.  My  right  hon.  Friend  took  up, 
as  the  Prime  Minister  frankly  admitted, 
quite  a  reasonable  line.  As  late  as 
the  year  1878  a  Bill  was  introduced  by 
Mr.  Butt — a  master  of  this  question — 
Mr.  McCarthy  Downing,  who  was  as  well 
acquainted  with  it  as  any  Member  in 
this  House,  and  the  Member  for  the 
County  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw).  That  Bill, 
in  its  44th  clause,  laid  down  this  propo- 
sition, which  I  commend  to  the  attention 
of  the  House — and  remember  that  this 
was  the  proposition  of  the  Irish  tenants, 
repeated  from  year  to  year,  and  formu- 
lated by  their  most  able  advocates  in 
Parliament,  as  to  the  mode  of  fixing 
rents — 

"  In  fixing  the  rent  to  bo  specified  in  the  de- 
claration of  tenancy,  the  Chairman  shall  proceed 
in  manner  following — ^that  is  to  say,  the  rent  to 
be  fixed  shall  be  that  which  a  solvent  and  re- 
sponsible tenant  could  afford  to  pay,  fairly  and 
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witiioat  ooUoflion,  for  the  prexnioeB,  after  de- 
ducting  from  such  rent  tEe  addition  to  the 
letting  value  of  the  premiseB  by  any  improve- 
ments made  by  the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in 
title  in  respect  of  which  the  tenant  on  quitting 
his  farm  would  be  entitled  to  compensation 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Land  Act." 
Well,  that  proposal  was  presented  for 
consideration  to  the  House  by  an  Amend- 
ment which  stood  on  the  Paper  for  weeks 
in  the  name  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  thought  it  right  in  their 
wisdom  to  know  more  about  the  ques- 
tion than  those  who  h£ul  studied  it  for 
years.  And  I  invite  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  all  that  was  asked 
was  the  adoption  of  that  proposition, 
strengthened  and  developed  by  words 
taken  from  the  Government  themselves, 
and  possibly  by  the  addition  of  others 
which  would  have  made  it  more  de- 
finite. Nevertheless,  the  Gt)vemment 
thought  proper  to  leave  the  matter  at 
large  to  the  Court,  with  the  addition  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk,  and,  also  adopting 
an  Amendment  which  was  brought  for- 
ward a  few  days  a^o,  they  put  into  the 
Bill  a  reference  to  improvements,  not  as 
framed  by  Mr.  Butt,  nor  as  assented  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  of 
Cork,  nor  as  formulated  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  but  in  a  crude  and 
undigested  state,  which  obviously  re- 
quirea  revision  and  alteration.  This 
Fair  Bent  Clause  made  practictdly  no 
distinction  between  good  and  bad  land- 
lords, with  this  one  exception — that  a 
feeble,  petty  efiPort  was  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  by  taking  note  of  Eng- 
lish-managed estates,  to  save  the  BUI 
from  the  charge  of  making  no  discrimi- 
nation. That  little  proviso  never  was  of 
very  much  practical  consequence.  It  was 
rendered  almost  worthless  because  of 
the  Amendment  which  had  been  accepted 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  Then,  the  admis- 
sion of  the  landlord  to  the  Court  was  at 
first  denied,  but  had  afterwards  to  be 
conceded ;  but  it  was  not  conceded  frankly 
and  fully.  The  tenant  can  go  into  the 
Court  and  say,  '^  Measure  me  a  fair 
rent."  But  the  landlord  must  formulate 
his  proposition  and  demand  an  increase. 
Common  justice  required  that  both  par- 
ties should  be  be  put  on  the  same  loot- 
ing. Let  each  party  be  equally  able  to 
appeal  to  the  Court  for  a  fair  rent ;  or  if 
the  landlord  is  required  to  formulate  his 

Mr.  Gibion 


demand,  the  tenant  also  surely  ought  to 
be  called  upon  to  state  clearly  and  de- 
finitely what  he  had  to  object  to.  The 
Prime  Minister,  a  few  days  ago,  in  Com- 
mittee, said — 

"  They  were  endeavouring  by  an  almost  su- 
preme effort  to  bring  about  a  spreat  and  rapid 
change  in  the  social  condition  oi  Ireland." 

I  do  not  deny  that  the  effort  was  a 
supreme  one.  It  was  so  when  the  Bill 
was  introduced,  and  it  became  more  so 
during  its  progress.  The  measure  was 
not  brought  in,  I  feel  sure,  without  very 
anxious  consideration.  We  know  that 
the  Government  had  been  considering  it 
for  months,  and  that  the  Cabinet  held 
meeting  after  meetins^  on  the  subject. 
As  to  leases,  they  deliberately  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  they  could  not  ask 
the  House  of  Commons,  no  matter  what 
might  be  their  majority,  to  interfere 
with  existing  leases ;  and  anyone  who 
reads  the  original  clause  saving  existing 
leases  will  see  that  a  more  intelligible 
series  of  propositions  was  never  laid 
down.  For  no  purpose  or  consideration 
were  the  Government  to  have  tampered 
with  the  obligations  which  tenants  had 
contracted  by  existing  leases.  That  hav- 
ing been  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
Government  in  introducing  the  Bill, 
when  did  the  change  take  place?  As 
lately  as  June  29,  after  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  when  the  measure  had 
been  for  weeks  and  months,  I  might  al- 
most say,  in  Committee,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, meeting  an  Amendment  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  (Mr.  Corbet), 
said — 

^'  If  the  hon.  Member  proposes  to  say  that 
every  provision  of  these  leases  shall  be  brought 
into  Court,  that  is  a  proposition  to  which  we 
are  not  prepared  to  assent." — [3  Hamard^  ccbdi. 
1600.] 

The  very  day  after  that,  I  believe,  we 
had  an  absolute — I  will  not  say  change 
of  front,  because  the  Prime  Minister 
has  requested  that  that  word  may  not 
be  used — but  a  very  rapid  development 
of  opinion  took  place,  and  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  who  has  had  some  dis- 
agreeable things  given  him  to  do  which 
must  have  tried  his  legal  mind  very 
much,  had  the  task  imposed  on  him  of 
putting  on  the  Paper  Amendments  with 
which  we  are  all  familiar.  The  first  of 
those  Amendments  proposed  in  regard 
to  every  lease  in  Ireland,  no  matter  when 
or  for  what  time  it  wc^s  made,  or  what 
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was  the  rent,  or  what  its  conditionB  as 
to  improyemente,  or  as  to  the  valuation 
of  the  farm,  that  the  most  important 
covenant  for  the  landlord  is  to  be  oroken 
and  that  the  tenant  may  hold  on  for  all 
time  if  he  likes.  Under  what  circum- 
stances was  that  Amendment  moved  ? 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  moved 
it  in  a  House  not  of  half  its  ordinary 
strength,  and  he  occupied  just  two 
minutes  in  moving  it.  He  read  it  out 
as  if  it  were  a  mere  verbal  Amend- 
ment that  required  no  explanation.  The 
Amendment  spoke  for  itself ;  but  it  was 
impossible  to  explain  or  defend  it.  The 
Prime  Minister  is  almost  always  able  to 
say  he  is  adhering  verbally  to  every- 
thing that  he  has  said.  I  have  much 
fleasure  in  reading  his  speeches,  and 
find  that  it  is  the  hardest  thing  in  the 
world  to  take  one  of  his  sentences 
which  appears  to  convey  to  the  House 
the  clearest  meaning  in  regard  to  which 
he  is  not  able  readily  to  say  he  was 
only  referring  to  some  particular  thing 
mentioned  in  discussion,  and,  no  mat- 
ter what  the  language  may  have  been, 
there  is  some  little  word  that  enables  him 
to  point  out  that  he  was  not  correctly 
Tinaerstood.  On  the  29th  of  June  the 
Prime  Minister  said  that  if  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  to  bring  the 
covenants  of  existing  leases  under  the 
cognizance  of  the  Court,  that  would  be 
enlarging  the  Bill  to  an  extent  to  which 
the  Government  were  not  prepared  to 
assent.  Accordingly,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, severelv  accurate,  to  quote  the  ex- 
pression of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Randolph  Ohurchill),  does  not  submit 
the  covenants  of  leases  to  the  cognizance 
of  the  Oourt,  but  he  saves  the  Court  the 
trouble,  and  he  himself  in  the  Bill  breaks 
the  most  important  covenant  in  every 
lease.  The  next  Amendment  was  one 
that  conferred  on  the  Court  the  power 
of  breaking  every  lease  made  since  1 870. 
The  Irish  Land  Act  of  1870,  in  clause 
after  dause,  indicated  to  the  landlord 
and  to  the  tenant  that  they  were  en- 
couraged and  invited  to  enter  into  con- 
tracts by  lease ;  ^nd  to  prevent  all  ques- 
tions or  doubt  about  the  matter  the 
Prime  Minister,  speaking  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Land  Bifl  of  1870,  used 
these  emphatic  words — 

"  The  Bill  will  proceed  on  the  principle  .  .  . 
that  from  the  moment  the  measure  is  passed 
erery  Irishman,  small  and  gpreat,  must  be  abso- 
lakij  ntpaomblB  for  every  contract  into  which 

VOL.  COLXrV.      [thibd  sebies.] 


he  enters.  .  .  .  We  ought  to  embody  nothing 
in  it  that  can  encourage  any  man  to  tamper 
with  good  faith  or  to  disparage  or  nnderyalue 
in  any  shape  security  and  solidity  of  contract.' ' 
—[I  Samardf  cxcix.  380.] 

It  would  be  impossible  for  any  man  to 
use  clearer  and  stronger  words.  Is  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  referenoe 
to  leases  defensible  ?  Can  any  man  saj 
it  is  in  accordance  with  good  faith  ?  If 
solemn  and  serious  contracts,  entered 
into  as  leases  have  been,  can  be  broken 
in  the  summary  way  these  leases  may 
be,  can  any  contract  that  can  be  made 
or  suggested  for  any  purpose  be  re- 
garded as  safe  ?  As  to  the  ''  three  F's,'' 
the  Prime  Minister  has  no  objection  to 
be  responsible  for  fair  rents  and  free  sale ; 
but  he  will  let  no  man  sav  fixity  of 
tenure  is  involved  in  the  Bill.  Why  ? 
Because  in  1870,  in  speech  after  speech, 
he  demonstrated  that  if  it  were  granted 
in  any  shape  it  would  bring  with  it  the 
right  of  the  landlord  to  compensation. 
Accordingly,  having  committed  himself 
to  the  principle  that  no  matter  what 
happens  to  tne  Irish  landlord,  he  shall 
get  no  compensation,  we  have  fixity  of 
tenure  in  this  Bill,  real,  substantial,  but 
denied  and  very  slightly  disguised.  In 
the  West  of  Ireland  there  are  a  vast 
number  of  small  tenancies,  many  of  them 
under  £4.  What  is  the  position  of  the 
landlord  there?  Under  the  existing 
laws  of  Ireland,  the  landlord  has  to  pay 
all  taxes  and  local  rates  for  such  smaU 
tenancies ;  and  under  this  Bill  he  will 
have  to  continue  paying  with  great  cer- 
tainty as  to  the  necessity  of  paying,  but 
with  great  uncertainty  as  to  whether  he 
will  receive  the  means  to  do  so.  If 
there  was  one  thing  in  the  Bill  for 
the  benefit  of  this  poor  populatioUi 
it  was  the  Emigration  Clause,  wnich  was 
kept  before  the  House  for  three  nights, 
aud  which  elicited  from  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister a  powerful  and  eloquent  denun- 
ciation of  the  delay ;  but  on  the  same 
night  that  he  delivered  it,  and  as  a 
tribute  to  the  delay,  he  cut  the  clause 
down  to  something  so  shadowy  and  frail 
that,  except  for  me  principle  involved, 
it  is  not  worth  having.  These  poor  ten- 
ants in  the  over-populated  districts  of 
the  West,  if  you  freed  them  this  moment 
from  all  rent,  could  not  save  themselves 
from  periodic  famine  without  relief  and 
substantial  assistance.  In  the  face  of  all 
these  changes  —  fair  rent,  free  sale, 
and  fixity  of  tenure— with  all  the  other 
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advantages  in  the  Bill,  why  the  Oto- 
Ternment  deemed  it  neoessarf  to  give  an 
increased  scale  of  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance puzzles  me ;  it  is  illogical,  un- 
needed,  and  out  of  place.  It  will  puzzle 
anyone  to  say  why  it  was  introduced  ex- 
cept as  a  further  anomaly  in  an  excep- 
tional Bill.  With  all  these  stupendous 
and  unprecedented  changes,  where  is 
there  aoout  this  Bill  the  element  of 
durability,  of  certainty,  of  anything 
verging  on  a  settlement?  Everyone 
admits  there  is  nothing  final  in  politics ; 
but  when  Parliament  is  asked  to  make 
a  great  change  by  a  great  measure  they 
have  a  right  to  expect  that  great  results 
will  be  accomplished,  and  that  the  mea- 
sure will  bear  fruit  for  a  considerable 
time.  The  Prime  Minister  himself,  in 
the  way  he  has  dealt  with  many  topics, 
has  from  time  to  time  suggested  the 
possibility  of  this  being  an^hing  but  a 
permanent  settlement,  whenever  it  was 
intimated  by  the  wily,  quick-witted, 
sagacious  Members  from  Ireland  that  a 
certain  thine  would  lead  to  a  discussion 
which  would  occupy  a  considerable  time, 
there  was  a  consultation  of  three  wise- 
heads  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  and 
shortly  afterwards  the  wish  of  the  Irish 
Members  was  sometimes  conceded,  with 
verbal  changes,  and  sometimes  post- 
poned until  a  more  convenient  season. 
In  this  way  have  been  left  as  legacies 
to  the  fliture  the  question  of  e^sen- 
teeism  and  of  town  park  lands.  In- 
stead of  saying  —  *'  We  are  dealing 
with  questions  of  sufficient  magnitude 
by  this  Bill,  and  we  will  not  pledge  our- 
selves now  as  to  how  we  will  deal  with 
other  questions,  or  whether  we  will  deal 
with  them  at  all,"  as  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter was  fairly  entitled  to  do,  he  has  said 
that  the  views  of  the  Qovemment  were 
not  matured,  or  that  the  matter  mav  well 
come  up  for  consideration  at  a  future 
time.  In  one  point  the  Prime  Minister 
has  almost  taken  care  that  this  shall  not 
be  regarded  as  a  final  and  durable  mea- 
sure. We  are  not  responsible  for  the 
drafting  of  the  Bill  or  for  its  short- 
comings; the  whole  responsibility  of  its 
passage,  its  interference  with  principles, 
its  results,  rests  absolutely  upon  the  Go- 
vernment. We  pointed  out  to  the  Go- 
vernment a  great  flaw  in  their  new 
drafting  which  did  not  exist  in  the  ori- 
ginal drafting— that  at  the  end  of  seven 
years  this  Bul  would  require  a  farther 
Bill.     But  because  the  hon.  Member 

Mr.  Oibion 


for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  said  yesterday 
that  if  the  Bill  were  re-committed  to 
deal  with  this  point  proposals  would  be 
made  for  the  re-committal  of  several 
clauses,  the  Prime  Minister  re-considered 
his  position,  and  gave  ingenious  reasons 
for  leaving  the  matter  so  that  there  most 
be  a  Bill  dealing  with  this  question  at 
the  end  of  seven  years.  The  Oovem- 
ment,  having  had  an  opportunity  to 
make  this  Bill  a  final  one,  deliberately 
elect  to  leave  it  open  so  as  to  render 
legislation  necessary  at  the  end  of  seven 
years.  Is  this  Bill  a  message  of  peace 
to  Ireland?  Has  it  been  accepted  as 
such?  It  will  concede  much  that  was 
asked  for  by  the  Land  League,  and  more 
than  the  most  sanguine  member  ever 
expected.  At  the  meeting  of  the  Land 
League  last  Monday,  a  meeting  at 
which  they  acknowledged  a  munificent 
contribution  of  thousands  from  America, 
and  of  £2  or  £3  trom.  Ireland,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  said — 

**  The  Land  Bill  might  be  the  bosineaB  of  the 
Gbveminent,  bat  it  was  not  the  biuiness  of  the 
Land  League  as  an  organization  to  fovonr  any 
proposal  for  alleviating  the  horrors  arising  from 
landlordism,  thereby  making  it  more  tolerable 
and  giving  it  a  longer  lease  of  life.  They  did' 
not  seek  to  diange  landlordism  into  some  toler- 
able shape;  they  sought  for  its  extermina- 
tion." 

And  that  in  the  face  of  the  stupendous 
efforts  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  pass  this 
exceptional  Bill.  That  is  the  way  it  is 
received  by  the  Land  Leaguers  in  Ire- 
land. Lately  a  new  proposition  has 
been  put  forward,  in  the .  form  of  a 
construction  of  the  Bill  which  I  am 
happy  to  say  is  a  false  construction,  and 
that  is  that  when  this  Bill  is  pcMsed  no 
rente  need  be  ^aid  until  they  have  been 
fixed  and  sanctioned  by  the  Court.  Bad 
as  the  Bill  is,  it  leaves  the  old  rent  pay- 
able and  the  landlord  in  possession  of 
his  right  to  recover  it  until  the  gale  day 
next  following  the  fixing  of  a  judicial 
rent.  I  admit  that  the  wretched  Amend- 
ment for  the  suspension  of  write  of 
Ji  faoias,  which  was  passed  yesterday, 
may  possibly  mislead  some  people  to  a 
confused  understanding  of  the  matter. 
It  was  passed  in  a  House  of  less  Uian 
half  ite  strength,  without  any  Notice 
whatever,  being  brought  up  in  manu- 
script by  the  hon.  Member  for  ^e 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  The  Land 
League,  I  believe,  have  a  proposition 
for  the  extermination  of  landloxds ;  the 
Government  are  more  moderate — they 
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seemed  to  favotir  an  Amendment  whicli 
would  only  have  the  efiPect  of  Btarving 
them.  If  the  Amendment  had  been  oon- 
fiideredy  it  would  have  been  seen  that  it 
had  the  practical  effect  of  damning  the 
Bill,  for  it  announces  to  every  tenant  who 
owes  money  that  if  he  goes  into  Court  he 
can  tie  up  the  debt.  Never  before  was 
Buch  an  invitation  given  to  enter  upon 
litigation.  We  all  know  that  one  of  the 
great  difficulties  in  the  way  of  accepting 
this  Bill,  and  one  which  may  cause  the 
most  serious  interference  with  its  pro- 
gress, is  the  serious  danger  of  litigation ; 
and,  in  the  face  of  that  fact,  I  decline  to 
aooept  this  Amendment  as  a  serious 
proposal  of  statesmanship.  I  do  not 
suggest  motives,  or  eay  that  the  way  it 
was  accepted  points  to  what  may  be  ex- 
pected to  happen ;  but  the  Government 
may  have  remembered  that  an  untimely 
birth  is  often  followed  by  a  premature 
death ;  and  I  pass  by  the  Amendment, 
treating  it  as  an  unwholsome  fungus  in 
an  unsound  part  of  a  not  very  sound 
Bill.  There  is  one  serious  and  substan- 
tial omission  from  the  Bill.  If,  for  high 
purposes  of  State,  it  was  found  necessary 
to  apply  this  drastic  measure  to  Irish 
landlords,  to  mutilate  their  property, 
and  deprive  them  largely  of  their  means 
of  usemlness,  at  all  events  in  common 
justice  some  provision  might  have  been 
put  in  which  would  have  guaranteed  and 
insured  the  enjoyment  of  the  small  resi- 
due of  property  which  remains  to  them. 
Instead  of  that,  we  have  accepted  Amend- 
ment after  Amendment  permitting  a 
possible  extension  of  the  redemption 
period,  interfering  with  the  landlord's 
right  of  sale  and  with  every  possible 
right,  short  of  getting  rent;  we  have, 
on  the  other  hand,  Amendments  pro- 
posed, not  to  give  new  privileges  to  the 
landlord,  but  to  save  him  from  some 
uncertainties  and  doubts,  and  we  are 
met  by  distinct  refusal ;  and  the  fact  that 
the  exposition  is  conducted  with  for- 
bearance is  made  a  ground  for  denying 
measures  of  justice,  which  might  have 
been  conceded  to  Obstruction.  I  am 
bound  to  state  that  there  is  one  thing 
I  contemplate  with  satisfaction  in  this 
Bill.  At  all  events,  now  that  it  is  about 
to  be  passed,  we  have  a  right  to  expect 
and  a  right  to  insist  that  in  Ireland  wo 
should  have  a  firm  and  capable  Execu- 
tive. The  nation  will  insist  that  the 
miserable  scenes  of  last  winter  shall  not 
be  re-enacted.     Never  before   in  the 


history  of  a  country  or  of  Parliament 
has  any  Government  been  given,  and 
that  without  stint,  so  full  a  measure 
of  ordinary  and  extraordinary  powers. 
They  have,  in  fact,  been  eiven  every 
power,  coercive  and  remedial,  which 
they  asked  for  or  suggested.  There 
can,  therefore,  be  no  justification  for 
faltering  action,  no  excuse  for  feeble 
words  or  palsied  hands.  The  responsi- 
bility of  the  Government,  always  exist- 
ing, now  stands  out  in  conspicuous  re- 
lief, and  the  nation  will  see  and  judge 
how  that  responsibility  is  fulfilled.  The 
responsibility  of  the  Government  must 
be  fulfilled  by  a  resolute  maintenance 
of  law  and  order  and  full  protection  of 
life  and  property  in  Irelana.  The  Go- 
vernment have  got  all  they  asked  for, 
and  they  cannot  complain  if,  during  the 
Eecess,  their  course  of  administration 
of  affairs  in  Ireland  is  regarded,  not  by 
us  alone,  but  by  the  whole  nation,  with 
constant  vigilance  and  jealous  watchful- 
ness. I  am  CO  pessimist.  I  have  hope 
for  the  future  of  Ireland ;  but  my  hopes 
do  not  depend  upon  or  centre  round  mis 
Land  Law  Bill.  I  have  spoken  of  this 
Bill,  I  hope,  in  no  unreasoning  spirit. 
My  opposition  has  been  frank  and  open. 
I  have  made  already  my  protest  by  word 
and  by  vote,  and  shall  not  vote  again 
against  the  progress  of  the  Bill.  I  am 
speaking  now  my  last  words  with  refer- 
ence to  it.  But  in  parting  from  this  Bill  I 
cannot  say  that  I  regard  its  possible  future 
without  much  solicitude  and  many  mis- 
givings. It  is  a  measure  which  has  been 
largely  procured  and  directly  influenced 
in  its  progress  by  unrighteous  agitation, 
and  which  involves,  in  the  case  of  Ire- 
land, the  sacrifice  of  prii^ciples  which 
have  tended  to  make  England  herself 
great. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  I 
cannot  but  regret.  Sir,  that  a  Member 
of  the  Opposition,  occupying  the  high 
and  distinguished  position  which  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  worthily 
enjoys,  should  have  marred  the  generous 
tone  he  took  during  the  Committee  stage 
of  the  Bill  by  the  course  he  has  now 
adopted.  [*'0h,  oh!'']  It  may  be 
owing  to  my  inexperience  in  this  House, 
or  possibly  to  the  fact  that  everything  is 
fair  in  political  warfare  ;  but  I  think  it 
strange  that  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  having  a  carefully  prepared 
speech  to  deliver,  seeing  that  the  Speaker 
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1066,  and  Beeing,  too,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  then  rose,  should  not  himself 
have  first  risen  and  allowed  the  Prime 
Minister  to  follow  him  in  debate 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  wish  to  explain.  I 
did  not  see  you,  Sir,  rise,  and  I  was 
quite  suprised  to  see  the  Prime  Minister 
nse 

Tbr  solicitor  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  Of 
course,  I  accept  the  explanation  of  my 
rig^ht  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  But 
what  has  been  the  course  adopted  by 
the  Opposition?  They  have  criticized 
seTerely  every  part  of  the  Bill,  and  now 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
delivered  a  strong  protest  against  it ;  but 
will  they  dare  now  to  divide  upon  the  third 
reading  ?  I  have  crossed  swords  before 
now  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) ; 
but  I  think  the  course  that  he  has  the 
courage  to  take  on  the  present  occasion 
does  him  credit  when  compared  with  the 
course  adopted  by  the  Opposition.  Why 
was  it  left  to  an  outsider  to  raise  this 
debate  ?  Why  have  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition  disappeared  from  the  House 
during  the  debate  ?  I  say  it  with  great 
respect,  but  I  am  bound  to  say,  after 
observing  the  course  which  has  been 
taken  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  that  the  Op^sition  has  not  the 
courage  of  its  convictions,  and  the  noble 
Lorduie  Member  for  Woodstock  has.  My 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has,  in  the 
absence  of  the  Prime  Minister,  spoken 
of  him  in  a  way  that,  I  think,  might 
have  been  spared ;  and  he  has  summed 
up  his  criticism  by  saying  that  under 
the  Bill  the  landlord  will  be  damnified, 
and  the  tenant  assisted  at  the  expense 
of  the  landlord.  I  deny  both  those  pro- 
positions. My  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  asks — What  has  the  tenant  to 
sell  if  he  does  not  sell  the  landlord's  pro- 
perty ?  Well,  over  and  over  again  it  has 
been  explained  that  what  the  tenant  has 
to  sell  is  his  interest  in  his  holding — 
that  is,  his  right  of  occupancy,  and,  out- 
side that,  the  improvements  he  has 
effected,  often  by  his  money,  and  always 
by  his  labour.  This  is  not  his  landlord's 
iroperty.    The  tenant  must  ^ive  notice 

his  landlord  of  his  intention  to  sell, 
and  as  the  landlord  can  buy,  in  what  re- 
spect is  he  damnified  ?  Does  he  a^  to 
get  the  tenant's  interest  in  his  holding  for 
nothing?  Mv  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  says  that  uie  Court  may  aotuiJly 

Th0  HoUeitor  GeMral  far  Jirehni 


L' 


have  to  say  what  is  a  fair  prioe  to  give. 
I  was,  I  confess,  under  the  impression 
that  a  Court  was  the  proper  tribunal  to 
resort  to  if  a  man  has  a  right  to  assert 
or  a  wrong  to  be  redressed;  and  I 
submit  that  an  impartial  Court  is  the 
right  tribunal  to  decide  the  questions 
which  may  arise  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  the  event  of  their  not 
being  able  to  agree  between  themselves. 
The  next  point  criticized  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  the  fixing 
of  this  fair  rent  by  the  Court.  Does  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  want  the 
landlord  to  obtain  an  unfair  rent?  Where 
is  the  landlord  who  will  assert  that?  The 
provision  in  questionis  the  bestthatooold 
DC  devised  for  Irish  landlordsthemselvoM, 
among  whom  I  have  many  personal 
Mends.  Only  yesteirday  I  spoke  to  one, 
who  said  that  his  rents  had  not  been 
raised  during  the  40  years  he  was  in 
possession  of  the  estate,  and  that,  not- 
withstanding, he  felt  he  should  assist 
them  by  mfJung  them  gifts  of  timber, 
slates,  and  other  things.  In  these  good 
relations  how  stands  his  rent.  It  is  paid 
even  in  these  times.  After  all,  in  fixing  a 
fair  rent,  the  Court  would  simply  moderate 
— to  use  a  University  term— -between  the 
parties.  But,  said  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  at  least  the  landlord 
should  be  paid  the  old  rent  till  the  new 
was  fixed.  The  Bill  provided  that  such 
should  be  the  case,  as  the  new  rent  was 
not  to  become  payable  until  the  gale  day 
next  after  the  fixing  of  it.  What  un- 
fairness was  there  in  that  ?  And  yet,  to 
hear  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
it  would  be  thought  that  some  scheme 
was  carefully  wrapped  up  in  the  Bill  for 
inflicting  injustice  on  the  Irish  landlords. 
As  originally  brought  in,  the  Bill  did 
nothing  more  than  carry  forward  the 
principles  of  the  Act  of  1870,  which  gave 
protection  to  occupancy.  I  will  not  de- 
lay the  progress  of  this  measure  by 
any  lengthened  observations;  but  wiU 
simply  say  that,  in  my  view,  no  one 
who  has  any  knowledge  of  Ireland  can 
deny  that  there  is  an  eager  wistfulness 
for  the  passage  of  the  Bill,  and  a  feeling 
of  great  anxiety  occasioned  by  the  delay 
which  has  occurred  in  its  progress.  It 
will  give  a  security  of  tenure,  which  is 
most  stronely  desired  and  needed  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  it  is  not  the  visionary  or 
disastrous  scheme  which  has  been  pic- 
tured from  time  to  time  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  opposed  to  it.    I  deny  that 
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the  measure  will  operate  against  the 
landlord  ;  but  the  peasant  as  he  drives 
his  spade  into  the  ground  will  feel  that 
his  arm  is  strengthened  by  knowing  that 
wife  and  weans  will  be  bettered  by  it. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
has  immensely  exaggerated  the  effect  of 
the  clauses  in  regard  to  leases,  which 
only  g^ve  power  to  the  Court  to  set  them 
aside  in  case  it  is  satisfied  as  to  their 
injustice,  and  that  they  have  been  ob- 
tained under  a  threat  of  eviction.  The 
hour  has  well  nigh  struck  when  the  Bill 
will  pass,  and  I  oelieve  it  will  be  a  great 
and  generous  message  of  peace  to  Ire- 
land. But  to  bring  uiat  peace,  language 
must  be  used  very  different  from  that 
used  by  my  right  hon.  and  leamedFriend. 
Those  are  not  the  words  which  will  win 
back  alienated  friends  or  heal  the  wounds 
which  civil  discord  has  left  festering 
amongst  us.  It  is  my  belief  that  this 
Bill  wiU  give  safety  to  person,  will  add 
to  the  stability  of  property  and  the  se- 
curity of  the  Constitution  in  Ireland, 
will  give  a  more  manly  tone  to  the  na- 
tion's strength,  and  restore  a  healthy 
beat  to  the  nation's  heart. 

LoKD  ELCHO  said,  he  joined  in  the 
hope  that  ^the  measure  would  have  the 
effect  of  bringing  peace  to  Ireland,  even 
although  it  sinned  against  all  those 
principlee  that  had  heretofore  guided 
legislation.  He  was,  however,  glad  that 
the  decencies  of  procedure  had  been  so 
far  maintained,  that  a  measure  of  this 
importance  was  not  passed  through  both 
the  last  stages— Committee  and  Third 
Beading — in  one  night;  for,  in  his  experi- 
ence in  Parliament,  no  Bill  of  such  import- 
ance had  thus  been  dealt  with.  The  dis- 
cussion had  been  a  very  useful  one,  and 
the  House  had  listened  to  some  very  able 
speeches.  He  had  said  little  in  Com- 
mittee, but  had  followed  the  Bill  care- 
fully, and  had  ^ven  his  vote  whenever  he 
thought  its  injustice  or  harshness  could 
be  modified  or  remedied.  He  felt  bound 
to  say  that  after  all  the  weeks  of  careful 
labour  in  Conmiittee,  he  did  not  find 
that  the  Bill  was  any  sounder  in  prin- 
oiple  than  when  he  denounced  its  prin- 
ciples in  the  debate  on  the  second  read- 
ing. So  far  from  that  being  the  case, 
the  Bill  still  was  a  return  to  the  legisla- 
tion of  the  Flantagenets,  and  to  the 
French  Bevolution  law  of  **  maximum." 
It  destroyed  individual  liberty  and  free- 
dom in  men's  dealings  with  each  other, 
and  confiscated  property  without  com- 


pensation. And  this  was  the  act  of  sgh 
called  Liberals.  The  Bill,  now  more 
than  ever,  made  the  landlord  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  a  plundered  rent- 
charger.  Fair  rents  were  to  be  fixed,  not 
by  the  ordinary  transactions  of  ordinary 
business,  but,  for  the  first  time  in  our 
modem  history,  by  the  State.  The 
Court  was  nut  in  the  position  of  the  land- 
lord, and  the  privileges  of  property  were 
taken  away  from  the  lanalord  and 
placed  in  Commission;  while  the  Bill 
severed  for  ever — unless  he  was  pre- 
pared to  purchase  it — the  labourer  of 
Ireland  from  the  future  occupation  of 
the  soil.  It  further  established  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  State  breaking  leases,  and 
using  State  money  to  pay  arrears  of  rent — 
that  was,  to  advance  money  from  public 
funds  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  had 
repudiated  their  rightful  contracts ;  while 
those  who,  throuui  all  this  tr3ring  agi- 
tation discharged  their  contracts,  were 
left  out  in  the  cold,  without  any  benefit 
at  all.  A  Bill  such  as  this  was  not  worth 
the  support  of  the  House.  Its  character 
and  origin  might  be  summarized  thus. 
It  was  a  measure  "  begotten  by  lawless- 
ness, conceived  in  fear,  founded  on  in- 
justice, its  ends  corruption."  They 
could  not  deny  the  truth  of  this.  They 
could  not  deny  that  if  there  had  been 
no  Lemd  League,  and  no  resistance  to 
the  law,  they  never  would  have  heard 
of  this  Bill.  Was  any  hon.  or  right 
hon.  Gentleman  prepared  to  say  the 
contrary  ?  He  also  averred  that  there 
had  been  ill-concealed  fear  on  the  part 
of  the  Qovemment,  which  had  led  them 
.to  introduce  this  measure ;  and  he  based 
his  assertion  on  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself.  The  Prime  Minister 
looked  astonished  at  that  statement; 
but  he  had  himself  heard  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  say,  on  the  19th  of  July,  that 
this  Bill  differed  materially  from  the 
Irish  Land  Act  of  1870,  inasmuch  as 
every  line  and  every  clause  of  this  Bill 
was  of  vital  importance,  because  the 
maintenance  of  law,  the  security  of  life 
and  property  in  Ireland  would  depend 
upon  them.  He  therefore  asserted  that 
it  was  in  consequence  of  the  fear  of  law- 
lessness in  Ireland  that  the  Gt)vemment 
had  brought  in  this  Bill,  in  the  hope 
of  thus  protecting  life  and  property, 
which  they  should  have  been  able  to 
have  secured  without  legislation  of  this 
I  kind.  He  maintained  that  the  Bill  was 
founded  in  injustice,  and,  further,  that 
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its  ends  were  corraption,  inasmuch  as 
it  was  a  bribe  to  the  600,000  tenants 
in  Ireland  to  obey  the  law.  But  would 
the  Bill  have  the  eifect  of  tranquillizing 
Ireland  ?  He  ventured  to  say,  reason- 
ing by  the  analogy  of  the  past,  that 
this  system  of  concession,  followed  by 
coercion  and  further  concession,  had 
alone  brought  about  the  present  state 
of  things  in  Ireland ;  and  what  was 
there  in  this  Bill  which  was  calcu- 
lated to  render  it  more  effective  for  its 
professed  purpose  than  previous  mea- 
sures? He  believed,  on  the  contrary, 
that  it  would  encourage  greater  agita- 
tion in  the  future ;  and,  looking  at  the 
effect  the  Bill  was  producing  in  this 
coimtry  and  in  Scotland  in  disturbing 
men's  minds,  and  in  altering  their  views 
as  to  the  rights  of  property,  and 
the  relationship  between  the  different 
classes  which  had  hitherto  governed 
society,  this  Bill  was  fraught  with  great 
danger.  He  was  not  prepared  to  let 
it  pass  in  silence,  or  without  recording 
his  vote  against  it.  He  intended  to 
divide  the  House  on  the  Question.  A 
speech  had  been  made  a  short  time  ago 
by  arip^ht  hon.  Oentleman  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench,  in  which  he  denounced 
the  Bill,  root  and  branch ;  and  in  the  ffood 
old  days  such  a  speech  would  have  been 
naturally  followea  by  a  division.  Now, 
however,  we  lived  in  different,  if  not  better 
days,  and  the  Bill  was  to  be  allowed  to 
pass  a  third  reading  unchallenged.  He 
admitted  that  the  Conservative  Party 
was  in  a  difficulty.  They,  or  rather  their 
principles,  found  themselves'  between 
the  upper  and  the  nether  millstone.  Th^ 
upper  millstone  was  the  fact  that  two 
great  Conservative  Peers  and  three  Con- 
servative Members  of  Parliament  had  i)ut 
their  names  to  a  Eeport — the  Duke  of 
Richmond's — which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  often  told  the  House  was  the  basis 
of  legislation.  In  their  rear,  and  even 
on  their  own  Bench,  they  had  right  hon. 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  whose  action  had 
also  been  appealed  to  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, as  it  was  in  similar  circumstances 
in  1870,  in  reference  to  the  Disturbance 
Clause  of  that  Act.  He  referred  to  the 
Representatives  of  Ulster,  whom  he 
would  call,  if  he  might  do  so  without 
offence,  the  Esaus  of  Ulster ;  for  what 
was  their  position  as  regards  this  ques- 
tion of  tenant  right  ?  They  or  their  fathers 
or  grandfathers,  for  beneficial  purposes 
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to  themselves,  had  sold  their  birflmght, 
and,  to  obtain  payment  of  rents  and 
arrears,  established  tenant  right  on  their 
estates.  He  oould  not  understand,  for 
the  life  of  him,  how  these  hon.  Members, 
having  done  that — either  themselves  or 
their  ancestors — could  bring  their  con- 
sciences to  vote  for  this  Bill,  which  im- 
posed tenant  right  for  ever  on  every  estate 
in  Ireland  now  free  of  it,  they  knowing 
that  the  tenant,  and  not  the  landlord 
would  have  the  benefit  of  the  free  sale 
of  tenant  right  under  this  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  Bill  allowed  tenants  to  sell 
their  right  in  the  market  for  the  highest 
price;  but  the  landlord  was  debarred 
from  getting  the  highest  price  he  ooold 
for  his  land.  Thus,  between  the  upper 
millstone  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
Commission  and  the  nether  millstone  of 
the  Ulster  Representatives,  the  principles 
of  the  Conservatives  were  ground  into 
impalpable  powder.  Now,  as  to  the 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  on 
the  other  side,  no  doubt  their  motives 
were  perfectly  patriotic,  but  the  fact  re- 
mained that,  in  acting  as  they  had  acted, 
they  had  cast  aside  alltheir  traditions  and 
principles;  and  although  they  mij^ht  think 
they  were  doing  what  was  right  and 
would  be  beneficial  to  the  country,  they 
were  establishing  the  principle  that  jus- 
tice must  be  measured,  not  by  justice, 
but  by  votes ;  and  as  sure  as  they  had 
done  that,  they  would  find,  when  they 
enfranchized  the  masses,  that  they  had 
taught  them  a  lesson  they  would  not 
forget.  In  every  line  of  this  Bill  they 
had  hatched  a  legislative  chicken,  that 
would  come  home  to  roost  in  the  home- 
steads of  England  and  of  Scotland,  in 
the  houses  of  the  lar^  towns,  in  ^eir 
manufactories,  in  their  mines,  in  their 
ships,  in  their  scrip  and  stock.  For  do 
not  let  them  imagine  if  the  great  Liberal 
Party  thus  sanctioned  the  principle  of 
the  spoliation  of  one  class  for  the  benefit 
of  another,  that  when  they  had  enfran- 
chised, as  they  no  doubt  would  do  one 
day,  an  ignorant  and  unintelligent 
Briareus,  he  would  be  slow  to  leam  the 
lesson  they  had  taught  him,  or  fail 
to  apply  it  to  all  kinds  of  property 
alike.  He  had  a  good  many  'Fneam 
among  what  was  called  the  old  Whiff 
I  school.  He  knew  they  hated  thia  Bifi 
j  as  much  as  he  did ;  but  they  had  sub- 
'  mitted  to  it.  They  were  bound  down 
by  ties  of  Party.    And  these  same  men 
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who  bowed  down  before  the  fetish  of 
Party,  when  held  up  by  their  medicine 
man  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  laughed 
at  those  who  worshipped  and  believed 
in  the  Black  Virgin  of  Loretto,  and 
sneered  at  the  untutored  Natives  of  the 
South  Sea  Islands  who  worshipped 
stocks  and  stones.  [CVtM  o/'' Ques- 
tion !  "]  He  was  speaking  so  much  to 
the  question  that  the  il-Liberals  did  not 
like  it.  He  would  venture  simply,  as 
r^;arded  his  weak  Whig  Friends,  to  say 
that  he  believed  that  Party,  properly 
conducted  on  sound  and  distinct  prin- 
ciples, was  the  best  and  soundest  form 
of  government.  But  he  would  also  say 
this,  that  he  believed  man  was  not  made 
for  Party,  but  that  Party  was  made  for 
man.  Holding  these  views,  he  believed 
that  this  measure,  whilst  outraging  all 
sound  principles  of  government,  would 
be  more  hurtful  than  beneficial  to  Ire- 
land. This  Bill  would  absolutely  de- 
stroy the  foundation  on  which  our 
social  system  had  hitherto  rested.  [Mr. 
Hsaly:  Thank  God  for  that!]  He 
accepted  that  expression  in  support  of 
what  he  was  saying.  It  was  the  truth, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  taken  to  heart 
by  right  hon.  and  hon.  Oentlemen  oppo- 
site! The  Bill  would  destroy  liberty  of 
contract  and  the  security  of  property,  the 
only  sound  principle  upon  which  nations 
could  hope  to  prosper  and  progress. 
Holding  these  opimons  strongly,  he 
must  record  his  vote  against  it.  He  did 
not  care  whether  more  than  half-a-dozen 
hon.  Members  accompanied  him  into  the 
Lobby.  ''The  fewer  men  the  greater 
share  of  honour."  And  if  evil  should 
come  of  this  legislation,  they  would  at 
least  be  able  to  say  that  they  had  taken 
advantage  of  all  tiie  Forms  of  Parlia- 
ment to  resist  unprincipled  and  per- 
nicious legislation. 

Mb.  SHA.W  said,  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  strong  eloquence  poured  out  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  agunsttheBill,  itstruck  him 
forcibly,  when  listening  to  that  speech, 
that  after  all  there  was  an  undercurrent 
of  feeline  that,  on  the  whole,  it  was  not 
«ach  a  Dad  Bill.  But  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  the  courage 
of  his  convictions,  and  had  taken  a  very 
different  course.  He  had  attacked  it  root 
and  branch.  The  noble  Lord  believed  it 
to  be  a  bad  Bill,  and,  that  being  his  be- 


lief, he  would  not  be  justified  in  adopt" 
ing  any  other  course  than  that  which  he 
had  mentioned.  The  noble  Lord  said 
that  the  lawlessness  existing  in  Ireland 
was  the  result  of  the  operations  of  the 
Land  League ;  but  did  the  noble  Lord 
think  that  in  any  country,  even  in  Ire- 
land,  a  body  of  young  men  of  no  social 
position,  and  no  wonderful  powers  of 
eloquence,  could  have  got  up  such  a  state 
of  things  as  existed  in  Ireland  if  there 
were  no  social  wrongs  in  Ireland  that 
gave  them  power?  The  sociad  state  of 
Ireland  which  had  brought  about  this 
measure  sprang  from  the  effects  of  a 
series  of  bad  harvests  and  the  action  of 
the  landlords  themselves.  He  had  by 
his  side  the  original  first  copy  of  the  BiU 
of  1870,  and  on  the  margin  of  it  were 
the  notes  he  made  when  it  was  discussed, 
and  they  embodied  precisely  the  prin- 
ciples that  were  involved  in  the  Bill 
now  before  them.  The  noble  Lord  said 
the  Government  had  adopted  the  pro- 
gramme of  the  Land  League.  Nothing 
coald  be  more  absurd  or  incorrect.  Why, 
the  Land  League  at  their  meetings  ridi- 
culed and  made  it  a  special  point  to 
attack  the  ''three  F's.'^  The  noble 
Lord  said  the  Bill  would  not  pacify  Ire- 
land. Well,  it  was  veiy  hard  to  pro- 
phecy about  Ireland.  He  thought  he 
might  say  he  had  a  fair  knowledge  of 
the  country ;  and  his  opinion,  which  was 
fortified  by  letters  which  he  received 
every  day  from  all  parts  of  Ireland  re- 
lating to  this  Bill,  was  that  the  Land 
League  was  not  Ireland ;  that  there  was 
in  Ireland  an  amount  of  common  sense ; 
that  the  Land  League  had  an  amount  of 
common  sense ;  and  that  when  this  Bill 
became  law  they  would  see  it  to  be  their 
duty  to  lay  hold  of  the  real  principles  of 
amelioration  in  the  Bill,  and  tiy  to  apply 
them  for  the  benefit  and  welfare  of  Ire- 
land. He  could  not  think  so  meanly  of 
the  men  at  the  head  of  that  League  as 
to  believe  that  they  would  be  so  Tost  to 
all  patriotism  and  right  principle  as  to 
keep  up  the  agitation  for  the  mere  sake 
of  agitation,  Lndependently  of  the  good 
or  evil  to  be  effected.  He  firmly  be- 
lieved that  in  the  Bill  there  were  many 
things  which  would  tend  to  cure  the 
sores  and  evils  of  his  country,  and  edso 
many  things  which  would  improve  the 
system  of  land  tenure.  It  was  true  there 
were  points  in  the  Bill  that  he  would 
like  to  see  improved ;  but  he  believed 
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that  in  the  oircumstanoes,  with  all  the 
Burroundings  and  difficulties  that  Minis- 
ters had  to  contend  with,  no  better  or 
more  complete  Bill  could  possibly  have 
been  passed.  He  earnestly  hoped  and 
belieyed  that  it  would  do  much  in  the 
direction  of  pacifying  Ireland ;  and,  so 
fiar  as  regarded  himself,  he  could  hon- 
estly say  that  nothing  that  one  man  could 
do  would  be  left  undone  to  bring  its 
provisions  fully  and  fairly  before  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  people.  He  expressed 
the  feeling  of  every  Member  of  the  House 
when  he  said  he  was  astonished  by  the 
ability  with  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  conducted  the  Bill.  The  oldest 
Member  in  the  House  had  never  seen 
anything  like  it,  and  the  youngest  Mem- 
ber, as  long  as  he  lived,  would  never  see 
anything  like  it — the  earnestness,  the 
wonderful  power  of  language  and  ex- 

?ression  of  ''the  old  man  eloquent." 
'he  masterly  grasp  of  faots  and  details, 
and  his  enthusiasm  in  conducting  his 
measure  had  never  been  excelled.  The 
Irish  people  would  be  grateful  for  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done.  He 
believed  that  in  the  hearts  of  the  Irish 
people  there  was  a  deep  feeling  of  grati- 
tude to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  a 
conviction  that  he  had  done  his  very 
best  for  the  settlement  of  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion. During  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's absence  from  his  Office  he  had 
opportunities  of  becoming  acquainted 
with  the  opinions  of  Bishops,  priests,  and 
laymen  in  Ireland,  and  he  found  that 
there  was  no  living  statesman  in  whom 
the  Irish  people  had  such  confidence  as 
in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  because 
of  his  great  ability,  not  because  of  his 
unexampled  position  in  the  world  as  a 
statesman,  but  because  they  believed  he 
had  earnest  and  honest  principles.  The 
Bill  was  about  to  pass  to  **  another  place." 
For  himself,  he  was  not  concerned  as  to 
how  the  other  House  treated  it.  If  they 
showed  the  wisdom  that  the  aristocracy 
had  always  shown  in  looking  at  all  the 
circumstances  in  the  face  and  acting 
generously  with  the  facts  before  them, 
they  would  send  the  BiU  down  to  the 
House  of  Commons  very  little  changed 
from  the  condition  in  which  it  was  sent 
up.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  they  sent  it 
down  so  changed  that  the  Government 
could  not  accept  it,  then  the  agitation  in 
Ireland  would  broaden  and  deepen,  and 
the  settlement  of  the  question  woidd  be 
as  remote  as  ever.  But  they  anticipated 
J£r.  Shaw 


different  treatment  of  the  measure  by 
the  other  House. 

Mr.  WABTON  (who  spoke  amid  the 
marked  impatience  of  the  Hoaae  for  a 
division)  was  understood  to  say  that  Hie 
Prime  Minister,  whatever  charges  might 
be  fairly  brought  against  him  in  o(£er 
respects,  had  been  wonderfully  consistent 
at  feast  in  what  he  had  said  in  1870  and 
what  he  had  said  this  year  with  regard 
to  Irish  ideas.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  in  1870,  as  he  stated  now, 
that  there  was  an  old  Irish  notion  that 
even  when  the  contract  between  landlord 
and  tenant  had  expired,  what  was  called 
the  right  of  occupancy  still  remained  in 
the  tenant.  But  while  he  admitted  the 
consistency  of  the  Prime  Minister  on 
that  point,  he  regretted  it,  because  it 
showed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
notion  of  statesmanship  was  to  eive  way 
to  Irish  ideas.  The  connection  oetween 
England  and  Ireland  ought  to  ezeroiBS  a 
dvuizing  influence  on  the  latter  country, 
and  there  was  no  surer  mark  of  the 
civilization  of  a  countiv  than  the  obsenr« 
ance  of  contract.  In  a  barbarous  ooantiy 
contract  was  not  understood,  and  when 
a  contract  had  there  been  entered  into 
it  was  not  felt  that  it  should  be  reli- 
giously  respected.  By  this  Bill  the  €k>« 
vemment  were  perpetuating  ideas  whidi 
ought  to  be  discouraged,  and  were  not 
raising  Ireland  to  the  high  standard  of 
civilization  which  was  indicated  by  a 
regard  for  the  sanctity  of  contract.  He 
looked  upon  this  measure  as  a  relapse 
from  a  civilized  state  to  a  state  of  Ihit- 
barism. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  ChurchiU)  intended  to  go  to  a 
division  on  the  question  of  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill  or  not— ["Yes!"] 
— but  if  he  did,  he  could  not  refrain 
from  saying  a  few  words  as  to  the 
vote  which  he  meant  to  me  on 
that  occasion.  He  had  listenea  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  with  great  interest,  be- 
cause evexy  word  which  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  had  found  an  eoho  in  Us 
heart.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  te 
Woodstock  had  been  taunted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aylesbury  (Mr.  George  BiM- 
sell)  with  being  the  exponent  of  eameij 
in  tiiat  House ;  but  the  hon.  Member  te 
A^rlesbuiy  appeared  to  be  Hie  ezpensBft 
of  broad  farce 
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And  it  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven 
of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  thi$  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  dock. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Debate  resumed. 

VisoouwT  FOLKESTONE,  on  rising, 
was  greeted  with  loud  cries  of  **  Oh, 
oh!"  and  ** Question!"  After  com- 
parative silence  had  been  restored,  he 
said,  that  as  hon.  Members  had  now 
finished  exercising  their  lungs,  he  might, 
perhaps,  be  permitted  to  observe  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  pursue  his  remarks 
any  further.  He  onlv  rose  to  appeal  to 
his  noble  Friend  below  the  Gangway 
(Lord  Elcho)  not  to  proceed  to  a  divi- 
sion. It  would  be  impossible  for  the 
noble  Lord  to  get  adequate  support,  and 
if  he  challenged  a  division  he  could  not 
expect  it  to  Imve  any  effect  on  the  future 
of  the  Bill. 

Sib  PATMOK  O'BRIEN  said,  that, 
as  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Folkestone) 
had  brought  them  down  to  the  House  at 
9  o'clock,  he  hoped  he  would  give  them 
the  advantage  of  a  division.  At  the 
same  time,  he  was  gratified  to  find  that 
the  idea  of  dividing  upon  this  measure 
did  not  proceed  from  an  Irish  Member. 
The  noble  Lord  had  given  them  a  plea- 
sant history  of  the  disintegration  of  the 
Oonservative  Party,  and  had  incidentally 
alluded  to  a  Commission  of  which  he  was 
not  a  Member.  If  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  a  Member  of  it,  he  would  have 
learnt  something  which  would  have  pre- 
vented him  from  making  his  speech.  As 
it  was,  the  noble  Lord,  like  the  Bourbons, 
had  learnt  nothing  and  forgotten  nothing. 
For  his  own  part,  he  had  since  the  year 
1852  pursued  an  even  and  a  continuous 
ooorse  in  regard  to  that  subject.  [**  Di- 
vide ! "]  The  House  was  evidently  im- 
mtient  to  go  to  a  division,  and  he  would, 
therefixre,  content  himself  by  expressing 
his  satisfaction  that  the  principles  which 
lie  and  others  who  had  Deen  made  the 
ohgeots  of  unmitigated  vituperation  had 
consistently  advocated  by  vote  and  voice 
weie  now  triumphant. 

Sib  HENBY  TYLER  said,  it  was  true 
fkero  were  but  tew  Members  on  those 
(the  Opporitton)  Benches ;  but  he  should 


be  proud  hereafter,  when,  perhaps,  a 
measure  of  a  more  radical  character 
would  be  introduced,  to  recollect  that 
he  was  one  of  the  few  who  joined  in 
this  final  protest  against  a  Bill  which 
they  so  strongly  disapproved. 

Mr.  MILBANK  maintained  that  the 
course  taken  by  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site the  Member  for  Wiltshire  (Viscount 
Folkestone)  reflected  the  greatest  dis- 
credit on  the  House.  Instead  of  deliver- 
ing a  speech,  the  noble  Lord  made  some 
excuse  and  sat  down.  The  noble  Lord 
had  simply  been  put  up  to  talk  the  Bill 
out  at  7  o'clock.  He  saw  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  go  up  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Wiltshire — [  *  'Ques- 
tion !  "1 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  confine  his  remarks 
to  the  Bill  before  the  House. 

Mr.  MILBANK  would  not  say  a  word 
about  the  Bill.  He  was  happy  to  say 
that  he  had  throughout  recorded  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  HEALY  wished,  before  the  Bill 
passed  from  that  House,  to  make  one 
thing  clear.  [Mr.  O'Connor  Power  : 
Divide !]  He  might  inform  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  that  he  was  in  the 
habit  of  speaking  there  despite  English 
Members,  and  certainly  he  was  not  to 
be  cowed  by  Irish  Members.  He  would 
not  occupy  the  House  more  than  two 
minutes,  and  what  he  had  to  say  was  in 
reference  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw) 
on  this  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  have  considerable  faith  in  the  mea- 
sure, and  he  made  certain  prophecies 
with  regard  to  its  action  in  Ireland,  and 
then  went  on  to  refer  to  what  course  the 
Land  League  would  take  on  the  mea- 
sure. He  (Mr.  Healy)  would  venture 
to  remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
County,  and  those  especially  interested 
in  this  matter  in  Ireland,  that  the  men 
who  had  brought  this  measure  about — 
the  men  whose  determination,  whose 
resolution,  and  whose  persistence  had 
produced  this  measure — were  not  those 
who  were  now  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  but  the  men  who  were  in  penal 
servitude  in  Dartmoor  and  in  the  prison 
cells  at  Kilmainham.  To  those  men 
they  owed  whatever  was  good  in  this 
Bill,  and  he  begged  to  return  them  his 
most  sincere  thanks.  It  was  to  such 
men,  and  to  their  persistent  efforts,  that 
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they  owed  this  measure.  He  gave  no 
thanks  to  the  Goyemment.  He  had 
none  to  g^ve  to  those  Gentlemen  who 
Bat  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  They  in 
Ireland  had  been  accustomed  to  see 
every  measure  that  they  desired  refused 
them  by  that  House  until  they  were  able, 
in  despite  of  the  House  or  in  despite  of 
its  opinions,  to  wring  a  measure  out  of 
the  Government  of  I^gland.  They  had 
found  the  same  with  regard  to  this  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill.  They  had  compelled 
the  Prime  Minister  of  England,  who 
brought  about  the  rejection  of  much 
more  mild  measures  10  years  ago  and 
six  years  ago,  which  might  then  have 
satisfied  the  people  of  Ireland — and  he, 
in  those  days,  got  up  and  refused  the 
principle  of  the  measure — they  had  com- 
pelled the  Prime  Minister  of  England 
to  swallow  his  declaration,  and  to  pass 
in  the  measure  which  was  now  before 
the  House  practically  the  same  prin- 
ciples which  four  or  five  years  ago  he 
had  no  language  strong  enough  to  con- 
demn. [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I  never  said 
a  word  upon  them.]  There  was  in  ex- 
istence a  pamphlet  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho),  giving  extracts  and  quotations 
from  speeches  and  writings  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  it  was  to  his  speeches  and 
votes  he  referred.  However,  be  that  as 
it  might,  all  he  had  to  say  on  the  mea- 
sure to-night  was  that  they  thanked, 
not  the  present  Government,  but  they 
thanked  the  men  whose  persistency  and 
resolution  had  driven  the  Government 
into  bringing  the  measure  before  the 
House.  They  were  told  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  County  that  that  Bill 
would  do  a  great  deal  of  good  in  Ire- 
land. Well,  there  were  many  sore 
hearts  in  Ireland  that  night,  because 
there  were  now  lying  in  the  prison  ceils 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  200 
of  the  best  and  most  honest  men  of  the 
country;  and  he  would  say  that  while 
those  men  lay  in  prison  there  would  be 
no  peace  in  Ireland.  He  would  say, 
furthermore,  that  until  that  policy  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  discon- 
tinued—  until  they  were  prepared  to 
pluck  from  the  memory  of  tne  Irish 
people  **  that  rooted  sorrow  " — no  peace 
or  prosperity  would  return  to  Ireland, 
let  them  pass  what  measures  they 
pleased. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
oould  not  allow  the  Bill  to  leave  the 

-Mr.  Healy 


House  without  challenging  the  declara- 
tions of  the  last  speuer.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  anything  irritating ;  bat  hA 
would  say  this,  that  he  did  not  beUeya 
the  Irish  people  endorsed  the  sentimenti 
they  had  just  heard  expressed.  He  had 
opposed  the  policy  of  coercion  as  strongly 
as  the  hon.  Member  opposite — ["No!"] 
— strongly  as  any  hon.  Member  in  that 
House ;  but  he  was  convinced  that  had 
it  not  been  for  the  policy  punned  by 
certain  persons,  that  Bill  would  have 
been  the  law  of  the  land  months  and 
months  ago,  and  the  prisoners  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Memoer  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)— some  of  whom  he  looked 
upon  as  the  victims  of  bad  advice,  and 
some  as  the  bad  advisers — would  never 
have  been  arrested.  He  believed  the 
Irish  people  were  deeply  grateful  to  the 
Prime  Minister  for  that  Bill.  They 
knew  with  what  sorrow  of  heart  he  had 
violated  those  principles  of  liberty  wluch 
he  had  maintained  at  all  times,  not 
only  at  home,  but  in  foreisn  countries, 
whore  men  were  imprisoned  for  politietl 
offences.  He  had  oeen  driven  to  that 
course  by  the  conduct  of  those  who^ 
had  they  been  actuated  by  a  true  spirit 
of  patriotism,  leavened  by  a  little  com- 
mon  sense,  would  have  roared  their 
country  the  bitter  herbs  witn  which  Uis 
dish  of  the  Land  BiU  had  been  eeaaoned. 
Mb.  M'COAN  said,  that  but  for  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wez« 
ford  (Mr.  Healy)  he  would  have  been 
content  to  give  a  silent  vote;  but  he 
should  be  sorry  if  it  went  fortii  that  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  represented 
the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Bepreeentativfli 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  or  the  feel- 
ings of  the  Irish  people,  on  the  Bill  now 
about  to  be  read  a  third  time.  He  at 
once  confessed  what  he  had  always  felt 
— that  the  measure  was  largelv  owinff 
to  the  agitation  which  had  been  mitiateS 
and  carried  on  by  the  Land  League^ 
and,  so  far,  much  of  the  credit  m  it 
was  due  to  that  organization.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  neifiier  his  confloienoe  • 
nor  his  sense  of  fair  play  would  pennit 
him  to  ignore  the  fact  that  its  maaiii* 
ficent  comprehensiveness  was  rnamly 
owing  to  the  generosity  and  justice  of 
Her  Maiesty's  present  (Government.  He 
acknowledged  the  concessiona  whidithe 
Prime  Minister,  step  by  step,  had  made; 
and  he  believed  that  the  g^oral  aenti- 
ment  of  the  Irish  people  would  aimilailj 
recognize  its  claims  on  their  gmtedhl  ao- 
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ceptance.  He  sympathized  with  the  men 
imprisoned  in  Lreland ;  but  he  was  not 
then  called  upon  to  express  an  opinion 
as  to  the  wisdom  or  unwisdom  of  the 
action  that  led  to  their  arrest.  But  he 
would  express  an  earnest  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  able, 
concurrently  with  the  passing  of  this 
Bill,  to  make  some  large  concession  of 
mercy  to  these  men.  If  this  were  done, 
his  conviction  was  strong  that,  accom- 
panied by  such  a  measure  of  mercy,  the 
bill,  when  passed,  would  strike  an  effec- 
tual blow  at  the  root  of  agitation  in 
Ireland,  as  all  just  excuse  for  it  would 
be  removed.  At  the  risk  of  some  un- 
popularity among  his  Colleagues,  he 
had  voted  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill ;  and,  as  his  opinion  of  it  was  un- 
changed, he  should  vote  for  its  final 
stage  to-night. 

Mb.  J.  OOWEN  said,  he  was  re- 
luctant to  interpose  in  that  long  drawn 
out  discussion,  to  which  it  was  difficult 
for  imagination  to  contribute  a  new 
thought,  or  ingenuity  to  suggest  a  fresh 
proposed.  But  he  pleaded,  in  extenua- 
tion of  his  intrusion  at  that  stage  of  the 
Bill,  the  fact  that  he  had  been  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  Commission  whose 
Beport  the  Prime  Minister  had  more 
than  once  declared  was  fche  basis  of  the 
measure — a  Commission  which  had  been 
inquiring  into  the  causes  and  extent  of 
agiioultural  depression,  and  how  far 
these  could  be  remedied  by  legislation. 
He  might  further  say  that  at  no  stage 
of  the  Bill  had  he  delayed  its  progress 
by  a  single  remark  or  a  solitary  Amend- 
ment. He  was  told  that  the  first  duty 
of  a  patriot  was  silence,  and  in  the 
wordy  warfare  of  the  last  few  weeks  he 
had  &e  negative  merit  of  having  held 
his  tongue.  The  Prime  Minister,  in 
introducing  the  BiU,  indulged  the  hope 
that  it  would  dose  a  painful  chapter  of 
Irish  grievances,  and  transform  a  poor 
and  disaffected  into  a  prosperous  and 
contented  population.  That  wish  had 
been  re-echoed  by  nearly  every  succeed- 
ing speaker;  but  it  was  more  a  wish 
than  an  expectation.  The  problem  dealt 
with  by  the  Bill  was  the  oldest,  most 
complete,  and  far-reaching  that  came 
within  the  range  of  British  politics.  It 
embraced  agricultural,  political,  legal, 
and  eoonomio  changes,  which  would  go 
iar  to  re-model  the  basis  of  social  life 
in  Ireland.  It  had  exercised  the  inge- 
nuity of  •noooiMive  statesmen.    Interest 


and  prejudice,  passion  and  patriotism, 
rebellion  and  remedial  measures  had  all, 
in  their  turn,  been  tried ;  but  they  had 
failed  to  find  a  cure  for  the  chronic  dis- 
order. It  had  been  the  occasion  of  more 
inquiries  and  more  legislative  failures 
than  any  Parliamentary  question  of  the 
time.  During  the  last  40  years  five 
Boyal  Commissions  and  1 5  Select  Com- 
mittees had  investigated  the  subject.  In 
the  same  space  of  time  there  had  been 
13  Bills  proposed  by  different  Govern- 
ments, and  three  times  13  by  indepen- 
dent Members.  Out  of  this  long  list  of 
abortive  projects  only  two  had  passed 
into  law;  and,  of  those  two,  one  had  been 
an  entire  and  one  a  partial  failure.  It 
was  too  much  to  expect  that  in  a  field 
which  was  so  thickly  strewn  with  the 
wrecks  of  carefully-devised  projects  that 
this  measure  should  be  completely  suc- 
cessful. It  was  not  within  the  compass 
of  human  wisdom  to  devise  a  scheme  of 
constructive  statesmanship  that  would 
change  the  organic  relations  of  classes 
without  exciting  some  prejudices  and 
disappointing  many  hopes.  No  settle- 
ment, however  comprehensive,  could  at 
once  undo  the  demoralizing  and  disin- 
tegrating effects  of  ages  of  injustice  and 
misrule.  The  inherited  tendencies  of 
generations  could  not  be  cured  off-hand. 
All  they  could  anticipate  from  the  Bill 
was  that  it  would  help  forward  the  long 
deferred  work  of  reconciliation  and  re- 
generation, and  hasten  the  end  of  Ire- 
land's long  agony.  Some  had  spoken 
of  the  Bill  as  original.  He  did  not  think 
it  could  be  so  described.  The  question 
had  been  dealt  with  so  often — by  such 
different  persons,  in  such  different  in- 
terests, under  such  conflicting  conditions 
— that  strict  originality  of  treatment  was 
impossible.  Every  single  proposal  in 
the  Bill  had,  in  one  form  or  other,  been 
made  before.  But  its  chief  merit  con- 
sisted in  the  skill  and  the  dexterity  with 
which  old  suggestions  had  been  woven 
into  a  concrete  whole.  The  materials 
were  not  original  ;  but  the  product 
evolved  by  these  discussions  might  be 
80  described.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
exhibited,  in  conducting  it,  the  very 
highest  faculties  of  statesmanship.  He 
had  been  both  philosophical  and  prac- 
tical— comprehensive  enough  to  grasp 
great  principles,  and  dose  enough  to 
apply  them.  By  his  patience  under  de- 
lay— inevitable,  perhaps  necessary,  but 
still  troublesome  delay— his  persever- 
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ance  in  the  face  of  difficulties — some  of 
them  unexpected,  some  of  them  unne- 
cessary— and  by  his  steady  energy  and 
ever  ready  resource  throughout,  he  had 
revived  the  highest  and  happiest  me- 
mories of  Parliamentary  Leadership. 
However  men  might  difiter  with  the 
principles  of  the  Bill,  however  they 
might  question  the  results  it  produced, 
it  would  be  ungenerous  and  ungra- 
cious in  the  last  degree  not  to  ac- 
knowledge these  powers  ungrudgingly. 
But,  while  according  to  the  Government 
the  merit  of  having  introduced  the  Bill, 
the  credit  of  having  initiated  it  belonged 
to  another.  That  man  was  not  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  but  was,  unhappily, 
an  inmate  of  a  convict  prison.  The 
agitation — which  originated  in  the  West 
of  Ireland  two  years  ago,  and  which  in 
a  short  time  embraced  in  its  ranks  the 
whole  of  the  peasantry  of  the  country — 
had  compelled  the  Government  to  sub- 
mit the  Bill,  and  would  compel  Parlia- 
ment to  pass  it.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  "  and 
'*  No,  no  !  "1  Hon.  Members  might  ob- 
ject as  they  liked,  but  that  was  the  fact ; 
and  in  politics  the  first  condition  of 
success  was  to  recognize  facts,  however 
unpleasant  they  might  be .  The  Legisla- 
ture was  the  machine,  the  Ministers 
were  the  drivers  and  the  engine-meu, 
but  the  fuel  was  supplied,  and  the  steam 
that  moved  it  was  generated,  by  the  de- 
rided and  denounced  land  agitators. 
[*;  Oh,  oh !  "  and  "  No,  no  ! '']  The  un- 
willingness of  hon.  Gentlemen  to  listen 
to  these  statements  would  not  alter  the 
facts.  Agrarian  reform  in  Lreland  was 
not  a  portion  of  the  programme  of  the 
Liberal  Party  when  they  took  Office  1 6 
months  ago.  It  was  added  subsequently. 
During  the  prolonged  and  active  agita- 
tion that  preceded  the  General  Election, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Ministry  published  a  list  of  ques- 
tions that  he  deemed  pressing.  He 
censured  the  last  Government  for  supine- 
ness,  and  the  last  Parliament  for  its  in- 
difference in  not  grappling  with  them. 
In  these  22  questions  there  was  a  refer- 
ence to  the  Irish  suffrage  and  Irish  Uni- 
versity Education,  but  nothing  about 
Irish  land.  [*'No,  no!"]  Cries  of 
**No,  no!"  did  not  interfere  with  facts, 
and  it  was  a  fact  he  was  stating.  Out 
of  800  addresses  issued  by  Liberal  can- 
didates in  England  and  Scotland,  not 
an  allusion  was  made  to  the  subject. 
[CW##o/"  Question  I"] 

Mr.  <71  Cowm 


Lord  ELOHO  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether,  if  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  Order  in  his  remarks, 
the  interruptions  of  hon.  Members  sit- 
ting immeaiately  behind  the  Treasury 
Bench  were  not  disorderly  ? 

Mr.  J.  COWEN,  continuing,  said, 
some  of  those  Gentlemen  in  their  ad- 
dresses denounced  Irish  obstruction; 
others  coquetted  with  Irish  Home  Bule ; 
some  of  them  promised  that  they  would 
oppose  Irish  coercion,  which  promise 
they  had  not  fulfilled.  None  of  them 
spoke  of  Irish  tenant  right.  They  di- 
lated on  the  insanity  of  the  Turkish 
Convention,  on  the  insincerity  of  the 
war  in  Afghanistan,  on  the  immorality 
of  the  struggle  in  South  Africa;  but 
they  said  nothing  of  the  "  three  F's." 
Indeed,  he  questioned  if  many  of  the 
constituents,  or  even  the  candidates, 
knew  the  meaning  at  the  time  of  these 
cabalistic  letters.  Yet,  notwithstanding 
this,  the  half  of  last  Session  and  the 
whole  of  the  present  one  had  been  oc- 
cupied in  discussing  this  Irish  Question. 
He  was  not  blaming  the  Gbvemment. 
They  were  simply  acting  according  to 
precedent.  It  was  the  usual  course 
under  such  circumstances.  Thej  legis- 
lated for  Ireland  under  threats  and  from 
fear ;  and  all  Parties  did  it — both  those 
opposite  and  those  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  Catholic  Emancipation  was 
granted  as  a  result  of  the  agitation  by 
the  Catholic  Association.  The  Queen's 
Colleges  and  the  endowment  of  May- 
nooth  came  as  a  means  of  buying  off 
the  Repeal  agitation.  The  Church  was 
disestablished,  according  to  the  declara- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister  himself,  in 
consequence  of  the  determination  and 
desperation  of  the  Fenians.  And  the 
Land  Bill,  in  like  manner,  was  a  oonse- 
quence  of  the  agitation  that  had  moved 
Ireland  during  the  last  two  years.  The 
lesson  he  drew  from  these  facts  was  that 
the  general  English  public  were  ill  in- 
formed of,  and  indifferent  to,  what  was 
proceeding  in  Ireland;  for,  while  they 
never  referred  to  the  question  of  land 
reform  at  the  last  Election,  the  same 
subject  was  the  chief  topic  ^'IKJI^ 
Irish  hustings.  The  practice  thaT^il^ 
Parties  in  the  State  followed  was,  in  h^ 
judgment,  cowardly  and  politically  im- 
moral. They  refused  to  deal  with  the 
question  on  its  merits,  or  from  a  sense 
of  justice  or  right ;  but  thev  dealt  with 
it  when  an  agitation  made  ue  denial  of 
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the  demand  dang^erouB  to  the  public 
peace.  If  land  reform  in  Ireland  was 
neoeeaary,  it  was  necessair  years  ago. 
But  the  demand  made  by  Mr.  Butt  and 
others  was  treated  with  indifference, 
and  voted  down  by  the  very  Party  and 
the  veiy  men  who  were  now  applauding 
the  passages  of  the  Bill.  They  did  not 
jad^  it  upon  its  merits.  They  judged 
it  from  Party  exigencies.  The  agitation 
had  forced  it  to  be  a  practical  measure. 
For  his  part,  he  held  that  land  legisla- 
lation  in  Ireland  was  necessary  years 
since.  What  he  complained  of  was  the 
delay.  But  he  could  not  see  either  the 
consistency  or  the  wisdom  of  men  sup- 
porting projects  that  they  disapproved 
of,  and  whose  efficacy  they  denied,  merely 
from  oompulsion.  If  a  measure  was 
right  and  just,  it  ought  to  be  conceded. 
If  it  was  not  right  and  just,  it  ought 
to  be  resisted,  and  the  men  who  resisted 
should  courageously  face  the  conse- 
quences of  their  resistance.  He  did 
sot  wish  to  detain  the  House  or  to  pro- 
long his  observations  ;  but  he  thought, 
in  justice  to  the  mueh-denounced  Mem- 
bers on  the  Opposition  side,  that  their 
share  in  passing  the  measure  ought 
fiurly  to  be  recognized.  He  cheerfully 
and  cordially  accorded  to  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  the  Gbvemment  all  honour 
for  what  they  had  done;  but  he  repeated 
that  the  initiative  and  the  popular  force 
requisite  to  carry  the  Bill  into  law  had 
sprang  from  the  aaitation. 

Mb.  B.  POWEK  said,  that  he  should 

not  have  wished  to  interfere  in  the  dis- 

onasion  which  had  arisen  had  it    not 

been  for  some  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 

Member  for   Wicklow    (Mr.  M'Ooan). 

The  hon.  Member  had  appealed  to  the 

Qovemment  to  show  mercy  to  the  men 

now  imprisoned  in  Kilmainham  Gaol. 

He  fearlessly  stated  that  not  one  of 

those  men  now  in  prison  would  come 

oat  to-morrow  on  tne  terms   proposed 

by    the    hon.   Member    for    Wicklow. 

If  the  Qovemment  doubted  his  word, 

they  ooold  easily  afford  them  the  op- 

poitanity,    and    he    ventured    to    say 

that  they  had   courage  and  manhood 

•noogh  to  refuse  to  march  out  of  the 

.     visons  into  which  they  had  been  cast 

^ty  the    Chief  Secretary    for    Ireland. 

^  Those  men  had  goi\p  to  prison  believing 

that   they    had    conducted  themselves 

[bright.     ["  Ouestion !  "]    Hon.    Mem- 

Ikers  cried  *'  Question !  ''because  he  was 

m  little  too  olose  to  the  question.    It  was 


a  question  of  200  men  being  incarce- 
rated in  the  prisons  of  Ireland.  They 
could  not  refer  him  to  a  single  instance 
where  a  Liberal  Qovemment  had  on  a 
previous  occasion  imprisoned  200  British 
subjects  in  Ireland ;  and  the  GK)vemment 
dare  not  bring  them  to  trial  in  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
J.  Cowen)  had  stated  truly  enough  that 
the  Bill  was  the  result  of  agitation.  It 
was  really  the  Land  League  and  not 
the  Government  which  passed  the  Land 
Bill  of  1881.  He  would  remind  the 
House  of  the  statement  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  at  the  explosion  at 
Clerkenwell — an  explosion  which  he 
(Mr.  B.  Power)  condemned  in  the  strong- 
est terms,  but  which  brought  about  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ven- 
ture to  deny  that?  Those  agitations 
taught  the  Irish  people  that  they  need 
no  longer  supplicate,  but  might  de- 
mand as  of  right  the  redress  of  their 
grievances.  For  many  years  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  in  that  House  asked  for  the 
redress  of  grievances.  But  imtil  the 
most  powerful  organization  that  had  ever 
been  known  in  the  world  was  formed,  it 
was  all  in  vain.  In  consequence  of  that 
agitation,  the  present  Bill  came  into  ex- 
istence. Why  had  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  supported  the  Land  Bill 
which  had  been  brought  in  by  the  late 
Mr.  Butt — a  Land  Bill  much  milder 
than  the  one  upon  which  the  House  was 
about  to  divide  ?  Mr.  Butt  had  no  or- 
ganization. He  had  eloquence  and  de- 
termination, but  of  what  use  were  they  ? 
It  was  not  until  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  started  the  organization  in  Ireland, 
until  he  showed  to  the  people  the  real 
strength  which  organization  gave  them, 
that  the  Liberal  Government  thought  it 
would  be  a  very  wise  thing  to  take  up 
the  Land  Question  in  Ireland.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  often 
taunted  the  Irish  Party  for  not  support- 
ing him  in  connection  with  many  of  the 
Amendments  to  the  Bill.  Well,  he  did 
not  know  that  they  owed  much  gratitude 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  had 
yet  to  learn  that  a  people  owed  grati- 
tude for  justice,  and  this  Bill  was  one  of 
mere  justice.  If  there  were  any  faults 
in  it,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  be 
blamed  for  them.  When  certain  Irish 
Members  organized  a  deputation  to  wait 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
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purpose  of  laying  before  him  what  they 
oelieved  to  be  the  opinions  of  the  Irish 
people,  how  did  the  Goyemment  act? 
They  sent  word  that  no  Irish  Member 
sitting  below  the  Gangway  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House  should  go  with 
the  deputation. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Who  did  that  ? 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  he  would  in- 
form the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  one 
minute.  Both  the  hon.  Members  for 
Louth  asked  to  be  admitted  with  the 
deputation,  and  were  told  that  no  Mem- 
ber sitting  in  the  part  of  the  House 
which  he  had  already  designated  would 
be  allowed  to  accompany  the  deputation. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  By  whom?  Name, 
name  ! 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  that  two  hon. 
Members  would  get  up  and  give  the 
names.  They  were  told  so  by  the 
Whips  of  the  Liberal  Party.  [**  Oh  !  " 
and  **Name,  name!"]  He  knew  that 
he  for  one  was  most  anxious  to  attend 
the  meeting ;  but  he  was  refused  ad- 
mittance. \_CrieH  of  **  By  whom  ?  "  and 
**  Name,  name  !  "]  The  Prime  Minister 
asked  him  to  name.  They  on  that  side 
of  the  House  did  not  get  much  informa- 
tion from  the  Treasury  Bench  ;  but  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Louth 
would  be  quite  prepared  to  state  their 
names.     {Cries  of  '*  Name,  name  !  "] 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  I  shall  presently  be 
prepared  to  name  them.  [**  Order !  " 
and  "  Name !  "] 

Mr.  GORST  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish 
to  know,  Sir,  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
is  in  Order  in  interrupting  by  persistent 
cries  of  *'  Name,  name  ?  " 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  rise 
to  Order.  [Zowrf  cries  of  **  Order !  "  and 
continued  interruption.'] 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  havingrisen  to  Order, 
is  in  possession  of  the  House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  has 
risen  to  Order.  He  has  challenged  what 
I  have  done,  and  I  rise  to  Order  to 
appeal  to  you,  Sir,  upon  the  Question 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
put.  The  hon.  Member  who  was  ad- 
dressing the  House  stated  that  he  and 
other  people  had  gone  personally  to  the 
Government— [Cri^a  of**  No !  "]  Allow 
me  to  appeal  to  the  recollection  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member,  first  of  all, 
vouched— [Mr.  Qorst  :  Hear,  hear !  ] — 

Mr.  a*  Potccr 


I  ask  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  is  in  Order  in  in- 
terrupting me  ?  The  hon.  Member  who 
was  addiHBssing  the  House  first  of  all 
vouched  the  Members  for  Louth,  and 
being  called  upon  to  give  the  names 
said,  *'I  myself."  ICries  of  "No!"! 
The  hon.  Member  having  thus  voachea 
himself  as  having  gone  to  the  room  with 
the  deputation — [pries  of  **  No,  no ! "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  in  possession  of 
the  House,  and  he  is  entitled  to  proceed 
to  the  end  of  his  address  without  inter- 
ruption, so  long  as  he  speaks  to  the  point 
of  Order. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  If  I 
have  misunderstood  the  hon.  Member 
who  was  addressing  the  House — ^if  he 
says  he  made  no  such  statement,  I  shall, 
of  course,  accept  his  denial ;  but  at  pre- 
sent all  I  can  say  is  that  it  was  mj  im- 
pression that  he  did  make  such  a  state- 
ment, and  it  was  under  that  impression 
that  I  called  upon  him  as  having  vondied 
that  he  went  to  the  room. 

Mr.  R.  power  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  misunderstood  him.  He 
had  not  said  that  he  went  himself  to  the 
deputation  room.  He  did  not  believe 
in  accompanying  deputations  to  Eng- 
lishmen. The  racts  of  the  case  were 
that  he  asked  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  about  the  deputa- 
tion, and  that  hon.  Member  told  him 
that  he  was  informed  by  a  Gentleman 
who  they  could  well  suppose  possessed 
the  confidence  of  the  Government — one 
of  the  Commissioners  under  the  Bill — 
namely,  Mr.  Litton,  that  no  Irish  Gen- 
tleman sitting  upon  his  side  of  the  House 
could  accompany  the  deputation.  He 
then  observed  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  that  Mr.  Litton,  though  a  thick- 
and-thin  supporter  of  the  Gi3vemment» 
was  perhaps  not  entitled  to  say  as  much 
as  he  did  say.  To  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  replied  that  Lord  Richard 
Grosvenor  had  informed  Mr.  Litton  that 
no  Irish  Member  sitting  below  the  Gitng- 
way  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
would  be  allowed  to  go  with  the  depn- 
tation.  He  would  now  return  to  the 
question  of  the  Land  Bill.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  had  made  one  or 
two  observations  which  he  could  not  re- 
frain from  noticing.  The  noble  Lord 
appealed  to  the  Government  on  behalf 
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of  the  landlord  class,  saying — ''The 
landlords  have  always  supported  you  in 
Ireland,  and  yet  now  at  the  eleventh 
hour  you  throw  them  over."  Well,  he 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  in  every 
irord  which  he  had  spoken.  The  land- 
lords had  been  the  support  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House.  They  had 
supported  them  in  connection  with  evenr 
miserable,  petty,  or  tyrannical  Act  which 
had  been  passed  in  reference  to  Ireland, 
and  they  had  carried  out  the  laws  passed 
by  Englishmen  in  eve^  particular,  on 
the  Bench  and  in  other  Offices.  He  was 
not  sorry  that  the  landlords  seemed  now 
to  be  inclined  to  refuse  to  act  any  longer 
as  a  buffer  between  the  Government  and 
the  people  of  Ireland.  He  was  not, 
however,  so  prejudiced  as  to  say  that 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  contained 
nothing  good.  He  admitted  frankly 
that  it  was  the  best  which  the  English 
Government  could  pass  at  the  present 
time.  But  it  had  always  been  the  mis- 
fortune of  Ireland  to  suffer  on  account 
of.  the  Party  tactics  of  English  politi- 
cians. If  the  Government  were  anxious 
to  do  justice  to  Ireland,  as  he  believed 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  GK>vemment  was,  they  could  not 
oarnr  with  them  the  great  phalanx  be- 
hind them,  consisting  of  the  Indepen- 
dent Liberals.  The  worst  point  of  all 
was  that  there  was  no  real  Eadical 
Parhr  in  the  House.  The  one  thing 
capable  of  destroying  the  Eadical  Party 
in  this  country  was  the  Birmingham 
caucus.  \_Cris8  of.  "  Question ! "]  He 
knew  very  well  that  hon.  Members  be- 
low the  Gangway  opposite  would  cry 
"Question!  ''at  that  statement,  for  to 
them  this  was  a  veiy  disagreeable  sub- 
ject to  talk  about.  His  opposition  to  the 
Land  Bill  originated  in  the  views  which 
he  entertainea  with  regard  to  the  26th 
danse.  He  had  seen  in  that  clause  a 
fixed  purpose  to  depopulate  Ireland 
— ["  No,  no !  "] — and  though  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  cried  "  No  !  "  they  would 
find  tnat  the  people  of  Ireland  had 
viewed  the  clause  in  the  same  light. 
But  his  Ck)lleagues  had  virtually  kUled 
that  clause,  and  had  forced  the  Govern- 
ment to  reduce  their  original  estimate 
of  the  expenditure  under  its  provisions 
to  flie  comparatively  small  sum  of 
iB200,000.  He  should  not  speak  his 
honest  convictions  if  he  did  not  declare 
that  this  Bill  could  not  be  regarded  as  a 
.final  settlement. 


Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  regretted  that 
his  name  had  been  introduced,  but  he 
must  detain  the  House  a  few  minutes 
while  he  offered  a  personal  explana- 
tion. The  conversation  that  had  been  re- 
ferred to  took  place  six  months  ago,  and 
it  had  been  accurately  reproduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
R.  Power).  He  (Mr.  Callan)  came  into 
this  present  Parliament  belonging  to  tho 
same  Party  that  he  had  acted  witli  for 
12  years,  and  it  was  not  until  he  heard 
from  the  reading  of  the  Queen's  Speech 
that  coercion  was  to  precede  land  re- 
form, that  he  tore  up  the  card  secur- 
ing his  place  on  the  Liberal  side, 
and  changed  to  the  other  side  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  speaker  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  was  travelling  beyond 
the  limits  of  personal  explanation,  and 
that  the  Question  before  the  House  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  tearing  up  of  his 
card. 

Mb.  CALLAN  proceeded  to  say  that 
he  was  in  1870  th^  secretary  of  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Irish  Members  to  consider  the 
Land  Bill  of  that  year,  and  when  he 
heard  that  the  Land  Question  was  again 
to  be  dealt  with,  he  thought  a  similar 
meeting  of  Irish  Members  would  be 
held.  Upon  learning,  however,  that 
arrangements  had  been  made  for  a  depu- 
tation, he  said  to  Mr.  Litton,  who  ap- 
peared to  havo  the  matter  in  charge, 
that  he  should  like  to  accompany  the 
deputation,  and  Mr.  Litton  told  him  that 
it  was  the  express  wish  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  no  Members  from  the 
opposite  side  should  go,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  entertained  a  strong 
personal  objection  to  any  Member  sit- 
ting in  Opposition  going  with  the  depu- 
tation upon  this  matter.  He  (Mr. 
Callan)  expressed  doubt  as  to  that,  and 
Mr.  latton  said  they  were  so  careful 
about  those  who  were  to  go  on  the  de- 
putation, that  a  list  had  to  be  submitted 
to  the  chief  Government  Whip  (Lord 
Richard  Grosvenor).  He  was  told  by 
his  Colleague  that  a  similar  intimation 
had  been  conveyed  to  him. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  rose  to 
request  the  favour  of  being  allowed  to 
ms^e  a  personal  explanation,  as  his 
name  had  been  introduced.  He  could 
promise  it  should  not  be  one-twentieth 
part  of  the  length  of  that  of  the  hon. 
Member.  So  far  as  he  was  concerned — 
he  could  not  say  anything  about  Mr. 
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Litton  —  there  was  not  the  slightest 
shadow  of  foundation  for  any  portion  of 
the  statement  which  had  been  made. 

Lord  RICH  AED  GROSVENOR  said, 
he  was  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  trouble 
the  House  for  a  few  moments  with 
what  seemed  to  be  required  from  him — 
namely,  a  personal  explanation  of  his 
course  in  this  matter.  He  could  assure 
the  House  that  this  was  the  first  time 
he  had  heard  anything  of  the  strongly 
expressed  opinion  and  wish  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  did  not  believe  that  he 
ever  expressed  such  a  wish  on  the  part 
of  the  Prime  Minister  to  Mr.  Litton,  and 
he  very  much  regretted  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton) 
was  not  then  present.  He  could  assure 
the  House  that  this  was  the  first  he 
had  heard  of  it ;  and  he  was  perfectly 
certain  that  the  House  would  believe 
him  that  he  could  not  possibly  have  in- 
vented such  a  statement,  as  it  would 
not  have  been  the  perfect  truth. 

Mr.  E.  COLLINS  said,  he  was  un- 
willing to  intervene  in  this  conversation; 
but  he  considered  it  only  fair  and  just 
to  those  who  were  involved  in  this  accu- 
sation to  state  the  facts  in  reference  to 
the  deputation  in  question.  He  was  a 
member  of  the  deputation.  It  origi- 
nated from  a  meeting,  not  of  the  Irish 
Members,  but  of  the  Liberal  Party  in- 
terested in  the  passing  of  a  Land  Bill 
for  Ireland. 

Mr.  speaker  :  After  the  personal 
explanations  that  have  been  made,  I 
think  I  ought  to  point  out  to  the  House 
that  the  Question  before  it  is  the  third 
reading  of  the  Land  Bill. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  should  be  sorry 
if  the  closing  words  on  this  Bill  on  the 
part  of  Irish  Members  should  appear  to 
be  those  of  ungraciousness  towards  the 
Prime  Minister,  to  whom  the  Irish  peo- 
ple owed  BO  much  for  his  efforts  to 
benefit  them  by  this  measure.  While  he 
(Mr.  Blake)  believed  that  no  man  had  the 
interest  and  welfare  of  Ireland  more  at 
heart  than  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy),  he  thought  that  on 
the  present  occasion  the  hon.  Member 
had  shown  more  indiscretion  than,  he 
was  sure,  the  hon.  Member  on  reflection 
would  wish  to  show.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  was  young,  earnest,  and 
impulsive,  and  the  latter  quality,  as  on 
the  present  occasion,  sometimes  led  him 
into  not  making  due  allowance  for  the 
difficulties  of  the  Oovemment  in  not  ao- 

Mr.  Gladslone 


oomplishing  all  he  deemed  deorable  in 
the  interests  of  the  country.  He  (lb. 
Blake)  spoke  with  perfect  independenoe 
when  he  said  that  tne  Bill  did  not  go  as 
far  as  he  could  wish ;  and  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterfora  (Mr.  R 
Power)  that  it  would  not  be  considered 
a  final  settlement  of  the  Irish  Land 
Question,  as  it  was  not  unlikely  that 
after  a  trial  some  defects  would  have  to 
be  remedied,  and  therefore  it  would  be 
premature  to  declare  the  Bill,  g^ood  as 
it  undoubtedly  was,  a  finality.  In  its 
present  form  it  would  confer  mudi 
benefit  on  the  Irish  people  if  properiy 
carried  out.  But  he  oeheved  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  gone  aa  fkr  as  he 
could,  and,  as  an  Lnsh  Member,  he 
offered  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  his 
most  sincere  and  grateful  thanks. 

Question  put. 

The    House    divided:  — Ajea    320; 
Noes  14  :  Majority  206. 


AYES. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Agar-Robarto8,hn.T.C. 
A^ew,  W. 
Ainsworth,  I). 
Allen,  U.  G. 
AUon,  W.  S. 
Allman,  R.  L. 
Anderson,  G. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Amiitago,  B. 
Armitetcad,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Aflhcr,  A. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  J.  B. 
Barran,  J. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Blako,  J.  A. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Blcnnerhassett,  R.  P. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Brassey,  Sir  T. 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Brinton,  J. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bryco,  J. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Callan,  P. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Lord  C. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

H. 
Carbutt,  E.  H. 
Carington,  hn.  Colonel 

W.  H.  P. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 


Chambers,  SirT. 
Childer8,rt.  hn.  H.  C.B. 
Chitty,  J.  W. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collings,  J. 
Collins,  £. 
Colman^  J.  J. 
Colthur8t,Col.D.kT. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
.Cotes,  C.  C. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowan,  J. 
Cowen,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
Craig,  W.  Y. 
Creyke,  R. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Daly,  J. 
Davey,  H. 
Davies,  D. 
Dawson,  C. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodson,  rt.  hn.  J.  0. 
Duckham,  T. 
Earp,  T. 
Edwards,  H. 
Errington,  G. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Fairbfdm,  Sir  A. 
Farqoharaon,  Dr.  B. 
Fay,  0.  J. 
Ferffuson,  EL 
Pindlater.  "W. 
Fitzmaorioe,  Lord  & 
FiUwiUi«B^lm.H.1Rl 
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Vivian,  A.  P. 
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AVeb8ter,J. 
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Whitbread,  S. 
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Williamson,  S. 
WiUia,  W. 
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Kensington,  Lord 
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Barttolot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Gorst,  J.  E. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Hubbard,  rt.  hn.  J.  G. 
Onalow,  D. 
Boss,  0.  C. 
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Bill  passed. 


Scott,  M.  D. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Warton,  0.  N. 
Whitley,  E. 

TELLERS. 

Elcho,  Lord 
Hay,  rt.  hon.  Admiral 
Sir  J.  C.  D. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'* 

IBI8H  FISHEfilES.— BESOLUTION. 

Mb.  BLAKE,  in  rising  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  depressed  condition  of  the 
sea  fisheries  of  Ireland  ;  and  to  move— 

**  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  take  measures 
to  render  the  Irish  Fisheries  more  available  as  a 
means  of  affording  increased  food  and  employ- 
ment," 

said,  that  he  considered  he  rose  under 
yeiT  adverse  circumstances,  as  the  House 
had  been,  until  that  moment,  engaged 
with  another  very  important  matter. 
His  object  was  to  show  that  great  bene- 
fits haa  been  conferred  on  the  fishermen 
by  the  aid  already  afforded  by  the  Re- 
productive Fund,  and  which  afforded  a 
precedent  for  similar  assistance  being 
g^ven  to  the  eight  maritime  counties 
without  loans.  He  might  also  mention 
that  enormous  benefits  had  been  con- 
ferred on  the  coast  population  of  the 
county  of  Cork  by  the  benevolence  of 
the  Baroness  Burdett-Coutts,  who,  with 
her  characteristic  generosity,  had  aided 
many  fishermen  between  Baltimore  and 
Cape  Clear  to  follow  their  occupation. 
It  was  of  the  highest  importance  to  de- 
velop such  a  fertue  source  of  food  as  the 
sea  fisheries  of  Ireland.  At  present  they 
did  not  produce  more  than  £700,000 
a-year;  but  if  they  were  properly  de- 
veloped they  might  produce  £2,000,000 
or  £3,000,000,  materially  increase,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  cheapen  -the  food  of 
the  people,  and  serve  as  an  admirable 
nursery  Doth  of  the  Eoyal  Navy  and  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine.  Every  Fishery 
Company  had  failed  because  of  the  tem- 
pestuous character  of  the  coast.  It  was 
only  at  certain  periods  when  fishennea 
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oould  safely  venture  out  to  sea,  and  the 
only  success  gained  liad  been  in  cases 
where  fishing  and  farming  were  com- 
bined. As  a  means  of  developing  this 
industry,  be  sumested  that  the  coast 
population  shouldbe  assisted  with  proper 
appliances  for  fishing,  and  that  the  ne* 
pessary  aid  for  that  purpose  might  be 
given,  not  out  of  the  Imperial  Bxche- 
quer,  but  from  the  Church  Surplus 
Fund.  He  believed  the  Government 
never  had  so  favourable  a  chance  of 
doing  good  at  so  little  cost.  It  was 
their  incumbent  duty  to  do  all  in  their 
power  to  develop  the  resources  of  Ireland. 
It  was  strange  to  see  fully  £2,000,000 
worth  of  good  food  allowed  to  be  un- 
availed  of,  which,  besides  other  advan- 
tages, would  have  afforded  vast  employ- 
ment in  its  capture,  and  helped  to  train 
a  large  amount  of  the  coast  population  to 
various  industrial  pursuits  connected 
with  fisheries.  Besides  that,  by  putting 
file  fishing  industry  in  a  proper  posi- 
tion, they  could  be  rendering  them- 
aelvee  less  dependent  on  foreign  coun- 
tries for  food  supplies.  The  Chief  Be- 
oretaiy  had  been  so  occupied  with  the 
Land  Bill  that  he  could  hardly  be  ex- 
pected to  have  devoted  much  attention 
to  the  question  of  the  fisheries ;  but  now 
that  the  Luid  Bill  was  over,  Ibr  the  pre- 
sent, at  least,  he  (Mr.  Blake)  hoped  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  would  inquire  into 
the  subject,  with  a  view  of  doing  some- 
thing early  next  Session.  He,  there- 
fore, with  much  confidence,  begged  to 
move  the  Besolution  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mb.  W.  holms  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  well  to  encourage  the  develop- 
ment of  the  industrial  resources  of  Ii^ 
land,  and  the  fisheries  among  them. 
Apart  from  industrial  considerations, 
it  was  a  matter  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance that  every  encouraffement 
should  be  given  to  rearing  a  hardy  race 
of  fishermen,  who,  after  all,  were  the 
very  best  men  for  reoruitinff  the  Navv. 
As  a  Scotchman,  he  ventured  to  remark, 
in  reference  to  Irish  fisheries,  that  he 
thought  Irishmen,  with  the  power  of 
fishing  off  their  own  coast,  might  develop 
to  a  greater  extent  than  they  had  done 
their  own  fisheries.  He  lived  for  many 
years  near  a  fishing  village  on  the  Ayr- 
■hire  Coast,  where,  year  after  year,  he 
observed  a  small  fleet  of  fishing  vessels 
laid  up  for  the  winter.  He  found  tiiat, 
Ibr  the  most  part,  these  vessels  did  not 

Jir  Blah 


fish  on  the  Scotch  Coast,  but  were  aooqs- 
tomed,  in  the  Spring  of  the  year,  to  sail 
fpr  the  Irish  Coast,  where  thev  reaped 
a  rich  harvest.  He  thought,  tnerefore, 
that  their  Irish  friends  might  do  mor0 
themselves  to  develop  their  own  fish- 
eries; and  he  also  thought  the  Go- 
vernment would  spend  money  well  that 
would  in  any  de^ee  develop  that  in- 
dustry. He  had  great  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  Besolution. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  woidi 
**  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  GoYemment  to  take  measures  to 
render  the  Irish  Fisheries  more  ayailable  as  a 
means  of  affording  increased  food  and  employ- 
ment,"—(J^^*-  -»«•**») 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEH,  said,  that, 
notwithstanding  the  pressure  of  other 
Business,  the  question  of  the  Irish 
fisheries  had  not  oeen  neglected  during 
the  year.  A  considerable  sum  bad  been 
spent  on  the  erection  of  piers,  chiefly  in 
tne  Western  Counties,  where  the  x>eople 
were  very  poor,  and  where  there  was  a 
vast  oongestion  of  the  people.  Although 
he  did  not  think  a  popmation,  parfly 
agricultural  and  partly  fishers,  oould 
compete  with  those  who  devoted  Uieir 
whole  energies  to  fishine,  still  that  was 
no  reason  why  they  should  not  do  what 
they  could  to  develop  tbe  fisheries  of  a 
country  whose  coasts  abounded  with 
fish.  Aided  by  a  munificent  donation 
from  Canada,  some  £60,000,  including 
£45,000  from  the  Exchequer,  had  been 
appropriated  for  the  erection  of  dO 
piers,  mostly  in  the  Western  Counties. 
As  to  the  reproductive  loan  to  Lri^ 
fishermen,  he  wished  the  fact  could  be 
impressed  on  Parliament  and  the  ooun- 
tiy  that  these  loans  had  been  granted  to 
verv  poor  people,  yet  they  had  been  paid 
witn  the  greatest  possible  regularity, 
only  £900  being  overdue  out  of  £30,000. 

Sin  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  attention  of  the  GKivem- 
ment  would  be  given  to  the  condition  of 
the  South,  as  well  as  the  West  Coast  of 
Ireland.  All  efiforts,  however,  to  im- 
prove the  fisheries  of  Ireland  would  be 
mefifective  imless  the  (Government  turned 
its  attention  to  the  charges  made  by 
Irish    railways    for   the    owie^   w 
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fish,  whiohi  in  some  oases,  were  almost 
prohibitive.  Bemarks  had  been  made 
about  the  superior  success  of  Scotch  and 
English  fishermen  on  the  English  Coast 
as  compared  with  the  Irish.  But  it  ought 
to  be  remembered  that  the  former  had 
better  markets  at  command ;  and  if  Com- 
panies were  formed  it  would  be  better 
that  they  should  have,  if  not  their  head- 
quarters, certainly  some  depots,  at  Eng- 
lish or  Welsh  seaports,  so  as  to  avoid 
the  heavy  charges  of  transport  on  the 
Irish  railways. 

OoLOHEL  C0LTHUE8T  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  Eepro- 
ductive  Loan  Fund,  which  he  thought 
ought  to  be  extended.  As  far  as  Gal- 
way  was  concerned,  the  most  successful 
fishing  was  by  the  fishermen  themselves. 
He  only  knew  of  one  successful  Com- 
pany, and  that  was  an  Irish  Company, 
which  had  succeeded  where  a  Cornish 
Company  had  failed.  The  loans  made 
b^  the  Baroness  Burdett-Coutts  to  indi- 
vidual fishermen  had  been  of  the  greatest 
advantage,  and  had  greatly  stimulated 
the  indiuBtry  of  the  fishermen.  His  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
two  years  ago  expressed  himself  as  in- 
credulous as  to  the  repayment  of  loans 
to  small  fidiermen.  But  in  the  event  it 
was  shown  that  payments  were  most 
re^Iar.  There  was  also  a  great  de- 
ficiency of  harbours  and  piers.  Unfor- 
tunately, the  choice  of  the  places  for 
piers  was  not  fairly  made,  but  depended 
upon  the  amount  of  pressure  which 
influential  localities  brought  to  bear 
upon  head-quarters. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  that  at 
present  only  eight  maritime  counties  got 
assistance  from  the  fund;  and  his  hon. 
Friend  justly  complained  that  the  other 
nine  counties  should  be  left  out  in  the 
cold.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in 
perfect  agreement  with  his  hon.  Friend 
as  to  the  importance  of  the  industry  and 
the  necessity  for  developing  it.  The 
light  hon.  Gentleman  also  admitted  that 
the  mode  of  developing  that  industry  by 
loans  had  been  found  most  successful, 
as  was  shown  in  the  case  of  the  re- 
productive loan,  the  loan  of  the  Baroness 
Burdett-Coutts,  and  the  Canadian  Fund. 
It  was,  therefore,  the  duty  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  Chief  Minister  for 
Ireland,  to  see  that  the  loans,  which  he 
admitted  to  be  deficient,  should  be  in- 
oreaaed.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  knock  at  the  door  of  the 


Treasury  until  he  extracted  something 
from  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish).  He  would  request  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  to  devote  the  most 
serious  attention  to  this  subject  during 
the  EecoBS,  and  to  come  before  Parlia- 
ment with  a  practical  scheme  next 
year. 

Mb.  VILLIEES  STUAET  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  not 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the  appeal  of  his  hon. 
Colleague  (Mr.  Blake).  He  could  bear 
witness  to  the  truth  of  his  statement, 
both  as  to  the  productiveness  of  the 
Irish  fisheries,  and  to  the  sad  fact  that, 
from  want  of  proper  boats  and  nets,  the 
coast  population  had  the  mortification 
of  looking  idly  on  while  well-appointed 
boats  from  Cornwall,  the  Isle  of  Man, 
and  even  from  France,  reaped  golden 
harvests  in  which  they  could  not  share.  It 
would  be  said,  why  did  they  not  show 
the  same  enterprize,  energy,  and  indus- 
try as  their  rivals?  He  (Mr.  Villiers 
Stuart)  could  assure  them  that  the 
Irish  fishermen  were  not  wanting  in 
energy  and  daring;  but  they  were  in 
the  position  of  workmen  who  had  lost 
their  tools.  Their  boats  had  again  and 
again  been  destroyed  for  want  of  pro- 
per shelter,  and  they  were  too  poor  to 
replace  them;  while  their  Cornish, 
Manx,  and  French  rivals  had  long  ago 
been  provided  with  harbours  on  their 
coasts.  He  was  convinced  that  public 
money  could  not  be  laid  out  to  greater 
advantage  than  in  loans  to  these  poor 
fellows,  to  enable  them  to  procure  boats 
and  nets.  Those  were  their  stock-in- 
trade;  and  surely  it  was  a  legitimate 
proceeding  to  enable  workmen  who  lost 
their  tools  to  replace  them,  instead  of 
leaving  them  to  swell  the  ranks  of  pau- 
perism, £md  increase  the  poor  rates.  If 
they  had  proper  boats  and  nets,  they 
would  often  take  in  a  single  season  fish 
enough  to  repay  the  entire  loan ;  and  not 
only  that,  but  the  population  for  miles 
inland  would  be  benefited  by  a  whole- 
some supply  of  valuable  food.  The 
granting  of  this  relief  was  the  more 
important  at  the  present  crisis,  when 
serious  consequences  were  likely  to  arise 
from  want  of  employment,  botii  on  the 
coast  and  further  inland.  He  must  men- 
tion that  at  Ardmore,  where  valuable 
fisheries  existed,  a  pier  might  be  built 
at  a  very  moderate  cost,  which  would, 
enable  the  fishermen  to  benefit  by  the 
vast  shoals  of   sprats,   mackerel,  and 
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other  fish,  which  annually  visited  their 
coast.  He  could  say  the  same  of  Dun- 
garvan  Bay.  In  both  these  cases  most 
favourable  Reports  had  been  made  to  the 
Government  by  the  Inspector  sent  down 
for  that  purpose.  He  had  had  the 
honour  of  tatdng  part  in  a  deputation 
to  the  Treasury  last  Session,  and  he  had 
understood  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish)  to  say  on  that  occasion 
that  the  £5,000  annually  granted  would 
not  be  suspended  in  consequence  of 
the  Canadian  loan.  [Lord  Fredebick 
Cavendish  dissented.J  Well,  he  had  a 
strong  impression  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  said  so.  It  was  unfair  to  relieve 
the  West  of  Ireland  at  the  cost  of  other 
distressed  districts,  which  were  equally 
in  need  of  assistance. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  wished  to  remove  a  misappre- 
hension which  seemed  to  be  sharea  by 
hon.  Members.  When  a  special  grant 
was  made  last  year,  it  was  on  con£tion 
that  the  ordinary  annual  grant  should 
be  suspended  for  a  time.  In  the  present 
year  a  certain  sum  had  been  taken  for 
the  completion  of  works  begun  before. 
Next  year,  and  in  subsequent  years,  the 
matter  might  be  open  for  considera- 
tion. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  remarked, 
that  it  was  rather  trying  to  Scotch  and 
English  Members  to  see  so  much  time 
devoted  to  Irish  questions.  The  whole 
of  the  early  Sitting  had  been  taken  up 
by  an  Irish  subject,  and  now  another 
Irish  question  was  before  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  thought 
the  Irish  fishermen  could  not  expect 
much  from  the  economy  of  the  Financial 
Secretary.  He  was  sorry  this  question 
had  excited  the  indignation  of  an  excel- 
lent Scotch  Representative ;  but  he  must 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  a 
question  connected  with  the  well-being 
of  a  much  larger  population  than  the 
poor  fishing  population.  The  Irish 
Members  quite  agreed  that  they  could 
manage  these  matters  without  the  pa- 
tronizing assistance  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Indeed,  he  was  of  opinion  that  Irish 
Members  were  much  more  competent  to 
deal  with  Scotch  affairs  than  Scotch 
Members  were  to  meddle  with  Irish 
affairs.  In  his  opinion,  the  only  way  in 
which  the  fishery  problem  in  Ireland 
could  be  solved  was  by  a  series  of  com- 
prehensive measures,  including  the  open- 
ing up    of  cheap  railways  and  what 
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were  called  measures  for  the  direct  en- 
couragement of  the  fisheries. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  ioitkdrawn. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CrVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — eonsidend  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. — Salabibs  and  Expenses  of 

crvil  dspabticents. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £17,619,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  mim 
necessary  to  defray  the  Chargewnioh  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Saluies 
and  Expenses  of  the  Charity  CommiisioQ  for 
England  and  Wales." 

Mb.  BBYCE  said,  that  although  the 
subject  he  desired  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  was  one  of  very 
great  importance,  involving  nothing  less 
wan  the  middle  class  education  of  the 
country,  he  hoped,  considering  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour  and  the  necessity  of 
making  progress  in  Supply,  to  dispose 
of  it  very  shortlv.  He  did  not  propose 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  par- 
ticularly as  he  expected  to  obtain  a  satis- 
factory answer  m>m  the  Government  to 
the  questions  which  he  proposed  to  put 
Nor  did  he  propose  to  enter  into  any 
general  question  with,  regard  to  the 
policy  of  uniting  the  Charity  and  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commissions.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  that  policy  had  been 
questioned  in  many  quarters,  and  that 
the  Government  had  incurred  great  re- 
sponsibility in  changing  the  organization 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission. 
A  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
sat  for  some  years  from  the  year  1865, 
and  presented  Eeports  in  1866  and  1868. 
He  had  had  the  honour  of  being  one  of 
the  Commissioners,  and  he  was,  there- 
fore, able  to  explain  what  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  was.  It  went  a  long  way 
towards  showing  that  the  education  of 
what  might  be  called  the  middle  classes 
of  the  country — namely,  that  which  was 
above  the  elementary  education,  but 
below  that  given  in  the  higher  dass 
schools  and  Colleges,  was  eminently  un- 
satisfactory. In  many  cases  the  endow- 
ments for  educational  purposes  had  beeii 
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entirely  neglected,  and  the  education 
given  was  most  defectiye.  The  conse- 
qnence  of  the  disclosures  made  by  the 
Commission  was  the  appointment  of  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commission  in  1869. 
That  Commission  worked  on  until  the 
year  1874,  when  there  was  a  change  of 
liinistry,  and  it  was  superseded  in  that 
year  by  the  Commission  which,  at  the 
present  moment, continued  to  canyon 
the  work.  The  Act  of  1874,  although 
it  continued  the  Commission  which  was 
specially  charged  with  the  work  of  re- 
organizing the  Endowed  Schools,  united 
the  Commission  with  the  Charity  Com- 
mission, and  placed  it  under  the  control 
of  the  Chiei  Commissioner  of  that 
Commission.  Since  then  the  work  had 
been  carried  on  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Charity  Commission.  Nearly  11  years 
had  now  elapsed  since  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  of  1869  began  to  take  effect, 
and  during  that  time  me  progress  of  the 
re-organization  had  been  very  much 
slower  than  was  anticipated  by  those 
who  framed  the  Act  of  1869,  or  by  those 
who  made  the  alteration  in  the  Act  of 
1874,  onder  which  the  work  was  now 
earned  on.  It  was  expected  in  1869 
that  the  whole  work  of  preparing  new 
schemes  would  be  completed  in  five  or 


8LZ  years: 


but  since  1869  the  schemes 


which  had  been  framed  for  the  En- 
dowed Schools  of  the  country  dealt  with 
less  than  one-half  of  the  total  number  of 
Endowed  Schools.  It  was  true  that  the 
Talue  of  the  endowments  was  slightly  in 
excessof  one-half  of  thetotalamount ;  but 
the  number  of  schools  remaining  to  be 
dealt  with  was  greater  than  the  number 
which  had  been  dealt  with  in  the  1 1 
years  which  had  elapsed  since  1869. 
Therefore,  at  the  same  rate  of  progress 
it  was  olear  that  II  years  more  must 
elapse  before  the  work  of  re-organizing 
the  Endowed  Schools  could  be  com- 
pleted, and  before  that  time  some  of  the 
schools  which  had  already  been  dealt 
with  by  schemes  would  require  to  be 
dealt  with  afresh,  so  as  to  amend  and  re- 
move defects  that  were  not  foreseen  when 
the  schemes  were  originally  framed.  It 
had  become  quite  obvious  that  somo- 
thiug  more  must  be  done  to  improve  the 
secondary  education  of  the  coimtry ;  and 
he  thought  he  was  entitled  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Mun- 
deUa)  the  causes  which  had  made  the 
WmesB  in  the  work  of  re-organizing^  the 
&ii£>wed  Schools  so  excee£ngly  Alow. 


The  matter  was  one  of  the  highest  im- 
portance, because  it  could  not  be  for- 
gotten that  the  education  of  the  country, 
as  far  as  it  did  not  depend  on  the  small 
number  of  public  schools  which  existed, 
mainly  depended  upon  these  Endowed 
Schools.  It  was  they  which  should  set 
the  standard  of  education  for  the  middle 
class  schools  of  the  country,  which  should 
give  a  better  tone  to  the  people,  and  in 
all  respects  act  as  models  for  the  schools 
at  which  the  children  of  the  middle  classes 
received  their  education.  But  that  could 
not  be  done  without  introducing  change 
into  the  generally  obsolete  regulations 
under  which  these  schools  were  ma- 
naged, or  without  the  framing  of  such 
schemes  as  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners has  been  directed  to  frame. 
He  did  not  propose  to  enter  into  details 
upon  the  question  as  one  of  the  educa- 
tional policy  of  the  country,  or  to  inquire 
to  what  extent  it  was  that  the  Endowed 
Schools  were  defective.  It  was  well 
known  that  there  wore  great  deficiencies 
in  the  present  working  of  the  system  ; 
and  he  asked  from  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  an  ex- 
planation of  the  cause  to  which  he  at- 
tributed this  slow  progress  and  the  mea- 
sures he  proposed  to  take  in  order  to 
remedy  this  great  evil.  The  Act  under 
which  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
was  now  working  would  expire  next 
year;  and  it  would  consequently  be 
necessary,  during  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  bring  in  a  measure  which  should 
renew  the  Commission,  and  endeavour, 
if  possible,  to  set  it  going  anew  with 
greater  locomotive  power.  The  pre- 
sent time  was,  therefore,  opportune 
for  calling  attention  to  the  defects  of 
the  system  which  now  existed,  and  for 
endeavouring  to  obtain  some  pledge 
from  the  Education  Office  that  some- 
thing would  be  done  to  remedy  those 
defects,  and  bringing  the  whole  matter 
before  the  country  with  the  view  of 
passing  a  satisfactory  measure  of  re- 
form during  the  ensuing  Session.  He 
would  not  anticipate  what  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  would  have  to 
say  to  the  position  of  the  staff ;  but  he 
would  point  out  that  one  result  of  the 
policy  adopted  in  1874  had  been  to 
throw  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
into  the  hands,  and  place  it  under  the 
control,  of  the  Charity  Commission.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission,  between   1869  and  1874, 
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went  on  faster  than  was  conformable 
with  the  policy  of  the  Partj  which  came 
into  power  in  1874.     It  was  the  evident 
wish  and    desire    of  the  Oonservative 
Party  to  pat  a  drag  on  the  wheels  of  the 
Commission.    The  Commission  at  that 
time  consisted  of  three  able  and  emi- 
nently qualified  men.    At  the  head  of  it 
was  the  late  Lord  Lyttelton,  of  whom  he 
spoke  with  the   greatest  respect  as  a 
Nobleman,  thoronghly  competent  to  deal 
with  the  work  of  educating  the  country, 
and  who  had  greatly  identified  himself 
with  it.  The  next  Commissioner  was  Mr. 
Boby,  who   was  also  a  man  of  great 
ability,  and  equally  devoted  to  the  cause 
of  education ;  and  the  last  was  the  Bev. 
Canon  Bobinson,  who,  fortunately,  still 
continued  on  the  Commission.    In  1874 
those  three  gentlemen  were  replaced  by 
a  new  Commission,  consisting  of   two 
only,  one  of  whom  was  Canon  Kobinson, 
while  the  other  had  had  no  previous  ex- 
perience, who  did  the  work  as  well  as 
could  be  expected,  but  in  whose  hands 
the  work  of  the  Commission  advanced 
much  more  slowly.    This  gentleman  had 
since  quitted  office.    He  (Mr.  Byrce)  did 
not  make  any  accusation  against  him  ; 
but  he  cited  the  substitution  of  this  Com- 
missioner for  Lord  Lyttelton  and  Mr. 
Boby  as  a  reason  why  the  work  of  the 
Commission  must  have  gone  on  much 
less  quickly  and  efficiently,  and  he  cited 
it  in  the  hope  that  some  step  would  now 
be  taken  to  remedy  the  mistake  then 
made  by  adding  to  the  number  of  Com- 
missioners  directly  connected  with  the 
Endowed  Schools.    The  amalgamation 
of   the  Endowed    Schools  Commission 
with  the  Charity  Commission  had  the 
effect  of  making  the  question  of  the  En- 
dowed Schools  one  of  secondary  con- 
sideration.   It  was  thought  at  the  time 
that  the  Charity  Commissioners  would 
be  able  to  devote  some  of  the  spare  time 
and  labour  at  their  disposal  to  the  work 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission ; 
but  he  believed  he  was  right  in  saying 
that  they  had  found  it  impossible  to  do 
so.    The  work  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sion itself  was  constantly  accumulating. 
It  was  very  important  work,  and  it  was 
becoming  more  important  owing  to  the 
increase  of  the  number  of  charitable 
foundations  which  were  always  growing; 
and,  owing  to  that  fact,  the  progress  of 
the  schemes  under  the  Endowed  Schools 
Act  had  been  slower  than  might  other- 
wise have  been  the  case,  because  the 

Mr.  Bryee 


schools,  when  re-organized,  were  con- 
stantly coming  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sion asking  to  have  orders  made,  and  the 
Charity  Commission  was  occupied  in 
meeting  their  needs.  The  consequetxce 
was  that  the  three  Charity  Commifl- 
sioners,  who  had  done  their  work  with 
a  considerable  amount  of  public  spirit, 
found  that  they  had  no  time  to  spare  ibr 
the  work  of  the  Endowed  Schools,  and 
the  Endowed  Schools'  work  had  been 
intrusted  entirely  to  the  two  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners,  who  were  feir 
too  few  in  number  to  grapple  with  the 
large  mass  of  work  they  were  requited 
to  perform.  There  was  a  further  evil 
in  the  limited  powers  which  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  enjoyed.  In  place 
of  inspecting  the  schools — he  did  not 
mean  executing  an  individual  inspection, 
because  that  could  be  properly  done  by 
Examiners — but  he  meant  that  where  a 
scheme  had  been  framed  it  might  be 
found,  after  it  had  been  at  work  for 
some  years,  that  it  was  not  working 
satisfactorily,  either  owing  to  some  defect 
in  the  scheme  itself,  or  some  want  of 
heartiness  on  the  part  of  the  trustees  in 
carrying  out  the  scheme— in  place  of 
exercising  a  supervising  inspection  over 
the  schools,  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
missioners found  themselves  unable  to 
ascertain  how  the  work  was  going  on, 
and  could  make  no  provision  for  remedy- 
ing the  defects  of  any  scheme  unless 
they  were  prepared  to  go  the  length  of 
draiting  a  new  scheme.  It  was  very  de- 
sirable that  powers  should  be  given  to 
them  to  send  down  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners, who  were  highly  competent 
men,  to  examine  into  the  working  of  the 
schools,  for  which  schemes  had  already 
been  framed,  to  report  on  that  working, 
and  that  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sioners should  then  be  authorized  to 
make  such  alterations  in  the  existing 
schemes  as  they  thought  necessary  with- 
out going  through  the  long  and  complex 
process  of  framing  an  entirely  new 
scheme.  Further,  there  were  many 
places  which  were  entirely  wanting  in 
Endowed  Schools.  The  most  ancient 
towns  in  the  country  generally  had  en- 
dowed grammar  school  foundations ;  but 
there  were  a  number  of  towns  of  enor- 
mous growth,  and  some  of  them  even 
old  towns,  which  were  destitute  of  these 
schools,  and  very  much  wanted  them, 
because  it  was  found  that  private  enter- 
prize  did  not  come  forward  with  saA- 
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dent  promptitiide  to  supply  tlie  wants 
which  these  endowments  covered.  They 
were,  consequently,  left  to  the  mercy  of 
priYateadYenture  schools;  and  he  believed 
that  every  hon.  Member  who  was  ac- 
quainted with  such  schools  would  say 
tnat  there  were  very  few  of  them  in- 
deed which  were  fit  to  give  a  proper 
education  to  the  children  of  the  middle 
duses.  The  masters,  as  a  rule,  had 
neither  the  experience  nor  the  skill 
which  enabled  them  to  do  the  work  which 
might  fairly  be  required  from  them. 
The  remedy  ^ould  seem  to  be  to  employ 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commission  to 
apply  other  charitable  funds  not  hereto- 
fore devoted  to  education  to  educational 
purposes.  An  attempt  was  made  to  do 
that  under  the  80th  section  of  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Act  of  1869.  Under  that 
section,  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sion, in  the  case  of  various  specified 
diaritable  foundations,  were  to  apply  the 
money  which  was  being  spent  to  chari- 
table purposes  in  connection  with  educa- 
tion, provided  they  received  an  application 
for  that  purpose  from  the  GbvemmgBody 
of  the  cnantable  foundation.  He  need 
hardly  say  that  it  was  only  in  com- 
paratively few  cases  that  the  power  was 
acted  upon,  because,  as  a  rule,  the 
trustees  of  these  charitable  foundations 
were  veir  far  from  being  enlightened 
men,  and  were  not  aware  that,  to  a 
neat  extent,  the  purposes  to  which 
these  charities  were  applied  were  really 
pemidous.  Take  the  most  obvious  case 
of  all — ^the  case  of  dole  gifts.  An  enor- 
mous sum  of  money  was  distributed 
annually  all  over  the  country  in  the 
shape  of  doles — tens  of  thousands  a- 
year.  Indeed,  he  should  not  be  sur- 
prised to  find  that  a  sum  amounting  to 
£100,000  or  £120,000  a-year  was  spent 
in  doles — ^small  gifts  of  bread,  coals, 
dothes,  blankets  given  away,  often  to 
people  standing  at  the  church  door,  and, 
generally  speaking,  given  away  by  the 
trustees  on  their  own  unaided  responsi- 
bility. No  one  who  had  studied  the 
subject,  and  paid  any  attention  to  the 
condition  of  lus  fellow-townsmen,  would 
fail  to  know  that  gifts  of  this  kind  were 
an  unmixed  evil.  Personally,  he  did 
not  know  of  one  case  out  of  10  in  which 
they  did  any  good ;  and,  in  the  great  ma- 
jonfj  of  cases,  they  did  serious  harm. 
Bat,  unfortunately,  the  trustees  of  these 
fiinds  were  so  much  under  the  belief 
that  tkk&y  had  no  right  to  devote  them 


to  purposes  other  than  those  originally 
prescribed  by  the  founder,  that  even  in 
cases  where  they  confessed  that  the 
charitable  funds  as  now  applied  were 
doing  harm,  they  could  not  be  induced, 
in  their  corporate  capacity,  to  make  an 
application  to  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission  to  devote  the  fund  to  edu- 
cational purposes.  The  consequence  was 
that  the  money,  worse  than  if  it  re- 
mained absolutely  idle,  was  positively 
doing  harm.  Many  years,  however, 
must  elapse  before  public  opinion  would 
be  sufficiently  enlightened  to  induce  the 
trustees  to  make  an  application  to  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commission,  on  their 
own  motion.  In  that  state  of  things,  it 
would  appear  to  be  necessary  to  enlarge 
the  powers  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission,  under  Section  30  of  the 
Act  of  1869,  and  give  them  the  initia- 
tive in  the  matter.  Power  should  be 
given  to  them,  where  they  were  satisfied, 
on  competent  evidence,  that  a  charitable 
foundation  of  this  kind  was  doing  mis- 
chief, to  apply  it  to  educationsd  pur- 
poses. He  was  far  from  saying  that 
this  power  should  be  given  without  con- 
trol. He  was  fully  aware  that  a  good 
deal  of  jealousy  was  felt  in  the  country 
as  to  the  action  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners. He  had  heard  it  constantly 
said  that  this  was  a  proposal  to  hand 
over  the  charities  of  the  country  to  two 
or  three  gentlemen  sitting  in  Whitehall; 
but  he  believed  that  two  or  three  gen- 
tlemen sitting  in  Whitehall  were  much 
more  likely  to  do  ^od  with  them  than 
the  large  number  of  irresponsible  trustees 
who  existed  throughout  the  country,  and 
who  had  never  considered  the  matter 
from  the  large  point  of  view  of  those 
who  had  gained  their  experience  through 
the  working  of  the  Charity  Commission. 
The  state  of  feeling  was  undoubtedly 
such  that  it  would  become  necessary,  in 
the  event  of  handing  over  extended 
powers  to  a  Board  in  London,  to  sur- 
round their  action  with  numerous  safe- 
guards. Nobody  would  contend  that 
the  power  given  to  the  Charity  Com- 
mission or  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
mission should  be  an  absolute  power, 
and  it  must  be  accompanied  with  a 
power  of  reference  or  appeal  in  the 
event  of  discontent  being  excited.  More- 
over, it  might  be  generally  felt  that  it 
would  not  be  proper  to  take  funds  which 
were  originally  given  to  the  poor  and 
apply  them  entii^ly  for  the  benefit  of 
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the  middle  class.  In  a  case  where  an 
endowment  originally  given  to  the  poor 
was  applied  to  the  purposes  of  secondary 
education,  it  woula  be  proper  to  require 
that  a  number  of  free  places — places 
accessible  to  the  poor — equivalent  to  the 
advantages  taken,  should  be  reserved. 
The  ultimate  advantage  would  be  that 
while  they  gave  benefit  to  the  poor  they 
would  also  give  benefit  to  the  town 
generally,  by  establishing  a  higher  class 
education  than  private  adventure  schools 
were  now  able  to  give.  The  last  point 
he  wished  to  mention  had  reference  to 
the  education  of  girls.  The  Endowed 
Schools  Act  of  1869  directed  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commission  to  make  pro- 
vision for  extending  the  education  of 
girls.  The  Commissioners  in  their  Re- 
ports stated  that  they  had  been  able  to 
do  much  less  than  they  expected,  and 
much  less  than  the  House  expected, 
when  this  power  was  originally  given. 
The  cases  in  which  they  had  been  able 
to  establish  girls'  schools  had  been  com- 
paratively few  ;  and  of  the  total  amount 
of  money  applied  to  educational  pur- 
poses that  applied  to  the  education 
of  girls  as  compared  with  boys  had 
been  a  lamentably  small  percentage. 
It  was  hardly  necessary  to  point  out 
to  the  Committee  that  the  education 
of  girls  was  rendering,  in  reality,  quite 
as  great  a  service  to  the  community 
as  the  education  of  boys.  When  they 
taught  those  who  were  to  become  their 
next  generation  of  mothers,  they  were 
doing  the  best  thing  they  could  for  the 
education  of  the  coming  generation  itself. 
It  was,  he  thought,  very  much  to  be  re- 
gretted that  a  far  more  adequate  pro- 
vision had  not  been  made  for  the  edu- 
cation of  girls.  He  believed  that  the 
Commission  had  been  met  in  some  cases 
by  a  little  opposition  in  the  efforts  they 
had  been  desirous  of  usin^  in  this  di- 
rection ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  there 
should  be  a  stronger  direction  from  Par- 
liament than  any  that  had  hitherto  been 
given  for  making  proper  and  adequate 
provision  for  the  education  of  girls. 
Those  were  the  evils  of  which  he  com- 
plained, and  which  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  would,  next  Session,  see  occasion 
to  remedy.  He  had  already  pointed  out 
what  appeared  to  be  the  chief  remedies 
required — namely,  the  strengthening  of 
the  staff  of  the  Commission,  Sie  enlarge- 
ment of  their  powers,  the  propriety  of 
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pliving  them  the  initiatiTe  in  oases  where 
it  was  desirable  to  apply  charitable  en- 
dowments to  educational  purpoees,  and  a 
more  specific  direction  on  the  subject  of 
the  education  of  girls.  Before  sitting 
down  he  wished  to  ask  the  Committee 
to  consider  seriously  the  great  import- 
ance of  the  question,  and  to  express  in 
some  way  their  feeling  that  next  year  it 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  P^resident  of  the 
Council  in  a  bold  and  sweeping  measure. 
Instead  of  keeping  on  the  Commission 
for  a  few  years  lon^r,  dealing  with  the 
Endowed  Schools  m  a  manner  which 
could  only  be  temporary,  it  was  desirable 
that  it  should  be  rendered  permanent 
and  strength  given  to  it.  It  must  not 
be  forgotten  tlmt  gpreat  educational  insti- 
tutions like  Dulwich  College  and  Christ's 
Hospital  were  still  asfing  for  new 
schemes,  although  many  years  had  not 
elapsed  since  the  schemes  upon  whudi 
they  were  at  present  wo»ed  were 
framed.  They  were  two  magnificent 
institutions,  with  ample  revenues,  and 
yet  they  could  not  be  properly  worked, 
because  the  Commissioners  had  not  had 
time  to  deal  with  them.  In  that  state  of 
facts,  considering  the  great  importance 
of  the  Educational  Question,  and  how 
dependent  it  was  upon  the  action  of  the 
Endowed  Schools,  considering  that  Eng- 
land was  far  behind  eveiy  other  civilised 
nation  in  Europe  in  reg^ard  to  inter- 
mediate and  secondary  education,  con- 
sidering that  some  reform,  although  &r 
from  adequate,  had  been  introduced  into 
our  system  of  University  education,  it 
was  not  right  that  the  Endowed  Schools 
should  be  left  longer  untouched ;  and  it 
was  not  too  much  to  say  that  the  ques- 
tion was  one  of  the  most  important  that 
could  engage  the  attention  of  Parliament 
and  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  At  this  late  hour 
of  the  nieht,  and  considering  also  the 
late  period  of  the  Session  and  the  neces- 
sity of  making  progress  with  Supply,  I 
will  not  detain  the  Committee  long  in 
answer  to  the  able  and  interesting  speech 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  have  no  fault  to 
find  with  the  statement  he  has  made.  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  I  agree  with  its 
general  accuracy.  There  is,  no  doubt,  a 
general  feeling  of  anxiety  and  dissatis- 
faction at  the  slow  progress  made  with 
regard  to  Endowed  Schools  in  England. 
But  I  do  not  think  it  is  neoessazy  to  h^ 
any  blame  at  the  door  of  the  Oommis- 
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Bioners  for  this.  The  real  fault  rests 
with  the  Act  of  1874.  I  think  that  the 
passing  of  that  Act  was  a  great  misfor- 
tune for  the  education  of  this  country. 
It  had  the  effect  of  reducing  the  number 
of  Commissioners  devoted  to  the  work 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  from  three  to 
two;  it  merged  the  two  Commissions 
— the  Charity  Commission  and  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commission,  into  one ; 
and  it  made  it  necessary  that  every 
scheme  should  be  considered  at  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Board  when  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner was  present.  The  result  was, 
that  you  increased  the  difficulty  of  deal- 
ing with  the  question,  and  you  practi- 
caUy  brought  down  the  work  to  the 
nazTOwest  possible  limits.  Now,  the 
work  of  the  Charity  Commission  itself 
is  a  very  largely  increasing  work.  For 
the  last  20  years  it  has  been  going  on 
aujnnentinje  at  a  rate  that  makes  it  quite 
sufficient  wt  the  Commission  to  deal 
with  without  undertaking  the  work  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  in  addition.  The 
two  previous  Chief  Charity  Commis- 
sioners— Mr.  Peter  Erie  and  Sir  James 
Hill — found  the  work  more  than  they 
could  well  get  through ;  and  I  understand 
that  it  was  tibie  anxiety  displayed  by  Sir 
James  Hill  to  accomplish,  with  one  Com- 
missioner, the  worK  of  two,  that  aided 
very  materially  in  brinnng  about  his 
death.  He  found  the  labour  was  far 
more  than  he  ought  to  undertake.  To 
show  the  increased  nature  of  the  work 
of  the  Charity  Commission,  perhaps  the 
Committee  will  allow  me  to  point  out 
Hiat  in  1861,  207  orders  were  made  by 
the  Commissioners.  In  1862  the  num- 
ber had  increased  to  280,  and  it  has  been 
going  on  augmenting  ever  since  until 
hat  year,  1880,  it  reached  444  schemes. 
That  represents  the  charitable  work 
alone;  but  let  me  point  out  what  the 
amount  of  stock  transferred  has  been. 
It  began  with  £6,360  in  1854,  and  it 
now  amounts  to  £11,443,000,  of  which 
£  1,500,000  has  been  invested,  so  that,  in 
roond  numbers,  a  sum  of  £10,000,000 
has  been  transferred.  Every  trans- 
fer has  to  be  brought  before  the  Board, 
and,  of  course,  a  large  amount  of 
additional  work  is  necessarily  devolved 
upon  them.  The  Commissioners  them- 
8(uves,  in  their  last  Beport,  speak  of 
the  increase  of  the  work.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  un^ed  the  importajice  of 
sfcraigtliening  me  staff  of  the  Commis- 
L ;  and  we  have  pointed  out  in  our 


24th  Beport  the  amount  of  labour  which 
the  effective  regulation  of  the  public  inte- 
rest in  the  Parochial  Charities  of  the  City 
of  London  would  require.  My  hon .  Friend 
himself  brought  in  a  Bill  this  Session 
which  most  Members  will  regret  he  was 
unable  to  pass  dealing  with  the  Paro- 
chial Charities  of  London.  If  it  had 
passed,  it  would  have  done  much  to  in- 
crease the  work  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sion. The  result  of  placing  on  the  Com- 
mission the  double  work  of  the  Charity 
Commission  and  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission  has  really  been  to  block  the 
progress  of  the  two  Commissions,  and 
to  hinder  effective  dealing  both  with 
the  Charity  Commission  work  and  the 
work  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sion. I  will  point  out  to  the  Committee 
how  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
Etands  now.  Since  the  year  1869,  the 
amount  regulated  by  new  schemes  in  a 
period  of  now  nearly  12  years  has  been 
£294,000  per  annum,  and  there  remains 
still  to  be  dealt  with  of  educational 
schemes  more  than  £340,000  per  annum, 
in  addition  to  a  number  of  other  endow- 
ments which  are  only  partly  educational. 
It  is,  therefore,  not  unreasonable  to  say 
that  it  will  take  a  quarter  of  a  century, 
at  the  present  rate  of  progress,  to  deal 
with  the  educational  endowments  of  Eng- 
land alone.  In  the  present  state  of 
middle  class  education,  I  would  ask  the 
Committee  if  that  is  at  all  a  satisfactory 
state  of  things  ?  As  my  hon.  Friend  has 
stated,  we  were  told  in  1869  that  in  the 
course  of  six  or  seven  years  we  should 
have  dealt  with  the  whole  of  the  educa- 
tional endowments  of  the  country.  We 
have  now  reached  the  year  1881 ;  and  at 
the  rate  of  progress  we  are  now  making 
it  is  still  contemplated  that  it  will  take  a 
quarter  of  a  century  before  the  work  is 
completed.  The  matter  is  too  serious  to 
be  passed  over  lightly,  and  some  effectual 
means  must  be  devised  for  dealing  with 
it.  I  believe  it  is  the  fact  that  many  of 
the  schemes  already  passed  now  urgently 
stand  in  need  of  revision ;  and,  owing  to 
the  want  of  inspection  and  examination, 
many  have  not  been  put  in  operation. 
Indeed,  there  seems  to  be  no  sort  of 
control  over  those  which  the  Commission 
have  passed.  The  Commissioners  ask, 
in  their  last  Beport,  that  there  should 
be  examination  and  inspection;  and  I 
must  say  that  the  way  in  which  that 
Beport  was  denouncedin  ''another  place" 
was  most  extraordinary.    It  was  one  of 
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the  most  astonishing  things  I  ever  heard 
of  in  the  course  of  my  life.  All  that  was 
asked  for  was  what  was  reasonable  to 
carry  into  full  effect  the  schemes  framed 
by  the  Commission ;  and  it  was  one  of 
the  most  extraordinary  statements  ever 
made  that  the  Commissioners  desired  to 
constitute  themselves  into  a  roving  Com- 
mission, in  order  to  deal  with  all  the 
charities  all  over  the  country.  All  the 
Commissioners  asked  in  their  Beport  was 
that  they  should  have  the  means  of  exa- 
minine  the  working  of  the  schemes 
after  they  have  framed  them,  in  order  to 
see  whether  they  are  put  fairly  into  ope- 
ration .  They  further  proposed  that  they 
should  have  power  to  inspect  the  schools 
once  in  three  years,  in  order  to  see  that 
they  were  doing  their  work  satisfactorily. 
Every  hon.  Member  will  recognize  how 
important  the  inspection  of  the  schools 
is  as  an  educational  matter.  I  think  that 
there  should  be  a  periodical  Beport  as  to 
the  working  of  the  schools,  showing  what 
their  condition  is,  and  how  they  compare 
with  one  another.  I  know  myself  of 
various  schools  in  regard  to  which 
schemes  have  been  fhimed  by  the  Com- 
mission ;  but,  because  there  has  been  no 
inspection  and  no  examination  within 
the  last  10  or  11  years,  some  of  these 
schemes,  which  started  very  well,  and 
began  to  do  noble  work,  are  now  falling 
into  disuse  and  decay.  All  I  can  say 
now  is  that  the  whole  question  must 
be  dealt  with  in  the  coming  year.  The 
only  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment is  to  promote  the  true  interests  of 
the  education  of  the  coimtty.  We  only 
desire  that  what  is  ffiven  through  the 
means  of  these  charitable  endowments 
shall  be  useful  to  the  poor  as  well  as 
advantageous  to  the  children  of  the 
middle  dasses.  I  trust  that  during  the 
Eecess,  seeing  that  we  are  bound  to  con- 
sider the  subject,  and  that  the  Commis- 
sion must  be  renewed,  or  a  new  Commis- 
sion appointed  in  the  coming  year — I 
trust  tnat  we  shall  be  able  to  devise 
some  measure  that  will,  while  consult- 
ing the  interests  of  tibe  schools  them- 
selves, afford  adequate  means  for  their 
examination,  and  utilize  the  vast  endow- 
ments of  the  country  in  the  promotion 
of  the  higher  education  of  the  people, 
and  in  opening  up  the  means  of  educa- 
tion to  poor  and  clever  children. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  he  heartily 
and  cordially  agreed  in  much  that  had 
fiJlen  from  his  hon.  Eriend  the  Member 
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for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce^  ;  but^ 
at  the  same  time,  he  regarded  with  some 
reluctance  the  proposfu  to  give  larger 
powers  to  the  present  Charity  Commis- 
sion. The  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  as  to  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  deal  with  the  question  next 
Session  was  entirely  satisfactory;  but 
he  was  anxious  to  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  desirability,  when 
the  subject  was  taken  up  by  the  Gk>yeiii- 
ment  next  year,  of  not  going  too  far  in 
the  direction  of  centralization.  Thej 
must  all  remember  the  vigilance  of  the 
opposition  that  was  brought  to  bear  on 
the  Etdowed  Schools  Commission  which 
was  dispossessed  in  1874;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  in  a  great  number  of  diese  local 
questions  there  were  a  ffreat  many  local 
prejudices  to  consult  which  required  a 
certain  amount  of  local  knowledge/  and 
with  respect  to  which  a  board  in  London 
would  find  itself  incompetent  to  deal. 
He  wished  to  point  out  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  that  when  the  Government  took 
up  the  question,  they  ought,  as  far  aa 
possible,  to  give  to  the  looal  authorities 
in  various  parts  of  the  country  powers 
analogous,  or  to  some  extent  analogous, 
in  dealing  with  Charities  and  Endowed 
Schools,  to  those  possessed  at  the  pre- 
sent time  by  the  Charity  Commission. 
By  that  means,  he  thought  they  would 
be  able  to  get  rid  of  a  great  deal  of  the 
local  prejudice  and  intense  local  irrita- 
tion which  reduced  to  a  wreck  the  great 
measure  passed  in  1869.  If  the  hour  of 
the  night  had  not  been  eo  advanced  he 
wodld  have  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
from  his  own  personal  knowledge  in  re- 
^d  to  the  great  Endowed  Institution 
m  London,  in  respect  of  which  he  was  a 
Governor-— Christ's  Hospital.  But  at 
that  late  hour  he  would  not  interfere 
with  the  course  of  Public  Business  fur- 
ther than  to  say,  without  desiring  in  the 
least  to  impute  motives  to  the  Gk>vemor8 
of  Christ's  Hospital,  Uiat  nothing  could 
be  xnore  unsatisfactory  than  its  present 
condition  in  regard  to  the  relations  be- 
tween the  GovemingBody  and  the  Cha- 
rity Commission.  He  hoped  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  bear  these  remarks  itt 
mind  when  he  came  to  deal  with  the 
question  next  year. 

Mb.  DONALDSON-HUDSON  said, 
he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  thanking  the 
right  hon.  Qeutlemaa  the  Yioe  Preddent 
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of  Qie  Oonncil  for  the  promise  he  hod 
held  out  to  the  House  and  the  country 
that  some  system  of  inspection  would 
be  carried  out  in  future  in  regard  to  the 
middle  class  schools.  Having  been  Chair- 
man of  the  Gbverning  Body  of  a  small 
Endowed  School  in  the  country,  he  could 
bear  his  testimony  to  the  fact  that  one 
of  the  greatest  difficulties  the  Governors 
had  to  contend  with  was  the  difficulty  of 
getting  their  schools  properly  examined 
and  inspected  from  time  to  time.  One 
of  the  schools  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected, although  it  had  only  a  small 
income,  educat^  100  children.  There  was 
another  point  that  was  also  of  import- 
ance, and  that  was  the  selection  of 
teachers.  He  and  his  colleagues,  as 
Qovemorsof  an  Endowed  School,  had  not 
had  the  assistance  of  the  Education  De- 
partment in  the  training,  selection,  and 
nomination  of  teachers.  They  were  very 
much  at  the  mercy  of  any  persons  who 
proposed  to  go  to  them  for  the  somewhat 
low  fees  they  were  able  to  pay.  He 
therefore  hoped,  through  the  operation 
of  some  measure  for  the  registration  of 
teachers,  or  in  some  other  way,  it 
might  be  practicable  to  provide  means 
for  affording  the  Governors  who  had  the 
management  of  these  schools  an  oppor- 
tunity of  Icnowing  where  to  apply  to  for 
thoroughly  competent  teachers.  As  far 
as  his  own  experience  went,  these  were 
the  two  CTeat  difficulties  in  the  manage- 
ment of  Endowed  Schools — namely,  the 
aeleotion  of  teachers  and  the  securing  of 
an  efficient  inspection. 

Mb.  BBYCE  said,  that  after  the  satis- 
factory statement  of  his  riffht  hon.  Friend 
the  vice  President  of  the  Council,  he 
would  only  venture  to  express  a  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  woiud 
not  only  bring  in  a  satisfactory  measure 
next  year  for  dealing  with  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission,  but  that  he  would 
also  be  able  to  deal  with  the  Charitable 
Trusts  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  thought  that  one 
or  two  inaccurate  statements  had  been 
made  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  the 
subject  (Mr.  Bryce)  made  a  very  able 
speech,  to  which  he  had  listened  with 
great  interest ;  but  the  hon.  Member  did  | 
not  seem  to  recollect  the  whole  history  ■ 
of  this  important  transaction.    The  hon.  I 
Gentleman  spoke  of  the  slow  progress 
which  had  undoubtedly  been  made,  and 
wUdhi  lie  (Mr.  Talbot)  would  be  one  of 


the  last  to  deny.  He  was  very  sorry 
that  the  progress  had  not  been  greater ; 
but  he  thought  it  ought  not  to  be  for- 
gotten that  the  slow  progress  did  not 
entirely  date  from  the  year  1874.  The 
first  legislation  upon  the  subject  took 
place  in  1869,  and  it  was  then  expected 
that  the  work  would  be  completed  in 
four  or  five  years.  But,  notwithstand- 
ing all  the  energy  of  the  gentlemen  who 
constituted  the  Endowed  Schools  Com- 
mission— of  whose  energy,  ability,  and 
integrity  there  could  be  no  doubt — when 
the  year  1874  arrived  the  work  had  not 
been  half  done.  Indeed,  it  was  not  much 
more  than  one-quarter  done.  Therefore, 
while  not  wishing  to  extenuate  the  slow 
progress  which  had  been  made  alto- 
gether, he  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to 
put  the  whole  of  the  blame  upon  the 
progress  which  had  been  made  since 
1874. 

Mb.  BBYCE  said,  he  had  no  inten- 
tion of  imputing  blame  to  the  present 
Board  for  their  action  in  the  matter. 
All  he  wished  to  say  was,  that  the  pro- 
gress had  been  even  slower  since  1874 
than  it  had  been  before. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  the  expla- 
nation of  the  hon.  Member  set  the  matter 
right ;  but  without  such  explanation  any- 
one hearing  his  speech,  or  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  would  have 
fallen  into  the  error  of  supposing  that 
the  Commission,  which  had  been  in 
charge  of  the  Endowed  Schools  since 
1874,  were  solely  to  blame  for  the  slow 
progress  which  had  been  made.  He 
now  wished  to  ask  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  a  point  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  imply  that  when  the  Conser- 
vative Gk)vemment  came  into  Office  in 
1874  they  had  a  desire  to  retard  the 
work  of  the  Commission.  Now,  he  did 
not  know  what  the  motives  of  the  Con- 
servative Government  might  have  been 
when  they  entered  upon  Office ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  that  anybody  wished  to 
retard  the  proffress  of  the  work  of  the 
Commission.  AH  he  knew  was,  that 
some  Members  of  the  House  wished  to 

Eut  that  progress  on  a  slightly  different 
asis  in  regard  to  control.  That  might 
have  been  wise  or  it  might  not ;  but  the 
desire  was  not  alone  confined  to  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House.  It  was 
a  point  that  gave  rise  to  serious  delibera- 
tion.   The  late  Government  wished  that 
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theprogroM  of  the  Commission  should  be 
greater,  but  without  undue  friction  with 
the  prejudices — or  call  them  what  they 
liked — of  the  persons  who  had  charge  of 
institutions.  He  did  not  see  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord. Lieutenant  in  his  place;  but 
he  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  in  1869  upon  the  subject,  and 
he  would  agree  that  this  was  one  of  the 
points  the  Committee  were  most  anxious 
to  consider.  He  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  did  not 
think  it  would  have  a  brightening  effect 
upon  the  country  generally  if  it  was 
now  to  be  understood  that  on  recon- 
sidering the  question  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  they  were  going  to 
re-open  the  difficult  question  of  non- 
educational  endowments.  It  was,  no 
doubt,  true,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
said,  that  many  of  these  charities  had 
been  gpreatly  abused,  and  that  the  sys- 
tem of  doles  had  been,  on  the  whole,  un- 
wisely administered.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  yery 
startling  thing  if  it  were  to  go  forth 
from  that  Committee — and  he  had  risen 
to  enter  his  humble  protest  against  the 
acceptcmce  of  the  suggestion — that  there 
was  any  intention  of  diverting  the  funds 
which  had  been  designedly  left  for  the 
benefit  of  the  poorest  classes  of  the  com- 
munity to  objects  that  were,  after  all, 
for  the  education  of  the  middle  classes 
only.  It  might  be  wise  to  do  something 
in  that  direction ;  but  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets was  simply  this — that  the  Charity 
Commission,  or  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commission,  whichever  body  was  to  act 
in  future,  should  have  the  power  of  ini- 
tiating, in  regard  to  these  doles,  whether 
the  managers  of  them  wished  to  deprive 
them  of  l^eir  present  character  or  not, 
a  scheme  which  should  have  the  effect  of 
making  them  educational  endowments. 
By  that  means,  funds  which  had  been 
left  for  the  benefit  of  the  very  humblest 
portion  of  the  community,  although  it 
might  be  in  a  mistaken  and  misguided 
manner,  would  be  taken  away  from  those 
it  was  intended  to  benefit,  and  applied 
to  the  education  of  the  middle  classes. 
That,  he  thought,  would  be  a  very  dan- 
gerous course  to  take,  to  say  the  least 
of  it.  There  was  only  one  more  remark 
he  would  venture  to  make  on  the  matter, 
and  it  was  this — the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 

Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot 


spoke  of  the  question  as  one  which 
must  engage  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment next  Session.  It  was  obvious 
that  as  the  Act  must  expire  next  year 
something  must  be  done  in  that  durec- 
tion ;  and,  that  being  so,  he  would  ear- 
nestly press  on  the  Government  that  it 
would  be  unwise  to  make  an  alteration 
in  this  important  question,  either  by 
constituting  a  new  Commission,  or  arm- 
ing the  existing  Commission  with  in- 
creased powers,  without  full  and  delibe- 
rate consideration.  The  constitution  of  the 
original  Commission  wasmadethe  subject 
of  a  careful  inquiry  by  a  Committee  of  that 
House  ;  and  it  would  be  wise,  if  it  was 
intended  materially  to  alter  the  condi- 
tions under  which  the  Commission  was 
to  work,  to  institute  a  fresh  inquiry 
next  year,  either  by  means  of  a  Koval 
Commission  or  of  a  Conmiittee  of  that 
House.  WiHi  regard  to  the  question  of 
amalgamation,  it  was  said  that  harm 
had  been  done  by  uniting  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  with  the  Charity 
Commission.  It  might  have  been  so; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  had  given  them 
some  important  statistics  as  to  the  in- 
creased work  which  had  fallen  upon  the 
Commission.  That  was  a  matter  which 
probably  ought  to  be  determined  before 
they  renewed  the  connection  between 
the  charitable  work  and  the  educational 
work ;  but  it  was  only  fair  to  the  late 
Conservative  Government  to  say  that, 
although  they  were  often  charged  with 
extravagance  and  lavish  expenditure, 
this  was  an  attempt  to  amalgamate  two 
Commissions,  and  if  it  had  not  proved 
successful,  at  any  rate  it  was  an  attempt 
in  the  direction  of  economy.  Person- 
ally, he  should  certainly  not  stand  there 
as  an  obstructive  of  anv  well-considered 
change  ;  but  he  hoped  it  would  not  go 
forth  to  the  country  without  challenge 
that  any  fundamental  alteration  shotud 
be  made  without  due  and  careful  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  THOBOLD  BOGERS  wished  to 
say  a  word  in  answer  to  the  remarks 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr,  J.  G. 
Talbot).  As  far  as  he  knew,  there  had 
never  been  a  case  in  which  any  chari- 
table endowment  had  been  deviated  in 
the  direction  of  education  without 
coupling  the  educational  scheme  with 
madiinery  which  enabled  boys  to  rise 
from  the  national  schools  to  the  gram* 
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mar  sohools.  He  Icnew  of  one  case,  in 
Bristol,  in  which  the  change  took  pre- 
dsely  that  form,  and  the  endowment 
was  made  the  means  of  j>romoting  boys 
from  the  national  schools  into  the  Bristol 
GFrammar  School.  The  same  sort  of 
thing  had  happened  in  the  City  of 
Oxford.  Some  doles  had  been  le&  for 
purposes  that  were  entirely  obsolete,  and 
they  were  taken  away  and  given  to  the 
gp-anmiar  school;  but  provision  was 
made  by  means  of  which  dovs  from  the 
lowest  stratum  of  society  in  Oxford  were 
enabled  to  enter  the  grammar  school. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  every  hon.  Member 
knew  that  aH  the  Endowed  Schools  of 
the  country  had  been  originally  intended 
for  the  poor. 

Mb.  BBYOE  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot)  had  fallen  into  an  error.  He 
(Mr.  Biyce)  had  not  intended  to  imply 
uiat  any  of  the  funds  now  given  to  the 
poor  should  be  taken  away  from  them 
and  given  to  the  middle  class.  To  the 
best  of  his  belief  he  had  stated  dis- 
tinctly that,  in  taking  the  initiative,  the 
Commission  should  be  restricted  by 
ample  safeguards,  and  that  equivalent 
advantages  should  be  secured  to  the 
poor. 

Mb.  EINIOAN  asked  whether  any- 
thing had  been  done  since  last  year 
with  regard  to  Jackson's  Trust  Fund  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  was  un- 
able to  answer  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  at  the  moment ;  but  if  he  would 
make  an  application  inquiries  should  be 
made. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £18,798,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  CHivil  Service  Commission. 

Mb.  ABTHUE  O'CONNOE  inquired 
as  to  the  amount  of  fees  paid  by  candi- 
dates at  the  Army  examinations  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  that  nothing 
oonld  be  more  imsatisfactory,  or  even 
scandalous,  than  the  present  system  of 
oonduoting  military  examinations.  He 
believed  that  on  the  last  occasion  of 
the  examination  in  connection  with  the 
Woolwich  Military  Academy  there  was 
in  the  morning  a  concert  and  in  the 
evening  a  recital  in  the  HaU  where  the 
examinations  were  conducted,  which 
oonld  not  but  interfere  very  much  with 
tiie  proceedings.  He  had  always  been 
in  favour  of  we  system  of  competitive 
examination ;  but  it  seemed  to  hun  very 
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difficult  to  attain  to  a  proper  standard 
in  the  examinations  if  such  a  state  of 
things  were  allowed  to  continue. 

MR.CHILDEBS  said,  he  had  strongly 
pressed  upon  the  authorities  that  they 
should  take  steps  for  obtaining  better 
accommodation  for  the  purpose  of  these 
examinations;  and  he  trusted  that  his 
representations  would  this  year  lead  to 
a  more  satisfactory  arrangement.  The 
Commissioners  of  Works  had  sought 
for  a  room  more  adapted  for  the  exami- 
nations ;  but,  up  to  the  present,  unfor- 
tunately, they  had  not  been  able  to 
meet  with  one  in  which  a  sufficiently 
large  number  of  persons  could  be  pro- 
vided for.  The  Government  were,  how- 
ever, fully  alive  to  the  position  of 
affairs. 

Mb.  THOEOLD  EOGEES  asked  why 
the  fees  for  the  Civil  Service  of  India 
examinations  were  paid  into  the  India 
Exchequer  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion was  about  to  be  taken  up  by  the 
Government. 

LoED  feedeeick  cavendish 

said,  he  would  make  inquiries,  before 
the  Vote  was  reported,  on  the  question 
of  the  amount  of  fees  payable  by  candi- 
dates at  the  Army  examinations. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £9,466,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Copyhold,  Inclosure,  and  Tithe  Com- 
mission. 

(4)  £4,425,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Inclosure  and  Drainage  Acts,  Im- 
prest Expenses. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  that 
this  Vote  was  one  of  several  instances 
of  the  public  money  being  advanced  and 
not  repaid.  There  was  a  note  relating 
to  this  charge  which  said  that  the  whole 
of  this  Vote  was  a  temporary  advance, 
which  was  to  be  repaid  to  the  Exche- 
quer when  the  works  of  inclosure  and 
drainage  were  completed.  But  the  fact 
with  regard  to  this  Vote  was  that,  al- 
though a  considerable  sum  was  annually 
repaid,  it  did  not  amount  to  the  whole 
sum  advanced;  and,  therefore,  the 
amount  of  the  arrears  increased  rapidly. 
The  matter  had  already  been  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  who  had 
urged  a  reduction  of  the  arrears,  but, 
up  to  the  present  time,  without  success. 
In  the  year  1878  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord  Frede- 
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riok  Oarendiali),  and  in  1880  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir 
Henry  Holland),  as  Ohairmen  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  had  both 
inquired  into  the  subject ;  and  in  reply 
to  the  inquiry  as  to  whether  any  arrange- 
ment had  been  made  for  providing  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  ueneral  with 
particulars  to  enable  him  to  report  to 
Parliament  the  progress  made  with  re- 
gard to  these  loans,  an  answer  was  sent 
by  an  official  to  the  effect  that  he  re- 
gretted to  say  that  he  could  not  report 
that  any  arrangement  had  been  made. 
The  Comxnittee  would  be  aware  that  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  was  an 
officer  specially  appointed  by  the  House 
to  investigate  questions  of  this  nature ; 
and  yet  it  was  found  that  the  very 
materials  necessary  for  his  investiga- 
tions were  withheld  from  him.  As  he 
had  pointed  out,  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  had  expressed  regret  at  the 
delay  that  had  taken  place,  and  pointed 
out  that  the  question  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  settled  as  soon  as  possible. 
The  subject  had  been  before  the  Com- 
mittee again  in  the  present  year,  and  it 
was  stated  at  last  that  the  Commissioners 
had  furnished  some  accounts  of  a  frag- 
mentary character,  and  that  a  satisfac- 
tory examination  of  accounts  was  hoped 
for  in  the  future.  He  regarded  this  as 
scarcely  a  satisfaotoiy  state  of  affairs.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  this  vote  was  not  merely 
a  temporary  advance,  because  it  was 
perfectly  certain  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
money  could  not  and  would  not  be  re- 
covered. Although  it  was  certain  that 
there  would  be  a  loss,  it  was  uncertain 
what  the  amount  of  loss  would  be ;  and 
he  questioned  whether  the  noble  Lord, 
on  tne  part  of  the  Government,  could 
tell  the  Committee  the  amount  of  money 
which  had  been  advanced,  the  amount 
which  had  been  repaid,  the  amount  which 
was  still  outstandinffy  or  the  amount 
which  would  have  to  be  wiped  off  as  an 
irrecoverable  arrear,  and  charged  against 
the  country.  He  regarded  this  case  as 
a  fair  illustration  of  the  statement  that 
the  system  of  advancing  money  to  be 
recovered,  if  possible,  from  parties  who 
were  not  in  a  position  to  repay  it  was 
an  unsound  one. 

LoED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
pointed  out  that  more  than  £8,000  had 
been  repaid  last  year,  and  that  the  net 
loss  was  about  £800. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
J6r.  Arthur  O'Connor 
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(50  £27,288,  to  oomplete  the  sum  fi>r 
the  l^chequer  and  Audit  Department. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that,  notwithstanding  the  importance 
of  the  duties  of  the  CoinptroUer  and 
Auditor  Gheneral,  that  officer,  unfor- 
tunately, did  not  receive  from,  the 
Public  Departments,  whose  Accounts  he 
had  to  examine,  that  assistance  which  it 
was  desirable  he  should  have.  There 
was  probably  no  Department  of  the 
Public  Service  whose  Accounts  would 
be  more  improved  by  a  careful  over- 
hauling than  the  War  Office;  and  yet 
the  aumt  which  the  Comptroller  and  Audi- 
tor General  was  able  to  give  of  the  Ac- 
counts of  that  Department  was  little 
more  than  an  appropriation  audit.  Even 
the  first  Army  vote  had  never  yet  been 
examined  in  detail,  but  only  partiallv, 
by  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Gheneral ; 
but  the  Committee  would  see  the  im- 
mense advantage  of  having  a  careful 
and  detailed  examination  of  that  ex- 
penditure by  an  independent  body.  He 
would  merely  point  to  one  item,  the 
Stock  Purse  Fund  of  the  Guards.  For 
25  years  that  House  had  voted  aome- 
thing  like  £6,000  annually  for  the 
Hospital  and  Recruiting  Service  of  the 
Brigade  of  Guards  in  perfect  ignorance 
that  &e  money  was  not  used  for  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  intended, 
but  that  it  found  its  way  into  the  pookets 
of  the  officers  of  the  Brigade,  and  that 
the  hospital  and  recruiting  expenses 
were  paid  for  out  of  other  moneys. 
Under  that  system  the  officers  of  the 
Guards  had  divided  amongst  themselves 
since  the  Crimean  War  a  sum  of  money 
which,  in  the  aggrerate,  amounted  to 
£  1 50,000.  But  mrecUy  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General  got  a  hold  upon 
the  Army  Votes .  that  system  had  en- 
tirely disappeared,  the  War  Office  autho- 
rities having  found  it  necessary  to  admit 
that  the  money  had  not  altogether  been 
applied  to  the  purposes  for  which  it  was 
voted.  There  were,  it  appeared,  certain 
allowances  to  the  officers  carefully  veiled 
in  the  Returns  furnished,  and  which 
were  for  a  long  time  kept  from  the 
knowledge  of  the  public,  but  which  ap- 
peared in  the  Army  Estimates  as  now 
drawn  up.  He  mentioned  this  case  as 
an  illustration  of  the  immense  advan- 
tage in  the  way  of  preventing  iobbeij 
wmch  resulted  fix>m  an  independent  in- 
vestigation by  such  an  ofSoer  as  the 
Oomptcoller  and  Auditor  C^neral.    But, 
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apart  from  that,  there  was  a  system  of 
audit  in  the  War  Office  which  had  this 
great  weakness  about  it,  that  every  De- 
partmental Auditor  was  obliged  to  pass 
charges  which  he  himself  might  mow 
to  be  wron^ — that  was  to  say,  where  the 
money,  as  m  the  case  he  had  referred  to, 
did  ju)t  go  for  the  purpose  intended. 
The  charge  was  covered  by  the  authority 
of  the  S^retary  of  State,  and  he  was  a 
subordinate  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
The  audit  of  the  War  Office  was  a  ner- 
feet  farce,  there  being  no  independent 
audit  at  all ;  and  those  who  knew  the 
details  of  the  Service  knew  that  the 
Audit  Department  should  be  handed 
over  in  its  entirety  to  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  General,  and  placed  in  a 
position  of  independence  so  far  as  the 
War  Office  was  concerned.  He  would 
not  go  into  other  matters  in  regard  to 
the  work  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
Oeneral ;  but  it  struck  him  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  that  there  were  a  great  many 
accounts  which  it  would  be  well  to  have 
audited  by  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
Oeneral.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Accounts  could  pro- 
perly be  submitted  to  him  for  the  pur- 
pose. He  did  not  think  they  were 
audited  by  that  official  ;^but,  at  any  rate, 
there  were  a  ffood  many  accounts  that 
escaped  him  which  ought  not  to  do  so. 
There  was  an  item  on  the  Paper  which 
struck  him  as  being  very  singular  — 
namely,  £25  for  the  purveyor  of  lun- 
eheons.  He  could  not,  for  the  life  of 
him,  imagine  why  a  man  who  entered 
into  a  contract  to  supply  refreshments 
should  be  allowed  a  money  ffrant,  seeing 
that  he  made  fair  charges,  nad  gas  ana 
ooals  for  nothing,  and  lived  rent  free. 
He  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  thought  it  would 
be  a  very  reasonable  thing  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £25. 

LoBD  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
•aid,  he  would  not  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber into  many  of  his  statements  con- 
eeniing  the  audits,  as  this  was  not  a 
&vourable  opportunity  for  the  discus- 
nan.  He  was  glad  to  be  able  to  say 
that  the  best  audit  was  now  being  ap- 
plied to  the  Department  mentioned.  As 
to  the  sum  ox  £25,  an  injustice  would 
be  done  if  it  were  not  granted. 

Vote  ii^00d  io. 

(6.)  £3,086,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Vnendly  Societies  Begistry. 

Besdutioiifl  to  be  reported. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £330,173,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  simi 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  wnich  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slat  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
including  various  Grants  in  Aid  of  Local  Taxa- 
tion.*' 

Mr.  B.  N.  FOWLEH  said,  this  was 
a  grant  in  aid  of  local  taxation ;  and  as 
there  were  several  Amendments  and  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  would  take 
place,  and  as  it  was  already  a  quarter  to 
1,  he  would  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (-Mr.  B. 
JV;  Fowler.) 

LoED  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that,  under  ordinary  circumstances, 
it  would  be  advisable  to  report  Progress 
at  that  time  of  the  night ;  out  they  had 
now  arrived  at  the  end  of  July  and  the 
beginning  of  August,  and  had  only 
passed  a  few  Votes  in  Supply.  He 
thought,  therefore,  they  should  go  on  a 
little  longer. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  an 
hon.  Member  opposite  had  an  important 
Scotch  question  to  raise  on  that  vote — 
a  question  in  which  the  people  of  Scot- 
land took  great  interest.  It  was  unde- 
sirable that  it  should  be  debated  at  that 
time  of  night ;  therefore,  he  trusted  the 
Government  would  agree  to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  he  pre- 
sumed thev  would  have  all  Monday 
night  for  the  Estimates,  and  the  noble 
Lord  would  then  be  able  to  get  a  good 
deal  of  money.  Under  those  circum- 
stances, and  seeing,  as  had  just  been 
stated,  that  an  important  question  was 
to  be  raised  on  the  Vote,  it  was  not  un- 
reasonable to  ask  that  Progress  should 
be  reported.  There  were  17  Orders  of 
the  Day ;  and,  as  one  or  two  of  them  in- 
volved important  questions,  the  House 
should  be  allowed  some  little  time  to  go 
through  them. 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  nearly  all  the  Orders  of  the 
Day  were  blocked.  He  would  not  pro- 
pose to  take  the  Vote  upon  which,  as  it 
was  said,  an  important  question  was  to 
be  raised ;  but  he  would  appeal  to  his 
hon.  Friend  to  allow  them  to  take  what 
Votes  were  not  opposed. 

M3.  J.  G.  TAEBOT  said,  that,  look- 
ing at  the  period  of  the  Session,  it  was 
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not  unreasonable  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  ask  the  Committee  to  go 
on  a  little  later. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  that,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  they  had  now 
nearly  reached  the  period  at  which  it 
was  usual  to  end  the  Session,  and  at 
which  shooting  commenced,  hon.  Mem- 
bers ought  to  assist  the  Government  to 
make  progress  with  Supply,  even  at 
some  personal  sacrifice.  He  would, 
therefore,  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler)  to 
withdraw  his  Motion.  It  would  be  pos- 
sible to  dispose,  at  any  rate,  of  a  few 
Votes  to-night. 

Mr.  0*D0NNELL  would  undertake 
to  say  that  that  was  the  first  time  in  his 
Parliamentarv  career  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  had 
suggested  that  they  should  hurry  over 
their  Business  in  o^er  that  they  might 
go  to  shoot.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was 
at  a  loss  to  suppose  what  had  produced 
so  marked  a  change  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. There  had  been  references  made 
to  the  lateness  of  the  hour  at  which  the 
important  question  with  which  that  dis- 
cussion commenced  —  namely,  that  on 
the  Endowed  Schools  system — was  taken, 
and  on  that  point  he  could  say  that  a 
great  many  Members  who  had  observa- 
tions to  make  had  refrained  from  mak- 
ing them  because  it  was  too  late.  They 
were  now  asked,  at  a  still  later  hour,  to 
go  on  with  the  discussion  of  the  Esti- 
mates and  vote  public  money.  He  did 
not  think,  from  the  hour  and  the  time 
they  had  been  sitting,  that  the  Com- 
mittee were  in  a  position  to  discriminate 
between  the  Business  which  was  so  un- 
important that  it  might  be  safely  hur- 
ried over  and  the  Business  that  was  so 
important  to  deserve  attention  and  full 
discussion.  The  real  Business  was  the 
voting  of  Supply ;  and  unless  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  a  fair  opportunity  of  scruti- 
nizing the  channels  into  which  the  money 
was  to  go,  even  by  the  present  most  vir- 
tuous of  Ministries  there  might  be  reck- 
less and  ill-considered  expenditure. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOE:  You, 
Mr.  Playfair,  have  put  this  Vote  from 
the  Chair,  and  I  wish  to  ask  you  whe- 
ther it  is  possible  to  withdraw  it  in 
order  to  take  unopposed  Votes?  I 
would  remind  you,  Sir,  that  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion  you  ruled  that  a  Vote, 
having  been  put,  could  not  be  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TMot 


The  OHAIRHAN:  A  Vote  cannot 
be  postponed  by  a  Motion ;  but  if  the 
Government  desire  to  withdraw  a  Vote 
they  can  do  so.    

Mr.  LABOUCHEHE  said,  that  some 
hon.  Members  seemed  to  think  that  tiiere 
were  onlv  two  things  to  be  done  at  this 
period  of  the  year — either  to  ait  here,  or 
shoot  partridges.  So  far  as  he  was  oon- 
cemed,  he  should  shoot  nothing ;  but  he 
did  not  want  to  sit  in  the  House  of 
Commons  beyond  the  month  of  August 
If  they  did  not  take  Supply  up  to  a 
later  hour  than  this  they  woold  asmizedly 
have  to  sit  into  September.  The  next 
Vote  was  for  the  Lunacy  Commission  of 
England,  and  he  did  not  suppose  that 
any  hon.  Member  from  Ireland  or  any- 
where else  intended  seriously  to  oppose 
that  Vote  being  granted ;  therefore,  he 
would  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw 
his  Motion,  and  allow  the  Business  to 
be  proceeded  with. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampten  suffsest  a 
certain  connection  between  the  Vote  he 
speaks  of  and  the  hon.  Members  who 
desire  to  carry  on  Business  beyond  a 
certain  hour? 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  :  Yes. 

Mr.  a.  MOGEE  said,  that  if  P^x>giess 
were  now  reported  they  would  get 
through  a  large  number  of  Votes  on 
Monday,  as  there  would  be  no  delay, 
such  as  there  was  now,  over  the  un- 
opposed Votes. 

Mr.  EAMSAY  appealed  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  allow  unopposed  Business  to 
be  taken  for  a  short  time. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOB  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  who  were  interested  in  Votes  not 
yet  reached  were  exceedingly  anzioas 
that  they  should  get  over  these  inter- 
mediate Votes  as  soon  as  possible,  and 
then  report  Frogpress,  so  that,  at  the 
next  Sitting,  the  proposals  they  wished 
to  discuss  should  come  on  without  delay, 
and  they  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  making  their  elaborately  prepared 
speeches  at  a  time  at  which  they  would 
be  reported.  These  hon.  Meml>era  had 
regard  only  to  their  own  personjd  oon- 
venience.  The  Committee,  however, 
were  concerned  in  the  administration  of 
the  public  funds.  There  was  no  Vote  here 
that  was  not  a  contentious  Vote.  Hon. 
Members  seemed  to  think  that  the  Eng^ 
lish  Lunacy  Vote  was  not  one  in  whidi 
Irish  Members  could  take  any  interest; 
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but  to  Bhow  them  that  this  was  not  the 
fact,  he  had  here  four  pages  of  notes 
from  the  Beporis  of  the  Lunacy  Com- 
missioners, and  fonr  columns  of  notes 
from  various  reports  from  the  medical 
authorities  concerning  the  treatment  of 
lunatics  in  this  country  cut  from  Th$ 
Lancet.  He  thought  it  was  not  at  all 
difficult  to  show  that,  in  many  respects, 
the  Lunacy  Commissioners  of  England 
had  not  done  all  that  they  might  have 
done  in  their  office.  He,  therefore,  ob- 
jected entirely  to  the  statement  that  the 
Lunacy  Vote  for  Eugland  was  a  non- 
contentious  Vote.  He  would  defy  any 
hon.  Member  to  mention  a  single  Vote 
in  Glass  IE.  which  was  a  non-contentious 
Vote. 

Mb.  BI(}GAB  said,  he  had  had  con- 
siderable ezj^erience  of  similar  wrangles 
as  to  reporting  Progpress,  and  he  had 
noticed  this — that  the  Government  were 
always  in  the  wrong,  and  only  wasted  a 
ffood  deal  of  time  and  expended  a  eood 
deal  of  heat  unnecessarily,  and  without 
doing  good  to  anyone.  It  was  looked 
on  as  an  established  rule  that  no  public 
money  should  be  voted  after  hau-past 
12  o'dook  at  nieht,  and  he  did  not  see 
why  that  rule  should  be  set  aside  now. 
It  would  be  a  saving  of  time  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  way,  for  the  unopposed 
Votes  would  be  got  through  as  rapidly 
as  possible  on  Monday,  whereas  now 
they  would  lead  to  continued  wrangling. 
They  had  already  wasted  more  time  than 
it  would  take  on  Monday  to  go  through 
them.  The  Government  would  have  in 
the  end  to  give  way.  They  seemed  to 
think  that  time  was  valuable  at  1  o'clock 
in  the  momine ;  but  they  evidently  did 
not  attach  mudi  value  to  the  early  part 
of  the  day,  otherwise  they  would  not,  at 
4  o'clock,  come  down  and  read  long 
speeches  in  reply  to  questions.  He 
would  not  name  any  individual  Minis- 
ter ;  but  they  all  knew  that  this  sort  of 
thing  was  done.  And  now,  when  hon. 
Members  wanted  to  go  to  bed,  the  Go- 
vemment    made  a  great    point  about 

Stting  rid  of  non-contentious  Votes.  Her 
Kjesity's  Ministers  evidently  wanted  to 
get  Business  disposed  of  and  Bills  passed 
at  an  hour  when  they  could  not  be  care- 
fblly  examined  into  or  fully  criticized, 
and  when  hon.  Member's  speeches  could 
not  be  reported  in  the  papers.  This 
sort  of  thing  might  be  very  pleasantly 
canied  on,  no  doubt,  if  there  was  no 
oppontion  in  the  House. 

VOL.  OGLXrV.    [third  series.] 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  16; 
Noes  73:  Majority  67.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  344.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £8,195,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesiy,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3lBt  day'of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Commissioners 
in  Lunacy  in  England.'* 

Colonel  ALEXANDEH  said,  he  and 
several  other  Members  had  been  sitting 
on  a  Committee  from  12  o'olock  to  4, 
and  almost  incessantly  since  then  they 
had  been  in  the  House.  They  wanted 
now  to  go  to  bed,  and  he  thought  it  per- 
fectly absurd  that  a  Vote  of  public  money 
should  be  taken  at  1  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  He  should  take  every  oppor- 
tunity of  protesting  against  the  practice. 
The  Government  would  have  plenty  of 
time  for  these  Votes  during  the  whole  of 
next  week.  They  had  no  Bills  to  pass,  or 
if  they  had  they  ouffht  not  to  have  any ; 
and  not  a  single  BiU  ought  to  be  read  a 
second  time  after  the  1st  of  August.  He 
begged  to  move  that  the  Chairman  leave 
the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Colonel  Alexander,) 

loed  feederick  cavendish 

said,  that  as  the  minority  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  shown  the  feeling  dis- 
played by  the  majority  he  would  not 
oppose  the  Motion. 
Motion,  by  leave,  toithdraton. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
d<iy  next. 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to 
sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

PETROLEUM  (HAWKING)  BILL.— [Zord*.] 

{Mr.  Courtney.) 

[bill  222.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Power  to  hawk  petroleum) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Regulations  for  hawking 
petroleum). 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  the  words 
*'  proper  care  shall  be  taken  to  prevent 
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any  petroleum  escaping,"  which  he  pro- 
posed to  omit,  were  t^  vague,  and  he 
did  not  think  any  convictions  would 
ever  be  effected  under  them.  Where 
any  person  allowed  petroleum  to  escape 
into  a  sewer,  the  fact  itself  was  sufficient 
evidence  of  a  want  of  care  which  ought 
to  be  subject  to  penalty,  otherwise  people 
would  allow  escapes,  and  then  declare 
that  thoy  had  taken  all  proper  care,  and 
the  magistrate  would  have  to  decide  the 
point.  The  escape  ought  to  carry  the 
penalty  with  it ;  and  he  urged  that  the 
clause  ought  to  be  made  stringent,  for 
the  presence  of  explosive  substances  in 
sewers  was  a  very  serious  thing,  and  they 
could  not  tell  what  mischief  tiiey  might 
cause.  He  proposed,  therefore,  to  get  rid 
of  the  vagueness  of  the  clause,  and  to 
make  it  definite  by  making  the  accident 
itself  proof  of  carelessness. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  1,  leave  out "  proper  care  shall 
be  taken  to  prevent  any  petroleum  escaping," 
and  insert  "  m  the  case  of  any  person  hanng 
the  care  or  charge  of  petroleum  allowing  it  to 
escape."— (3fr.  Dilhtyn.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  could  not 
assent  to  the  Amendment,  and  observed 
that  there  was  a  much  more  serious  objec- 
tion to  the  Amendment  than  the  vague- 
ness to  which  the  hon.  Member  objected. 
It  was  not  safe,  it  was  unreasonable,  and 
it  was  not  just.  What  the  Bill  proposed 
to  strike  at  was  the  absence  of  proper 
care  on  the  part  of  any  person  licensed 
to  hawk  petroleum.  The  hon.  Member 
was  not  content  with  that  provision,  but 
wished  to  add  actual  escape  as  subject 
to  penalty.  It  was  not  safe  to  make 
escape  a  subject  of  penalty  before  the 
act  of  carelessness  was  made  penal ; 
neither  was  it  just,  because,  altnough 
the  person  might  have  taken  the  most 
absolute  care  possible,  yet,  through  some 
defect  which  he  could  not  have  foreseen, 
there  might  be  an  escape.  As  to  the 
clause  being  vague,  it  was  simply  a 
matter  for  the  magistrates  to  decide 
upon  the  evidence  adduced;  and  he 
thought  the  magistrates  were  perfectly 
competent  to  deal  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  thought  the  clause 
vague  as  it  stood  ;  but  he  recognized  the 
difficulty  of  inserting  the  Amendment  in 
the  clause,  drawn,  as  the  BiU  was,  in  a 

4fr.  DUhoyn 


peculiar  form.  He  agreed  that  there 
should  be  something  in  the  Bill  to  more 
carefully  provide  against  oareleameaB; 
but  he  dia  not  think  the  hon.  Member 
had  thoroughly  solved  that  diffioaltj, 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  abide  by  the  language  of  the 
clause. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  was  willing 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  said,  be  had  another 
Amendment,  in  line  3,  after  the  word 
*'  sewer,"  to  add  ''  shall  on  conviction 
thereof  be  liable  to  the  penalty  herein- 
after imposed ;"  but  it  amounted  to  very 
much  the  same  thing  as  the  Amend- 
ment just  disposed  of,  and  he  would 
not,  therefore,  move  it.  It  appeared  to 
him,  however,  that  the  clause,  as  it 
stood,  was  very  vague  and  indefinite,  and 
that  the  third  Amendment  which  ap- 
peared in  his  name  upon  the  Paper 
would  remove  some  of  uiat  indefinite- 
ness.  The  words  in  the  clause  were 
"  due  precaution,"  and  he  certainly  did 
not  know  what  they  meant ;  and  he  would 
propose  the  substitution  of  words  that 
were  much  more  definite.  He  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  stooa  in 
his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  8,  leave  out  from  "all,'*  to 
**  hawidng,"  inclusive,  and  inoert  *'  any  penoo 
having  the  care  or  charge  of  petroleum,  who  ihan 
do  any  act  which  may  tend  to  cause  any  Bccident 
by  fire  or  explosion,  and  which  is  not  reasonably 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  such  hawking,  or 
who  shall  allow  any  unauthorixed  pecsonto 
liave  access  to  the  vessels  containing  uie  petro- 
leum, shall  on  conviction  thereof  be  liable  to 
the  penalty  hereinafter  imposed. — (Jfr.  Di7^ 
ipyn.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  woids 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mb.  OOUETNEY  said,  he  was  afraid 
the  same  objection  really  applied  to  tins 
Amendment  as  to  the  former  one.  In 
the  first  place,  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
Friend  amounted  to  the  transformation 
of  a  most  important  clause  of  &e  BOl. 
There  were  three  things  provided  for  by 
the  clause,  the  third  of  which  was  that 
due  precaution  should,be  exercised;  and, 
although  it  might  be  a  somewhat  vague 
expression,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
necessities  of  the  case  required  that  some 
latitude  should  be  given  to  the  magie- 
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trates  in  dealing  with  the  cases  likely  to 
be  brought  before  them.  He  could  not 
see  how  there  would  be  any  miscarriage 
of  justice  under  the  clause ;  and,  on  the 
other  handy  these  words  were  wanted  in 
order  to  cover  cases  where  it  was  made 
dear  to  the  magistrates  that  due  pre- 
caution had  not  been  taken.  He  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would   not  press  the 

Amendment.  

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  would  not 
press  it  if  his  hon.  Friend  declined  to 
accept  it ;  but  he  could  not  help  feeling 
that  the  words,  as  they  stood  in  the 
clause,  were  vague  and  indefinite. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  THOMASSON  moved,  in  line 
16,  to  leave  out  ''no  article  or  sub- 
stance of  an  explosive  or."  He  pro- 
posed afterwards  to  add  the  word 
"  highly  "  before  "  inflammable,"  which 
would  make  the  clause  more  stringent. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
15,  leave  out  "  no  article  or  substance 
of  an  explosive  or." — (^Mr.  Thomauon.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
TOoposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Glaase." 

Mb.  GOUETNEY  said,  he  objected 
to  the  Amendment,  because  its  adop- 
tion would  make  the  clause  absolutely 
unreadable.  It  would  not  run  together 
at  all,  nor  would  it  be  possible  to  make 
sense  of  it.  It  would  read  in  this  fashion 
— "inflammable  character  other  than 
petroleum  nor  any  of  them." 

Mb.  THOMASSON  said,  he  intended, 
if  the  Amendment  were  adopted,  to  put 
in  the  word  "highly"  before  "inflam- 
mable." 

Mb.  GOUETNEY  said,  that  on  com- 
paring the  clause  and  the  proposal  as  it 
stood  on  the  Paper,  he  was  utterly  at  a 
loss  to  comprehend  what  it  was  his  hon. 
Friend  desired  to  do. 

The  chairman  :  Of  course,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bolton  (Mr.  Thomas- 
son)  does  not  propose  to  insert  words  in 
the  dause  that  are  incapable  of  being 
considered  with  it.  The  Amendment, 
as  it  at  present  stcmds  on  the  Paper, 
will  render  the  clause  unreadable,  and, 
therefore,  cannot  be  put. 

Mb.  THOMASSON  remarked,  that  if 
the  words  proposed  to  be  struck  out 
were  omitted,  he  should  then  propose 
to  insert  the   word  "highly,"   which 


would  make  the  clause  correspond  with 
Section  4. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  THOMASSON  moved,  in  line 
15,  after  "  or,"  to  insert  "  highly."  He 
explained  that  his  reason  for  proposing 
the  Amendment  was  that  Uie  word 
"highlv"  appeared  in  the  other  sec- 
tions of  the  Bui. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 

I,  after  "(    "   "  "" 

Ihomasson,) 


15,  after  "  or,"  insert  "  higl 


L  page  2,  line 
5hly."-(ifr. 


Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  highly '  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  was  probably  not  aware  that  the 
word  "highly"  had  a  technical  mean- 
ing in  connection  with  petroleum.  Petro- 
leum was  variously  described  as  "  petro- 
leum" and  as  "highly  inflammable 
petroleum  ;"  and  it  was  proposed  in  the 
clause  that  neither  the  high  nor  the  low 
test  should  be  taken. 

Mb.  THOMASSON  said,  he  would 
not  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  THOMASSON  moved,  in  line 
22,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  and  the 
carriage  conveying  the  same."  He 
thought  it  was  an  exceedingly  harsh 
provision  that  the  hawker,  on  conviction, 
should  forfeit  the  carriage  conveying  the 
petroleum,  because  without  retaining  the 
carriage  the  man  might  have  no  means 
of  earning  an  honest  livelihood.  He 
looked  upon  the  provision  as  far  too 
stringent ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  move 
the  omission  of  the  words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  22,  leave  out  "  and  the  carriage 
conveying  the  same." — {Mr,  Thomasion.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  words  "  and  the  carriage 
conve3ring  the  same"  should  be  re- 
tained ;  and  he  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  the  Committee  would  see  the 
force  of  retaining  them.  It  was  only 
liable  to  be  forfeited,  and  the  question 
whether  it  should  be  forfeited  or  not 
was  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  magis- 
trate. He  was  afraid  that  with  regard 
to  some  persons  the  only  efficient  way 
of  making  them  observe  the  law  was  to 
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enact  thai  the  carriage  conyeying^  the 

fetroleum  should  be  liable  to  be  forfeited, 
t  was,  howerer,  not  compulsory,  but 
only  a  liability  to  forfeiture. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  moved,  in  line  28, 
to  insert  the  words  ''  by  order  of  a  Court 


of  Summary  Jurisdiction  "  after  the  word 
"  forfeited."   He  explained  that  his  ob- 
ject was  to  show  by  what  Ck>urt  the 
forfeiture  should  be  made.    The  words 
as  they  stood  were,  ''  shall  beliable  to  be 
forfeited ;"  and,  in  addition,  the  licensee 
by  whose  servants  the  petroleum  was 
hawked  were  liable  on  summary  con- 
viction to  a  penalty.    Forfeiture  did  not 
necessarily  follow  on  aU  cases  of  sum- 
mary   conviction,  and   it    required  an 
order  on  the  part  of  a  Court  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction.   It  was  therefore  necessary 
to  insert  these  words.     At  present  there 
was  nothing  to  say  who  was  the  autho- 
rity to  direct  the  forfeiture.     It  might 
be  forfeited  in  the  sense  of  being  re- 
covered in  a  Civil  Court ;  but  he  appre- 
hended that  that  was  not  what  the  GK>- 
vemment  meant.     He  presumed  they 
meant  that  the  Court  before  whom  the 
question  was  brought,  and  who  would 
have  the  power  of  inflicting  a  penalty  of 
fine  or  imprisonment,  would  also  have 
the  power  of  ordering  forfeiture.    It 
would,  however,    be  necessary  to  say 
''  by  a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
28,  after  the  word  "forfeited,"  insert 
"  by  order  of  a  Court  of  Summary  Juris- 
diction."—(Jfr.  Ropwood.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  COUETNEY  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  Bill  was  to  be  taken  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Petroleum  Hawkers  Acts 
of  1871  and  1879;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  would  find  that  the  provision 
he  proposed  to  insert  now  was  fully 
provided  for.  The  present  measure  was 
simply  an  amplification  of  those  Acts 
and  supplemental  to  them,  and  the  same 
Court  already  provided  would  exercise 
the  jurisdiction. 

Mb.  hopwood  said,  that  if  his  hon. 
Friend  who  undertook  the  responsibility 
of  the  Bill  was  satisfied  that  was  the 
case  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  press 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn, 

Mr,  Courtney 
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Mb.  THOMASSON  moved,  in  line  25, 
to  leave  out  **  twenty,"  and  insert  ''five." 
The  Act  of  1 871  applied  to  shopkeepers 
and  storekeepers,  many  of  whom  would 
have  wool  on  their  backs,  and  could, 
upon  conviction  for  an  infringement  of 
the  law,  afford  to  pav  a  heavy  penalty ; 
but  the  present  Bill  applied  to  small 
hawkers,  to  most  of  whom  a  penalty  of 
£20  would  be  a  crushing  penalty.  He 
therefore  proposed  to  reduce  it  to  £6. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
25,  leave  out  ''twenty,"  and  insert 
"five."— (ifr.  Thomasson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  twenty '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  said,  that  here 
again  the  penalty  prescribed  was  the 
maximum  penalty,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  likely  to  be  infiicted  except  in 
cases  where  gross  negligence  was  proved 
and  it  became  absolutely  necessary  that  a 
heavy  penalty  should  be  imposed.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  bnsi- 
ness  they  were  about  to  license  by  an  Act 
of  the  Legislature  was  of  an  extremely 
perilous  character;  and  the  highest 
penally  should  be  infiicted  where  it 
could  be  shown  that  there  had  been 
gross  carelessness.  The  magistrates 
might,  under  the  Summary  Junsdiotion 
Act,  decline  to  impose  any  penalty  at  all 
and  might  dismiss  the  case. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  THOMASSON  said,  he  would 
not  move  the  next  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name,  and  which  was  to 
omit,  in  lines  27  and  28,  the  words  "  or 
other  person." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mb.  hopwood  wished  to  know  how 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  read  the 
clause — "  Where  such  servant  of  the 
licensee  or  other  person  ?  "  Did  it  mean 
some  servant  of  the  licensee,  and  then 
some  servant  of  some  other  person  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  No;  certainly 
not. 

Mb.  hopwood  asked  why  it  should 
not  be  read  in  that  way  ?  It  might  cer- 
tainly mean  the  servant  of  some  other 
person. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  remarked,  that  if  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  read  the 
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next  line,  he  would  see  why  it  would 
not  be  read  in  that  way. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  the  words  fol- 
lowing  were,  '*  shall  be  liable  to  the 
same  penalty  asif  he  were  the  licensee." 
But  the  words  "other  person"  might  still 
be  the  antecedent.  But  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  content  with  the  clause  as  it 
stood  he  would  not  object. 

Mr.  WABTON  said,  he  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  dispute  the  grammar 
of  any  Bill  they  were  goine  on  with  at 
that  hour  of  the  night — half  past  1 .  The 
phraseology  of  the  clause  was  certainly 
most  extraordinary.  [  CrtM  o/ '' Ques- 
tion ! "]  If  an  hon.  Miember  was  not  to 
be  allowed  to  make  a  small  observation 
of  that  kind,  he  really  did  not  know 
what  they  might  not  be  reduced  to.  He 
sincerely  hoped  the  Committee  would 
not  consent  to  pass  this  2nd  clause.  He 
looked  upon  the  whole  of  the  clause 
as  highly  dangerous,  and  he  would  tell 
the  Crommittee  why.  The  hon.  Member 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  told  them  the 
measure  was  brought  in  to  supplement 
the  Acts  of  1871  and  1879.  It  was,  there- 
fore, desirable  that  he  (Mr.  Warton) 
should  call  attention  to  the  very  dangerous 
character  of  this  clause  in  comparison 
with  the  Act  of  1871.  It  would  scarcely 
be  believed  that  in  the  Act  of  1871 ,  by 
the  7th  section,  careful  provision  was 
made  in  regard  to  the  nature  and  capacity 
of  the  vessels  in  which  petroleum  was 
to  be  kept.  They  were  required  to  be 
glass,  earthenware,  or  metal.  There 
was  no  such  provision  in  the  present 
Bill;  and  the  same  section — namely,  the 
7th  section  of  the  Act  of  1871 — con- 
tained a  provision  which  was  altogether 
inconsiBtent  with  that  which  appeared  in 
the  present  clause,  and  rendered  it  im- 
possible to  read  the  two  measures  to- 
gether. Under  the  Act  of  1871,  no 
person  was  allowed  to  keep  petroleum 
without  a  special  licence  in  larger  quan- 
tities than  a  pint  in  each  vessel ;  and  no 
person  was  aUowed  to  keep  more,  in  the 
whole,  than  three  gallons.  And  yet  it 
was  proposed  by  the  present  Bill  to  send 
out  these  6$,  hawkers  in  the  street  with 
as  much  as  10  gallons.  One  Act  re- 
quired three  gallons  to  be  kept  quietly 
under  look  and  key  in  a  house  properly 
guarded,  and  the  other  allowed  10 
gallons  to  be  hawked  through  the  streets ; 
and,  1^  the  Snd  sub-section  of  this  clause, 
it  was  provided  that  the  petroleum 
mig^  be  oontaiiied  in  an  inclosed  ves- 


sel, so  that  tiiere  was  nothing  to  show 
that  the  whole  10  gallons  mightnot  be  con- 
tained in  one  vessel.  Thus,  while  by 
the  Act  of  1871  an  aggregate  amount  of 
three  gallons  was  to  be  kept  in  seven 
or  eight  different  vessels  containing  not 
more  than  a  pint  each,  by  this  Bill  a 
hawker  was  to  be  allowed  to  keep  as 
much  as  10  gallons  in  a  single  vessel. 
Indeed,  there  was  nothing  in  mis  ridicu- 
lous clause  to  prevent  a  man  from  send- 
ing out  a  servant  into  the  streets  with 
a  10-gallon  vessel  full  of  petroleum. 
Surely  that  was  nice  legislation — a  10- 
gallon  vessel  full  of  petroleum  sent  into 
the  streets,  liable  to  all  the  accidents 
that  might  arise  from  smoking  and  care- 
lessness. He  was  anxious  to  hear  what 
reason  the  hon.  Member  for  liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  could  assign  for  the 
alteration  in  the  provisions  of  the  two 
measures.  He  thought  the  words  **  ten 
gallons,"  coupled  with  the  fact  that  the 
entire  quantity  might  be  hawked  about 
in  one  vessel,  was  quite  enough  to  induce 
the  Committee  to  reject  the  clause.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Bolton  (Mr.  Thomasson) 
had  displayed  a  great  anxiety  to  mitigate 
the  penalty  from  £20  to  £5 ;  but  he 
could  not  have  read  the  Act  of  1871, 
which  laid  it  down  definitely  that  the 
penalty  should  be  £20.  Altogether, 
this  clause,  which  was  a  very  long  one, 
was  most  carelessly  drawn ;  and  if  it 
were  passed  there  would  be  nothing  to 
prevent  a  mere  hawker  of  petroleum 
from  going  about  the  streets  with  a 
carriage  having  on  the  top  of  it  a  big 
vessel  containing  10  gallons  of  this 
highly  dangerous  material. 

Mr.  CO UETNEY  said,  the  reference 
made  by  the  hon,  and  learned  Member 
to  the  Act  of  1871  surprised  him  very 
much  ;  and  he  felt  very  much  inclined  to 
distrust  the  accuracy  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  information.  The  Act 
of    1871   dealt    with   the    quantity    of 

Eetroleum  which  a  vendor  was  to  keep  ; 
ut  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
mean  to  persuade  the  Committee  that 
the  vendor  was  not  allowed  to  have  in 
his  possession  a  greater  quantity  than 
three  gallons  ? 

Mb.  WAETON  remarked,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  refer  to  Section  7 
of  the  Act  of  1871,  he  would  find  that 
in  order  to  exempt  the  vendor  of  petro- 
leum from  the  penalties  of  the  Act  he 
must  not  keep  a  larger  quantity  than 
three  gallons,  and  that  it  must  be  con- 
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tained  in  Tdfisels  holding  not  more  than 

a  pint  each.         

Mb.  COUETNET  said,  that,  to  his 
mind,  the  Act  did  not  bear  the  reading 

5 laced  upon  it  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
fember  for  Bridport.  It  was  perfectly 
well  known  that  vendors  of  petroleum 
could  keep  a  larger  quantity  than  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  referred  to ; 
and  although  at  the  moment  he  was 
unable  to  explain  the  point  raised,  he 
was  quite  satisfied  as  to  the  state  of  the 
law.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  allow  the  question  to  stand  over, 
the  matter  shoula  be  inquired  into.  It 
was  thought  that  if  a  less  quantity  than 
10  gallons  was  prescribed  in  the  Bill  the 
occupation  of  nawkers  would  be  un- 
necessarily interfered  with.  Since  the 
commencement  of  his  remarks  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General 
had  explained  that  the  quantity  named 
in  the  Act  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  represented  the  extent 
to  which  petroleum  was  permitted  to  be 
kept  without  a  licence.  Where  a  licence 
was  granted  no  such  restriction  ap- 
plied. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  that  was  not  his 
point.  He  had  contrasted  the  quantity 
allowed  by  the  7th  section  of  the  Act 
of  1871,  in  pint  vessels,  with  the  10 
gallons  which,  under  the  present  Bill, 
might  be  kept  in  one  vessel,  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  insufficient  pre- 
cautions with  regud  to  safety  were  now 
taken  as  compared  with  those  introduced 
into  the  Act  of  1871,  and  which  at  the 
time  were  considered  necessary  with  re- 
gard to  petroleum  for  sale  or  private 
use. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  .-—Ajes  30; 
Noes  4  :  Majority  26.  —  (Div.  list. 
No.  346.) 

And  it  appearing  in  the  Division  that 
40  Members  were  not  present  in  the 
Oommittee, 

Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair: — 
House  counted,  and  40  Members  not 
being  present, 

HooBO  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

More  Two  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


Mr.  Wartan 
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MINUTES.]  — 5a<  Firtt  in  FarliameiU— The 

Lord  Fingall,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 
Public  Bills  —  First  Reading  —  Shop  Hours 

Regulation*  (191). 
Seeond  Reading  —  Land  Law  (Ireland)   (187), 

debate  adjourned. 
Committee  —  Report  —  Public  Loana  (Ireland) 

Bemission*  (176). 
£i;fM>r<— Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1877) 

Amendment*  (164). 
Third  Reading— \5mYeiA\ie%   of   Oxford    and 

Cambridge  (Statutes)  •  (178) ;  Turnpike  Acte 

Continuance*  (170) ;  Patriotic  Fund*  (183) ; 

Customs  (Officers)  *  (168),  iJiApaeeed, 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— <No.  187.) 

{The  Lord  Frivy  Seal.) 

SECOND  BEADINQ.       [fIBST  NIGHT.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  CAELINGFORD,  in  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  seoond 
time,  said:  My  Lords,  I  think  I  may 
count  on  the  indulgence  and  considera- 
tion of  your  Lordships,  which  I  so 
greatly  need,  while  I  endeavour  to  state 
me  principal  provisions  of  the  Land  Tolw 
(Lreland)  Bill— a  very  great,  a  very  diffi- 
cult, and  a  very  exceptional  measure  for 
the  reform  of  the  Insh  Land  Laws.  I 
shall  only  say  for  myself  that  no  man 
in  this  House  can  take  a  deeper  interest 
in  this  measure  than  I  do,  both  as  a 
public  man  having  formerly  had  much 
connection  with  this  very  question,  and 
privatelv  as  one  deeply  interested  in  Irish 
land.  And  I  may  add,  my  Lords,  that, 
having  had  no  official  connection  wiUi 
this  Bill  before  it  was  introduced  to  Par- 
liament— ^not  having  been  one  of  those 
who  assisted  the  Prime  Minister  in  the 
great  work  of  framing  this  measure — ^I 
found  that  it  contained  the  kind  of  legis- 
lation which  I  had  convinced  myself  was 
necessary  for  Ireland,  and  I  have  been 
able  to  accept  it  with  full  conviction  and 
assent. 

My  Lords,  if  this  measure  were  not 
an  exceptional  measure,  it  would  be  a 
worthless  one,  and  that  because  the 
facts  with  which  it  deals  are  so  com- 
pletely exceptional,  measured  by  the 
standard  of  the  land  systems  of  Eng- 
land and  SooUand.    The  land  systems 
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of  the  two  Islands  are  as  different  as 
they  possibly  can  be — as  different  as  if 
the  Islands  themselves  were  to  one 
another  distant  and  foreign  regions. 
Those  differences  are  deep-rooted  and 
far-reaching.  Who  can  doubt  that  who 
knows  the  familiar  facts  of  the  case? 
Who  can  doubt  it  who  thinks  of  the 
multitude  of  peasant  farmers  all  over 
Ireland,  to  whom  the  loss  of  the  holding 
is  a  calamity  compared  to  which  almost 
anything  is  endurable,  and  which  they 
would  bear  almost  anything  to  avoid? 
Who  can  doubt  it  who  remembers  the 
broad  general  fact,  which  remains  true 
after  all  possible  deductions  and  ezcep- 
tiona,  that  the  Irish  tenant  is  generally 
expected  to  provide,  and  must  in  future 
provide,  by  far  the  greater  part  of  that 
fixed  and  durable  outlay  upon  fixed 
and  durable  improvements  which,  in 
this  country,  as  a  mere  matter  of  course, 
is  provided  by  the  landlord?  These 
things  are  familiar  to  us  now,  much 
more  so  than  they  were  in  1870,  and  I 
am  not  going  to  dwell  upon  them.  But 
although,  my  Lords,  they  are  familiar  to 
us,  I  thixik  that  up  till  now  it  has  never 
been  fully  perceived  or  admitted,  by 
those  who  were  responsible  for  legisla- 
tion, how  far  these  facts  lead  us,  and 
ought  to  lead  us — how  they  point,  as 
a  matter  of  policy  quite  as  much  as  of 
justice,  to  the  granting  of  a  kind  of 
tenure,  a  security  of  tenure  far  beyond 
anything  known  or  anything  neces- 
sary in  this  country.  Therefore,  my 
Lords,  the  old  Irish  complaint  is  still 
unappeased — the  common  complaint  of 
insecurity,  of  imcertainty  of  tenure, 
carrying  with  it,  of  course,  the  danger 
of  an  excessive,  perhaps  an  oppressive, 
rent.  That  complaint  has  been  heard 
from  ffeneration  to  generation  in  Ireland, 
though  it  has  been  seldom  listened  to. 
You  may  go  as  far  back  as  Spencer ; 

;ou  may  come  down  to  Swift,  to  Arthur 
Toung,  and  to  Burke;  you  may  come 
down  to  the  Poor  Law  Commission,  the 
Devon  Commission,  and  to  Committees 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament ;  you  may 
take  the  reports  of  of  private  observers 
— -Wakefield,  Senior,  The  Times  Commis- 
monero,  three  times  sent  over ;  you  may 
take  economists,  such  as  Neilson  Han- 
oobk,  and  Oliffe  Leslie,  and  Stuart  Mill, 
and  you  will  always  find  the  same  story 
and  the  same  convictions,  the  old  com- 
plaint of  inseonrity  of  tenure.  There  is 
one  aantenoe  from  the  Beport  of  the 


Devon  Commission  on  this  bead  which 
I  should  like  to  read  to  your  Lordships. 
My  quotations  shall  be  very  few,  but  I 
think  this  is  one  which  is  worth  reading. 
They  say — 

'I  The  most  general  and,  indeed,  universal  com- 
plaint in  every  part  of  Ireland  was  '  the  want  of 
tenure,'  to  use  the  expression  most  commonly 
employed  by  the  witnesses.  The  uncertainty  of 
tenure  is  constantly  referred  to  as  a  pressing 
grievance  by  all  classes  of  tenants.  It  is  said  to 
paralyze  all  exertions,  and  to  place  a  fatal  im- 
pediment in  the  way  of  improvement.  We  have 
no  doubt  that  this  is  so  in  many  instances." 

I  am  afraid  that  that  assertion  is  as 
true,  or  almost  as  true,  to-day  as  it  was 
then.  But  you  will  ask,  of  course — 
''  Has  not  the  Land  Act  of  1870  cured 
all  these  things?"  My  Lords,  I  am 
obliged  to  admit  that  it  has  not.  I  think 
that  Act  was  a  great  masure  of  Land 
Law  Reform  for  &eland ;  I  think  it  did 
great  things.  It  certainly  stimulated 
the  indust^  of  the  Irish  tenants  for  a 
considerable  time,  until  they  found  out 
that  the  security  it  gave  was  not  nearly 
so  great  as  they  expected.  It  certainly 
protected  many  tenants  from  hardship 
and  wrong,  and  until  of  late  it  greatiy 
decreased  the  number  of  evictions ;  and 
if  it  did  only  those  two  things,  if  it  only 
legalized  the  Ulster  tenant  riffht  custom 
and  reversed  the  iniquitous  law  which 
made  the  tenants'  improvements  the 
landlords'  property — if,  I  say,  it  had 
only  done  these  two  things,  I  think  it 
would  have  been  a  great  measure.  But 
it  had,  at  least,  two  great  deficiencies. 
It  did  not  give  the  tenant  a  sufficient 
interest  and  property  in  his  own  out- 
lay and  improvements  to  induce  him 
to  make  them  to  the  required  extent, 
and  it  did  not  deal  directly  with  the 
burning  question  of  rent  in  the  direction 
of  securing  him  against  arbitrary  in- 
creases of  that  rent.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  recent  lawless  refusal  to 
pay  rent,  and  all  the  discontent  and  dis- 
affection we  have  seen  in  Ireland,  have 
been  largely  due  to  a  succession  of  bad 
seasons  and  to  a  violent  agitation.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  who  can  doubt  that 
there  are  real  grievances  and  evils 
lying  behind  all  this  agitation?  We, 
at  least,  on  this  Bench  do  not  doubt  it. 
We  are  convinced,  in  common  with  a 
great  number  of  the  best  judges  of  the 
state  of  things  in  Ireland ;  we  are  con- 
vinced by  the  evidence  and  opinions 
gathered    from    all    quarters   by   the 
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two  Commissions  which  have  sat — the 
eyidence,  not  of  tenants  only,  but  of 
landlords,  agents,  County  Court  Judges, 
and  the  most  experienced  men  of  every 
class,  that  these  evils  do  exist.  The  evi- 
dence of  the  County  Court  Judges  of 
Ireland  is  well  deserving  the  considera- 
tion of  this  House,  and  is  evidence  of 
great  weight,  as  coming  from  persons 
whose  special  knowledge  and  opportuni- 
ties entitle  them  to  be  heard  witn  respect 
and  attention.  Seven  or  eight  of  them 
were  examined,  and  I  doubt  if  there  was 
one  who  did  not  testify  to  the  existence 
of  those  facts  upon  which  this  Bill  is 
based,  while  most  of  them  pointed  to 
remedies  such  as  we  now  propose, 
to  legislation  practically  identical  with 
that  contained  in  this  measure.  We 
believe,  therefore,  my  Lords,  that  the 
statement  I  have  just  quoted  from  the 
Devon  Commission  is  still  too  true. 
And  let  me  remind  your  Lordships  that 
since  that  date  a  new  factor  has  grown 
up  in  Irish  life,  which  has  increased  and 
aggravated  the  distrust  of  Irish  tenants 
— that  is,  the  great  change  of  landed 
property  in  Ireland.  That  great  change 
has  largely  broken  into  the  old  and 
kindly  traditional  system  of  land  man- 
agement which  used  to  prevail,  and 
which  still  prevails,  I  am  glad  to  think, 
to  a  great  extent ;  but  the  Irish  tenant 
now  wants  protection,  not  so  much 
against  his  actual,  as  against  his  pos- 
sible landlord.  He  is  cdways  in  fear  of 
a  change  of  ownership,  a  fact  that  was 
clearly  shown  in  the  evidence  before  the 
two  Commissions.  The  tenant  is  very 
often  satisfied  with  his  landlord,  but 
fears  a  change ;  and,  to  repeat  a  phrase 
frequently  used  by  the  witnesses,  he 
dreads  lest  a  new  King  may  arise  who 
knows  not  Joseph.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, the  Irish  tenant  becomes 
discontented  and  disaffected  ;  he  sullenly 
folds  his  arms,  and  refuses  to  exert  him- 
self and  to  improve.  Nothing  is  more 
plainly  proved  by  the  evidence  taken 
by  the  Commissions  than  the  wide- 
spread feeling  among  the  tenantry  that 
it  is  dangerous  to  improve.  My  Lords, 
can  any  condition  of  things  be  more 
fatal  in  a  country  where  everything 
depends  on  affricmture,  where  almost 
all  agricultural  improvements  are  yet 
to  be  made,  where  almost  all  agricul- 
tural dwellings  ouffht  to  be  rebuilt, 
and  where  it  is  chimerical,  hopeless, 
and  unjust  to  expect  the  lords  of  the 

Lord  Carlmgford 


soil,  the  owners  of  the  land,  to  imder- 
take  the  burden  of  so  enormous  an  out- 
lay ?  We  desire  to  cure  that  condition 
of  things,  if  it  be  possible.  We  desire 
to  substitute  for  this  uncertainty  of 
tenure  the  fact  and  feeling  of  security, 
and  I  am  now  going  to  tell  your  Lord- 
ships the  means  by  which  this  measure 
aims  at  that  object.  My  Lords,  the 
three  main  provisions  of  the  Bill  may 
be  described  in  this  way — First,  there  is 
the  right  conferred  on  the  tenant  of  sell- 
ing his  tenancy — that  is  to  say,  the  in- 
terest in  his  holding.  Secondly,  there 
is  the  power  of  obtaining  from  a  Court, 
an  impartial  tribunal,  a  settlement  of 
the  rent.  Thirdly,  there  is  the  restric- 
tion of  the  landlord's  right  of  eviction. 
I  may  be  told  that  these  three  heads 
of  legislation  are  virtually  the  "  three 
F's,"  and  if  anyone  chooses  so  to  de- 
scribe them  I  have  no  objection ;  but  I 
do  not  use  that  term  myself,  for  this  rea- 
son— that  these  popular  phrases  of  fair 
rent,  free  sale,  ana  fixity  of  tenure  al- 
ways carry  with  them  a  certain  natural 
exaggeration,  and  that  to  describe  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  in  that  wav  would 
be  unjust  to  those  who  have  taken  im- 
mense pains  in  the  framing  of  the  mea- 
sure to  carry  out  those  principles,  and 
in  guarding  and  adapting  them  to  all 
the  circumstances  and  rights  of  the  two 
parties.  That,  my  Lords,  is  my  convic- 
tion with  respect  to  the  framing  of  this 
Bill.  But  I  am  not  ashamed  of  the 
'<  three  F's  " — I  am  not  ashamed  of  them, 
if  it  were  only  for  this  reason — ^The 
''three  F's"  prevail  at  this  moment 
on  great  numbers  of  the  best  and  hap- 
piest estates  in  all  Ireland.  Now,  these 
three  heads  of  legislation  are  so  closely 
connected  and  bound  together  that  if  you 
admit  one  of  them,  you  cannot  but  admit 
the  others  also.  If  you  begin  to  deal  with 
one,  you  cannot  possibly  help  going  on 
to  the  other  two.  They  follow  from  one 
another,  and  have  a  natural  affinity, 
growing  out  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  But  the  Bill  rushes  at  once  iVi 
medioi  res,  and  in  the  1st  danae  deals 
with  the  tenant's  right  to  sell  the 
interest  in  his  holding,  subject  to  va- 
rious conditions,  and,  above  all,  to  the 
landlord's  right  to  obtain,  either  by 
agreement  or  at  the  hands  of  tiie  Ooort, 
his  fair  rent.  This  praotioe  of  selling 
the  tenant's  interest  is  one  that  aeems 
strange  to  those  accustomed  to  tlie  Ekig- 
lish  and  Scotch  systems,  especially  to 
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those  who  think  those  systems  a  part 
of  the  order  of  nature,  or  a  branch  of 
the  moral  law,  equally  applicable  to  the 
whole  of  the  human  race ;  but  it  is  not 
strange  in  Ireland.  It  is  perfectly 
famihar  there.  The  Land  Act  of  1870 
is  full  of  it,  although  it  did  not  directly 
enact  it  for  Ireland  generally.  Ire- 
land itself  is  full  of  it,  from  one  end 
to  the  other,  and  perhaps  fuller  of  it  at 
this  moment  than  it  ever  has  been.  The 
moment  you  look  below  the  surface,  you 
find  it  in  one  shape  or  another,  even 
where  you  least  expect  it,  and  where  its 
very  existence  is  denied.  An  agent  says 
he  sets  himself  against  it ;  but  you  find 
that  tenant  A  sells  to  tenant  B ;  while 
the  agent  winks  at  the  transaction  or 
looks  the  other  way ;  a  landlord  says 
indignantly  that  he  sets  his  face  against 
the  growth  of  tenant  right  on  his  estate ; 
but  you  find  that  he  is  ready  and  very 
glad  to  take  from  the  incoming  tenant 
the  arrears  owing  bv  his  predecessor. 
What  is  that  every -aay  proceeding  but 
an  admission  of  tenant  right  ? — the  only 
difference  beinff  that  the  payment,  in- 
stead of  going  through  the  hands  of  the 
outgoing  tenant,  comes  direct  to  the  land- 
lord. This  is  the  condition  in  which  the 
fractice  of  tenant  right  is  found  all  over 
reland,  and  I  will  say,  in  passing,  that 
there  is  evidently  nothing  so  satisfac- 
tory to  the  mind  of  the  Irish  tenant ; 
and  that  fact  alone,  as  it  appears  to  me, 
is  an  advantage  enough  to  outweigh 
many  drawbacks.  But  there  is  one  Pro- 
vince of  Ireland  in  which,  as  we  all  know, 
this  practice  has  long  been  thoroughly 
established — first  as  a  custom,  and  now 
as  the  law  of  the  land.  For  my  part,  I 
believe  that  this  custom,  or  a  similar 
one,  would  long  ago  have  established 
itself  over  the  whole  country  if  the 
old  and  happy  relations  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  that  exist  in  Ulster 
had  existed  also  in  the  other  Provinces. 
If  the  landlord  had  had  the  same  feol- 
ing  for  his  tenant,  and  the  tenant  the 
same  spirit  of  independence,  I  believe 
this  custom  would  have  grown  up  every- 
where as  a  natural  condition  of  tenancies 
in  Ireland.    I  need  not  say  that  such  a 

Sowth  was  rendered  impossible  by  the 
I^Fhl  legislation  of  the  last  century, 
and  the  unwholesome  and  miserable 
telationB  so  established  between  the  two 
claw80.  In  this  way,  it  was  in  Ulster 
onljihat  the  custom  struck  root,  and 
originally  in  the  Fkoteetant  and  Scotch 


settlement  of  Ulster,  from  which  it  gra- 
dually extended  itself  over  the  rest  of 
the  Province.  The  men  of  Ulster  be- 
lieve that  the  custom  lies  at  the  root  of 
the  greater  part  of  their  prosperity ;  and 
I  entirely  agree  with  them.  To  say  the 
very  least,  it  must  be  admitted  that  it 
has  grown  up  in  that  part  of  Ireland 
which  is  the  happiest,  the  most  peaceful, 
the  most  industrious,  where  the  most  is 
made  of  the  land,  and  where  there  is  the 
largest  number  of  resident  landlords. 
Now,  what  does  this  tenant  right  consist 
of?  It  consists,  in  the  first  place,  and 
above  all,  of  the  value  of  the  tenant's 
own  outlay  on  improvements,  and  is  the 
Irish  method  of  securing  that  value  to  the 
tenant.  This  is  by  far  the  most  import- 
ant part  of  it  all,  both  in  a  public  point 
of  view  and  in  the  view  of  the  tenant 
himself.  The  tenant  has  very  little  con- 
fidence in  the  artificial  valuation  of  his 
property;  he  desires  to  have  the  full 
value  of  his  improvements,  and  to  test 
and  realize  it  by  sale.  Of  course,  there 
is  also  another  element,  a  subordinate 
element,  which  represents  the  mere  price 
for  the  occupation  of  the  farm,  the  good- 
will of  the  farm,  as  it  is  often  called,  and 
that  element  is  chiefly  and  especially  im- 
portant in  the  case  of  the  smaller  hold- 
ings. It  cannot  be  separated  from  the 
other  element ;  and  if  it  has  any  disad- 
vantages they  must  be  taken  with  the 
advantages  of  the  former  and  main 
component,  with  which,  in  a  greater  or 
losser  degree,  it  is  inextricably  mixed 
up.  I  know  that  in  the  eyes  of  many 
persons  this  payment  for  the  goodwill 
of  a  holding  vitiates  the  whole  system 
of  tenant  right  and  makes  it  altogether 
an  abuse.  But  the  Irish  tenant  is  not  of 
that  opinion.  In  his  eyes — and  I  think 
he  knows  his  own  interest  better  than 
other  people — this  payment  mitigates  the 
hardships  of  that  event  which  is  the  ereat 
dread  of  his  life — the  day  when  he  loses 
his  holding.  It  forms,  in  fact,  a  kind  of 
**  compensation  for  disturbance,"  which 
was  looked  upon,  I  know,  by  many  as  a 
very  strange  device  in  the  Act  of  1870, 
though,  in  fact,  it  was  nothing  of  the 
kind,  for  in  Ireland,  on  the  best  managed 
estates,  a  voluntary  system  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  has  always  been 
in  operation.  These  tenant  right  pay- 
ments are,  of  course,  sometimes  extrava- 
gant. We  hear  a  ffreat  deal  of  that — 
I  think  a  great  deed  too  much ;  we  are 
sure  to  hear  of  cases  of  excess,   and 


[Fint  Nighi. 


LJiyiu^eu  uy  ■ 


'^k 


248 


Zand  Law 


(LOEDS} 


ilrehmi)  BiU. 


244 


people  do  not  ask  how  they  are  to  he 
explained,  bo  that  there  grows  up  a 
notion  that  tenant  right  is  generally  ex- 
travagant. I  do  not  myself  helieve  that 
it  is  so  ;  and  on  that  point  very  valuable 
information  was  collected  by  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  of  theEichmond  Commis- 
sion. They  assured  us  they  very  seldom 
found  a  case  in  which  an  incoming  pur- 
chasing tenant  did  not  get  value  for  his 
money  in  the  shape  of  works  and  im- 
provements. They  also  stated  that  a 
groat  number  of  the  cases  of  apparently 
extravagant  tenant  right  payments  could 
be  easily  accounted  for,  because  they 
took  place  in  little  farms  in  mountain 
and  moorland  districts,  where  the  tenant 
himself  had  made  his  farm  by  reclaim- 
ing the  waste  land  and  putting  his  home 
and  other  buildings  upon  it.  Conse- 
quently, the  tenant  right,  measured  by 
the  very  low  rent  that  is  properly  re- 
ceived by  the  landlord  from  such  a  hold- 
ing, appears  to  be  extravagant ;  but  it 
is  not  so,  for  it  is  evidently  absurd  to 
measure  the  tenant's  distinct  interest  by 
a  measurement  derived  from  the  land- 
lord's. We  are  often  told  confidently 
that  if  a  tenant  holding  at  a  reason- 
able rent  makes  this  tenant  right  pay- 
ment upon  entering  on  his  holding 
he  converts  himself  into  a  rack-rented 
farmer.  My  Lords,  that  may  be  the 
theory  of  the  matter ;  but  it  is  not  the 
fact.  The  tenant  knows  that  the  money 
he  has  paid  is  not  a  rent,  but  an  in- 
vestment, an  insurance  against  the  evil 
day  when  he  may  have  to  leave  his 
holding.  He  knows  that  every  addition 
he  makes  to  the  value  of  his  holding  is 
an   investment  that    will   add    to    the 

Srice  of  his  tenant  right,  and  that  all 
eterioration  of  the  buildings  or  hold- 
ing will  diminish  it.  Therefore,  the 
tenant  right  becomes  a  premium  on  in- 
dustry and  improvement,  and  a  con- 
stant penalty  on  sloth  and  neglect. 
Then  we  are  told  that  if  we,  for  the 
first  time,  confer  on  tenants  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland  than  Ulster  the  right 
of  selling  their  interest,  we  shall  en- 
able them  to  sell  something  which  is 
the  property  of  their  landlords.  Well, 
I  find  it  difficult  to  understand  that 
statement.  First  of  all,  in  the  endless 
cases  which  are  constantly  occurring  in 
Ireland,  where  the  tenant  is  permitted 
by  his  landlord  to  sell  his  interest,  does 
the  landlord  think  the  tenant  is  sell- 
ing   anything  which  belongs  to  him? 

Lori  Carlingford 


Nothing  of  the  kind.  By  giving  the 
tenant  a  right  to  sell  his  interest  in  his 
holding  we  simply  confer  upon  him  that 
kind  of  security  for  improvements  which 
is  most  satisfactory  to  him,  and  which 
is  already  enjoyed  by  his  brethren  in 
Ulster;  and  no  one  in  this  House,  I 
take  it,  will  be  sorry  to  see  Irish  land- 
lords— I  am  afraid  the  truth  must  be 
admitted  that  there  are  in  Ireland 
some  landlords  who  would  do  it — de- 
barred from  levying  on  a  tenant  an  in- 
creased rent  on  account  of  that  tenant's 
own  outlay  and  investments.  Then,  as  to 
the  other  portion  of  the  tenant  right,  is 
it  true  that  the  occupation  element,  the 
goodwill  element,  must  be  taken  out  of 
the  landlord's  fair  rent  ?  I  utterly  deny 
that.  We  do  not  admit  it  for  a  moment. 
We  believe  that  the  goodwill  element 
of  tenant  right  grows  up  inevitably, 
side  by  side,  in  conjunction  with,  and 
outside  of,  the  landlord's  rent ;  that  it  is 
not  carved  out  of  the  landlord's  rent ; 
and  that  it  does  not  cut  down  the  land- 
lord's rent.  That  we  believe  firmly  to 
be  proved  by  all  the  evidence  bearing 
on  the  case  and  from  all  the  experience 
of  Ulster.  I  think  the  Ulster  landlords 
may  well  be  satisfied  with  the  amount 
and  the  security  of  the  rents  they  re- 
ceive alongside  and,  so  to  speak,  in 
spite  of  the  tenant  right,  and  we  believe 
the  same  thing  will  be  true  in  every 
other  part  of  Ireland.  We  think, 
therefore,  that  provided  the  landlord 
has  security  for  nis  fair  rent,  and  pro« 
vided  that  the  tenant  is  not  allowed  to 
make  money  out  of  the  mere  indulffenoe 
of  the  landlord — and  this  the  BiU  will 
prevent — we  maintain  that  the  general 
power  of  sale  of  their  interest  con- 
ferred on  the  tenants  will  cause  the 
landlord  no  loss  of  legitimate  income, 
and  we  hold  that  to  legalize  that  right 
will  be  of  great  public  advantage  to 
Ireland ;  that  it  will  give  a  ffreat  sense 
of  security  to  the  tenant ;  that  it  will 
greatly  stimulate  his  improvements;  and 
that,  to  say  the  very  least,  it  will  do  no 
injury  and  no  wrong  to  the  landlord. 

My  Lords,  the  next  main  provision 
of  the  Bill  is  closely  connected  with  that 
which  I  have  just  described — namely,  the 
power  of  appealing  to  a  tribunal  for  the 
settlement  of  rent.  This,  no  doubt,  is 
novel  and  exceptional  leffialation.  It  ii 
legislation  which  is  totfllly  inapplioaUe 
to  everything  in  this  country;  bat  we 
are  convinced,  in  common  wim  a  great 
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number  of  the  best  authorities  in  Ire- 
land, that  there  are  no  other  possible 
means  within  our  power  of  protectiug 
the  Irish  tenants  against  excessive  rent. 
It  is  remarkable  what  a  consensus  of 
opinion  is  found  to  exist  upon  this  subject 
outside  the  tenant  class.  Irish  opinion 
aeems  to  have  hit  upon  this  as  the  only 
possible  remedy  for  the  great  evils  in 
this  matter  of  rent,  from  which  both 
landlords  and  tenants  are  now  suffering. 
I  do  not  know  whether  we  shall  hear 
much  in  this  debate  about  freedom  of 
contract  in  Ireland ;  possibly  we  may ; 
but  whatever  may  be  said  upon  the 
subject,  I  think  most  people  have  found 
out  that  there  is  not  much  of  it  in 
the  case  of  dealings  between  a  land- 
lord and  an  occupying  tenant.  I  do  not 
speak  of  dealings  between  landlords  and 
new  tenants,  but  of  dealings  between 
a  landlord  and  a  tenant  in  occupation, 
to  whom  the  loss  of  his  farm  is  the  loss 
of  his  livelihood.  The  fact  of  the  utter 
want  of  freedom  in  these  cases  has  been 
brought  out  in  the  strongest  way  by 
the  working  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870. 
The  strongest  and  the  most  novel  pro- 
vision in  that  Act  was  a  penalty  upon 
eviction.  At  that  time  we  fixed  our 
eyes  on  this  matter  of  eviction,  and  we 
thought  that  if  we  could  check  eviction 
we  should  check  the  raising  of  rent.  But 
we  overrated  the  efficacy  of  that  method, 
and  we  imderrated  the  enormous' power 
of  coercion  which  a  threat  of  eviction  can 
exercise  on  an  Irish  tenant.  We  did  not 
fully  see,  until  we  learnt  it  by  experience, 
that  an  Irish  tenant  will  too  commonly 
submit  to  almost  any  terms  rather  than 
undergo  the  pains  and  penalties  of  evic- 
tion. I  will  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  two  short  quotations  which  illus- 
trate this  fact.  One  is  from  the  evidence 
taken  bv  a  Conmiittee  of  this  House — 
Lord  Glanricarde's  Committee  —  some 
years  ago.  A  solicitor  in  the  South  of 
Ireland  said — 

**  They  (the  tenaDts)  told  me,  as  a  matter  of 
■ecreoy,  that  tiiov  had  saved  sums  of  money ; 
hut  they  were  afraid  to  invest  them  in  their 
fume,  or  to  let  tiie  landlord  or  agent  know  that 
fhey  had  them,  inasmuch  as  they  had  no  hold  of 
the  hold.  '  Do  you  really  think  there  was  the 
digfateit  foundation  for  such  a  fear  f ' — '  I  do, 
most  sincerely.  The  tenant's  rent  might  bo 
saiiedy  or  a  fine  required.' " 

The  next  extract  is  from  the  Evidence 
takfin  by  the  Bessborough  Commission, 
and  is  only  a  sample  of  what  may  be 
fimnd  in  it  from  one  end  to  the  oUier. 


["  Hear,  hear !  "]  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther noble  Lords  opposite  mean  by  their 
cheers  that  no  witness  is  to  be  believed 
because  ho  gave  evidence  before  the 
Bessborough  Commission.  If  so,  that  is 
a  wonderful  state  of  mind.  A  Southern 
land  agent  and  solicitor  said  before  that 
Commission — 

"  There  is  not  a  day  that  I  am  not  told  by 
tenants  that  there  is  no  use  in  their  improving 
if  the  bailiff  can  go  round,  and,  on  seeing  a 
tolerable  piece  of  ground  which  had  been  im- 
proved, can  tell  them  to  go  out,  or  pay  an  addi- 
tional rent.  At  all  events,  they  will  not  improve 
under  the  present  system." 

We  are  convinced  that  the  evidence,  of 
which  these  are  the  merest  specimens, 
proves  that  in  these  dealings  between 
a  landlord  and  an  occupying  tenant 
there  is  such  an  utter  inequality  between 
the  parties,  such  a  helplessness  on  the 
part  of  the  tenant,  that  it  becomes  a 
matter  of  the  highest  policy,  in  the  in- 
terests of  both  classes,  to  interfere,  and 
to  endeavour  to  settle  this  burning  ques- 
tion by  the  action  of  a  Court.  As  to  the 
means  of  deciding  what  is  a  fair  rent, 
we  do  not  believe  there  will  be  any 
great  practical  difficulty.  We  think  that 
the  Court,  aided  by  competent  experts, 
will  be  able  to  settle  with  sufficient  accu- 
racy what  is  a  fair  rent  for  the  holding. 
Such  a  duty  is  not  so  novel  a  one 
as  many  may  think,  because  it  is  plain 
that  the  Irish  County  Court  Judges  have, 
under  the  Act  of  1870,  been  dealing  to  a 
large  extent  with  the  settlement  of  this 
very  matter  of  rent.  The  Act  of  1870 
gave  those  learned  gentlemen  no  direct 
power  of  settling  a  fair  rent;  but  it 
became  inevitable  under  its  provisions 
that  they  should  often  consider  what, 
between  the  two  parties,  a  fair  rent  was. 
We  believe  that  this  reference  to  the 
Court  will  be  a  great  boon  to  all  parties. 
My  Lords,  I  know  some  think  that  this 
exceptional  legislation  ought,  at  least,  to 
be  confined  to  the  smaller  tenants  in 
Ireland.  I  see  that  I  myself  have  lately 
been  quoted  in  support  of  that  opinion.  I 
suppose  I  did  say,  in  the  year  1870,  that 
tenants  of  holdings  valued  at  £  1 00  ought 
to  be  able  to  protect  themselves.  [  *  *  Hear, 
hear !  "]  I  cannot  accept  those  cheers. 
I  say  at  once  that  I  totally  retract  that 
opinion.  I  have  learned  since  1870  that 
that  opinion  was  totally  unfounded.  No 
doubt  it  is  true  that  the  larger  Irish 
tenant  is  not  in  the  same  danger  of  desti- 
tution upon  leaving  his  holding  as  the 
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smaller  tenant  may  be  ;  but  the  larger 
tenant  is  the  man  who  invests  the 
most  capital  in  his  farm,  and  is  the 
very  man  who,  from  a  public  point 
of  view,  most  requires  the  protection  of 
such  legislation  as  this.  He  risks  the 
most,  he  gives  the  most  hostages  to  for- 
tune ;  and  certainly  his  industry  and 
capital  require  at  least  as  much  protec- 
tion, both  from  the  public  point  of  view 
and  in  justice  to  himself,  as  those  of 
the  smaller  tenant.  I  think,  there- 
fore, it  would  be  a  very  great  mistake 
and  misfortune  if  such  a  class  as  the 
large  and  improving  tenants  of  Ireland 
were  excluded  from  the  protection  of 
this  Bill  in  the  matter  of  rent.  I  may 
state  at  this  point  the  nature  of  the 
Land  Court  which  the  Bill  establishes. 
First  of  all,  the  measure  retains  the  Civil 
Bill  Courts  as  under  the  Land  Act,  with 
the  assistance  of  competent  valuators. 
But  it  also  creates  a  superior  Land  Com- 
mission or  Court,  and  enables  either  land- 
lord or  tenant  to  pass  by  the  Civil  Bill 
Court,  and  to  appeal  at  once  to  the  Land 
Commission .  That  Commission  will  con- 
sist of  three  Members.  Two  of  them  are 
legal  Members,  one  of  whom  is  the  Judi- 
cial Commissioner,  both  of  them  being 
men  of  the  highest  standing,  character, 
and  ability,  and  the  third  is  a  gentleman 
who  stands  at  the  very  head  of  the  pro- 
fession of  land  agents  in  Ireland,  and 
who  deserves,  and  I  believe  will  obtain, 
the  confidence  of  tenants  and  landlords 
alike.  This  Court  will  be  assisted  by 
Assistant  Commissioners,  and  sub-Com- 
missions will  be  formed  in  various  parts 
of  Ireland.  The  Court  will  be  enabled 
and  bound  to  rehear  any  case  upon  ap- 
peal, whether  from  a  County  Court  Judge 
or  from  a  sub-Commission.  My  Lords, 
I  pass  now  to  the  third  main  provision  of 
the  Bill,  which  relates  to  the  limitation 
of  the  right  of  ej  ectment.  I  need  scarcely 
say  that  it  would  be  useless  to  give 
this  power  to  settle  a  rent  to  the  Court  if 
it  were  left  perfectly  open  to  the  land- 
lord to  turn  out  the  tenant  for  any  and 
every  reason,  perhaps  for  the  very  rea- 
son that  he  had  applied  to  the  Court. 
The  Bill,  therefore,  provides  that  the 
fixing  of  a  judicial  rent  by  the  Court 
shall  create  a  statutory  tenancy  for  a 
statutory  term  of  15  years,  renewable  by 
the  Court,  if  the  Court  shall  again  re- 
vise the  rent.  During  that  term  the 
landlord  will  not  be  lUble  to  raise  the 
rent,  except  on  account  of  capital  which 
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he  may  have  laid  out  by  agreement  with 
the  tenant  upon  the  farm.  The  statutory 
conditions  to  which  the  tenant  will  be 
subject  are  these — ^the  landlord  retains 
the  right  to  dispossess  the  tenant  for 
non-payment  of  rent,  for  waste,  for 
sub- division  and  sub-letting,  for  bank- 
ruptcy, and  for  persistent  obstruction 
to  all  the  various  ordinary  rights  of  pro- 
perty, such  as  the  rights  of  mining  and 
cutting  timber,  of  making  roads  and 
drains,  of  sporting,  &c.  Beyond  this  list 
of  grounds  for  ejectment  the  landlord 
will  not  be  able  to  eject.  Now,  doubt- 
less, there  will  be  many  cases  in  which 
the  parties  will  not  appeal  to  the  Court ; 
and  if  they  agree,  without  the  interven- 
tion of  the  Court,  upon  an  increased  rent, 
a  similar  statutory  term  will  be  created, 
and  the  landlord,  in  addition,  will  have 
the  right,  with  the  consent  of  the  Court, 
and  with  full  compensation  to  the  tenant, 
to  resume  any  holding  or  any  portion  of 
it  for  causes  connected  with  the  benefit  of 
the  estate.  This  right  of  appeal  to  the 
Court  is  not  made  universal  or  per- 
petual. It  attaches  to  what  the  Bill  de- 
fines as  present  tenandes.  It  does  not 
attach  to  a  holding  in  any  case  in  which 
the  landlord  has  resumed  possession  of 
the  holdins^  either  by  purchase  or  others 
wise.  All  such  tenancies  will  come 
under  the  description  of  future  tenan- 
cies, and  there  will  be  no  right  of 
appeal  to  the  Court.  But  the  ten- 
ancy will  be  subject  to  the  tenant's 
right  of  disposing  of  his  interest,  and 
also  to  a  self-acting  system  under  the 
3rd  clause  of  the  Bill,  which  is  in- 
tended to  check  the  demand  for  exces- 
sive rent  on  the  part  of  the  landlord, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  to  encourage  the 
tenant  to  accept  any  reasonable  increase. 
There  are  only  two  or  three  more  points 
in  this  part  of  the  Bill  with  which  I 
need  trouble  your  Lordships.  There  is 
a  clause  dealing  with  the  question  of 
compensation  for  disturbance  under  the 
Act  of  1870.  The  clause  improves  the 
provisions  of  that  Act  in  some  respects, 
and  somewhat  increases  the  scale  of  pay- 
ment, in  compliance  with  the  opinion  of 
a  great  number  of  County  Court  Judges. 
I  believe  that  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance under  this  legislation  will  sink  very 
much  into  the  background.  I  believe  it 
will  be  swallowed  up  in  the  far  sounder 
system  of  the  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest 
as  in  Ulster ;  and  if,  as  we  hope,  that 
interest  is  increased  in  iraineiolu 
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bj  the  tenant's  ownindustiyand  outlay, 
it  will  become  less  and  less  necessary  to 
have  recourse  to  this  compensation  for 
disturbance.    It  was  at  best  a  palliative 
for  great  evils,  and  I  look  forward  to  the 
time  when  it  will  be  unnecessary.     For 
the  present,  however,  we  think  it  neces- 
sary to  maintain  and  to  strengthen  it,  as 
a  protection,  in  some  cases,  for  the  ten- 
ant.    I  come  now  to  the  question  of 
leases.      The  Bill    provides  for    what 
it  calls  a  judicial  lease  to  be  entered 
into  with  the  sanction  of  the  Court. 
Such  leases  will  take  the  place  of  all  the 
other  provisions  of  the   Bill,  and  will 
form  the  tenure — ^the  contract  between 
the  landlord  and  the  tenant.    At  the 
expiration  of  such  a  lease  the  tenancy 
of  the  tenant  will  be  a  future  tenancy. 
But  with  respect  to    existing    leases, 
the  Bill  provides  that  a  tenant  who,  at 
the  end  of  the  lease,  falls  into  the  posi* 
tion  of  an  occupying  tenant  from  year 
to  year,  shall  be  treated  as  a  present 
tenant.     The  more  we  look  into  the 
matter,  the  less  reason  will  be  found  to 
make  a  difference  between  the  position 
of  such  a  tenant  at  the  end  of  a  lease  and 
that  of  any  other  tenant  in  Ireland.     It 
is  well  known  that  the  real  understand- 
ing of  an  Irish  lease,  in  spite  of  any 
&nnal  words,  is  not  that  the  landlord 
at  the  end  of  the  lease  shall  resume 
possession.    The  real  understanding  is 
that  the  lease  shall  fix  the  rent  for  the 
period  to  which  it  refers,  and  that  at  the 
end  of  it  the  tenant  shall  be  a  tenant 
from  year  to  year.    We  saw  no  reason 
why  a  tenant  in  that  position  should  not 
have  the  same  protection  which  the  Bill 
gives  to  his  neighbours  as  ordinary  ten- 
snts.    Indeed,  it  may  very  well  be  that 
a  tenant  at  that  moment  may  require 
more  protection  than  at  any  otiier  time, 
because  he  is  likely  to  have  invested  his 
money  in  his  holding,  and  to  have  made 
improvements  which  might  be  very  easily 
swallowed  up  and  confiscated  by  an  ex- 
cessive rent.     This  is  the  view  of  the 
matter  taken  in  the  Province  of  Ulster. 
The  general  understanding  in  that  Pro- 
vince is  that  the  lease  is  little  or  nothing 
more  than  a  fixing  of  the  rent  for  the 
time  that  it  lasts,  and  that  the  tenant 
at  the  end  of  the  lease  should  have  the 
same  right  of  protection  under  the  cus- 
tom as  any  other  tenant  in  the  Pro- 
vince.    We  have  followed  that  analogy, 
and  we  propose  to  treat  the  tenant  at^he 
end  of  an  exi sting  lease  as  a  present  ten- 


ant, and  to  give  him  the  same  protection 
as  that  which  other  tenants  from  year  to 
year  enjoy.     Another  provision  of  the 
Bill  which  I  ought  to  mention  relates  to 
those  leases  with  respect  to  which  there 
is  reason  to  believe  that  they  have  been 
forced  upon  the  tenants  since  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act  by  notices  to  quit  or 
threats  of  eviction.  In  those  leases  there 
are  terms  which   are  totally    contrary 
to  the  spirit  of  the  Land  Act.     It  is 
proposed  by  the  Bill    that    if   within 
the  next  six  months    any  such  lease 
is  brought   before   the  Court,   and  if 
the  Court  shall  find  it  to  contain  such 
inequitable  terms,   and   to  have  been 
forced  upon  the  tenant    by  threat  of 
eviction,  the  Court  shall  be  at  liberty 
to  declare  such  lease  void.     The  trans- 
actions in  question  must  be  very  strange 
to  your  Lordships.     [**  Hear,  hear!  "] 
I  say  the  transactions  with  which  the 
clause    deals    must    be  strange  to  the 
Ilouse.     If  the  remedy  is  unknown  in 
this  country,  certainly  such  transactions 
are  absolutely  unknown  ;  and  it  appears 
to  me  that  a  so-called  contract  obtained 
by  such  means  as  I  have  described  is  not 
one  deserving  of  the  name  of  a  lease  at 
all.  At  all  events,  we  think  it  a  matter  so 
exceptional  and  so  grievous  to  the  ten- 
ant who  has  been  coerced  to  accept  such 
a  lease  by  fores  majeure  under  threat  of 
eviction,  that  wo  think  the  Court  may  be 
entitled  to  take  such  influences  into  con- 
sideration, and  do  justice  in  the  matter. 
My  Lords,  I  think  I  have  said  enough 
as  to  that  great  portion  of  the  Bill  which 
relates  to  the  tenure  of  land.     I  now 
turn  for  a  short  time  to  that  part  which 
does  not  relate  to  tenure.     My  Lords, 
the  minor  provisions  of  this  portion  of 
the  Bill  deal  with  reclamation  of  waste 
land  and  emigration  from  Ireland.     My 
Lords,  there  is  no  question  more  obscure, 
or  upon  which  more  contradictory  evi- 
dence exists,  than  that  of  the  reclamation 
of  land  in  Ireland.    For  myself,  I  believe 
that  the  best  and  most  effectual  reclama- 
tion will  be  carried  out  in  the  future,  as 
it  has  been  in  the  past,  by  small  tenants 
on  their  own  land  encouraged  by  a  sys- 
tem   of    security.      Others  think   that 
there  is  a  good  deal  to  be  done  upon 
a  larger  scale,  if  the  means  be  found, 
and  the  Bill  proposes  to  supply  such 
means.     The  Treasury  under  the  Bill 
may  make    advances    either   to   Com- 
panies or  occupiers,  or  to  the  landlord 
and  tenant  jointly,  and  the  reclamation 
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of  land  on  a  large  scale  may  be  tried 
under  these  proyisions.  Then,  as  to 
emigration,  1  will  only  say  that  it 
is  not  to  be  thought  of  as  a  general 
remedy  for  the  evils  of  the  Irish  land 
system.  In  the  greater  part  of  Ireland 
emigration  would  be  an  evil  rather 
than  a  good.  But,  as  we  all  know,  there 
are  districts  in  the  country  which  the 
Bill  mildly  terms  **  thickly  populated  " — 
districts  where  there  is  an  amount  of 
overcrowding  which  there  are, apparently, 
no  means  of  remedying,  except  by  the 
removal  of  the  population  to  happier 
regions.  We  hope  that  the  Bill  may 
enable  such  removal  to  take  place,  and 
that  great  relief  may  thus  be  given  to 
these  overcrowded  portions  of  the  coun- 
try. My  Lords,  the  next  and  main  enact- 
ment of  this  part  of  the  Bill  relates,  of 
course,  to  the  purchase  of  land  by  the 
tenant  farmers — a  subject  which  is  very 
familiar  to  your  Lordships.  The  Bill 
proposes  greatly  to  increase  the  facili- 
ties for  such  purchases,  to  improve 
the  machinery  for  promoting  them, 
and  especially  to  make  this  important 
change  in  accordance  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  of  the 
other  House,  presided  over  by  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre,  that  the  Land  Commis- 
sion will  be  empowered  to  purchase 
estates  from  the  landlords  and  to  re-sell 
them,  with  the  assistance  of  Government 
advances,  to  the  tenants.  My  Lords, 
this  plan  seems  to  bo  watched  with 
eager  eyes  from  two  opposite  quarters. 
There  are  the  Land  Leaguers,  who  are 
longing  to  buy  out  the  landlords  at  the 
cheapest  rate  possible,  and  there  are  a 
number  of  landlords  who — I  think  in  a 
panic — are  longing  to  be  bought  out; 
but,  perhaps,  with  not  quite  the  same 
view  as  to  prices.  Our  point  of  view 
is  neither  one  nor  the  other.  There 
are  numbers  of  resident  landlords,  and 
some  non-resident,  whose  separation 
from  Ireland  we  should  look  upon  as  the 
greatest  calamity ;  and  we  hope  and  be- 
lieve they  will  lind  no  reason,  when  this 
Bill  comes  into  operation,  to  separate 
themselves  from  that  country.  But 
there  are  others,  not  always  from  their 
own  fault,  whose  ownership  of  land 
does  not  confer  advantage  either  upon 
the  tenants,  or  the  country  at  large ; 
and  there  are,  also,  what  might  be 
called  commercial  properties  in  Ireland 
which  might  very  well  be  sold  to  the 
tenants,  while,  of  course,  it  is  probable 
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that  portiona  of  large  estates  may  be 
treated  in  the  same  wa^.  Upon  the 
whole,  I  believe  that,  without  impair- 
ing the  existence  or  influenoe  m  the 
landlord  class  in  Ireland,  means  may 
be  found  to  create  a  very  considerable 
number,  in  all  portions  of  the  coontry, 
of  smaller  proprietors  cultivating  their 
own  land,  and  who,  we  think,  wonld 
add  greatly  to  the  stability  of  property 
in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  I  now  desue  to 
return,  for  a  moment,  to  the  main  por- 
tion of  this  Bill,  which  deals  with  the 
tenure  of  land  in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  I 
ask  myself,  what  effect  will  this  legisla- 
tion have  upon  the  interests  and  well- 
being  of  Insh  landlords?  I  ask  that 
question,  not  merely  as  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  but  as  one  of  the  olass  af- 
fected, and  of  that  portion  of  the  class 
which  is  especially  affected — namely,  the 
Irish  landlords  outside  the  Pkoyinoe  of 
Ulster.  My  Lords,  I  maintain  that  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  will  canse  the 
landlords  no  money  loss  whatever.  I 
believe  that  it  will  mfliot  upon  them  no 
loss  of  income,  except  in  those  cases  in 
which  a  certain  number  of  landlords  may 
have  imposed  upon  their  tenants  ezees* 
sive  and  inequitable  rents,  which  &€j 
are  probably  vainly  tiring  to  recover. 
But  it  will,  undoubtedly,  deprive  Lcisk 
landlords  of  a  certain  portion  of  their 
power.  It  will  deprive  them  of  the  free 
choice  of  a  tenant  when  a  change  of 
tenancy  takes  place ;  though  it  wm  not 
deprive  them  of  a  reasonaMe  yeto  on  the 
purchasing  tenant.  It  will  also  deprive 
them  of  the  means  of  enforcing  their 
every  wish  and  every  rule  of  their  estates 
by  the  capital  sentence  of  unrestricted 
eviction.  It  seems  to  me,  however,  thst 
there  is  this,  at  least,  to  be  said — ^thit 
the  time  has  almost  passed  when  it  wu 
necessary,  or  politic,  or,  perhaps,  pos- 
sible, for  Irish  landloids  to  exercise 
those  powers  in  the  fashion  in  which  of 
old  they  used  to  be  exercised,  llieire 
used  to  be,  undoubtedly,  a  system  of 
very  despotic  power,  which,  in  its  best 
form,  amounted  to  a  benevolent  des- 
potism. Those  times,  it  appears  to  me, 
are  nearly  past ;  and  it  will,  in  that  re- 
spect, be  no  real  loss  to  the  landlords  if 
their  power  is  somewhat  retrenched. 
But,  my  Lords,  the  question  is  this — ^I 
ask  myself,  and  I  should  like  to  ask 
your  Lordships,  is  it  not  worth  while  to 
surrender  some  of  these  powers  of  land- 
lordism, and  to  strengthen  the  rest  {cf 
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the  purpofle  of  efltabliahing,  upon  a 
finner  K)otinff»  the  essential  rignts  of 
property,  and  basing  them  upon  the 
contentment  of  a  prosperous  tenantry? 
And,  alter  all,  is  it  not  the  fact  that  we 
who  are  affected  by  this  Bill  shall  find 
ourselves  when  it  passes  very  much  in 
the  position  in  which  the  Ulster  land- 
lords are  now?  My  Lords,  in  that 
case,  the  prospect  does  not  appear  to  me 
to  be  a  very  terrible  one.  Of  course,  I 
shdU  be  told  by  many  that  this  Bill 
will  produce  no  healing  effect.  That 
statement  we  are  prepared  to  face. 
We  shall  be  told  that  it  will  have  no 
effect  upon  the  minds  of  the  tenants 
tending  to  produce  a  condition  of  general 
contentment  in  Ireland.  That  is  not  my 
belief.  I  say  that  there  are  very  strong 
reasons  for  believing  the  contrary.  I 
know  not,  of  course,  what  difficulties  we 
may  yet  have  to  grapple  with  from  the 
agitation  which  prevails  in  Ireland,  from 
the  Land  League  with  its  American 
money ;  but  I  agree  with  the  remark  of 
a  wise  Irishman,  who  said  the  other 
day  that  the  Land  League  is  not  Ireland. 
I  firmly  believe,  also,  that,  in  the  Land 
League  itself,  there  are  a  multitude  of 
members  who  are  not  prepared  to  sacri- 
fioe  the  real  interests  of  the  Irish  tenant 
fisrmers  and  the  prosperity  of  their  coun- 
taty  to  impossible  schemes  of  social  or 
political  revolution.  The  Irish  tenants, 
as  a  dass,  have  not  asked  for  revolution- 
ary measures,  they  have  not  asked  for  the 
allolition  of  landlords,  or  the  expropria- 
tion of  landlord  property.  They  have 
asked  for  security  for  themselves,  and 
for  fidr  rents.  I  have  faith  in  this  Bill, 
because  it  attempts  to  attain  those  objects 
by  methods  which  are  congenial  to  Ire- 
Iflmd,  which  are  copied  from  the  best 
usages  and  practices  in  Ireland ;  which 
are  not  founded  upon  any  theory  such 
as  ganeraUy  ignores  half  the  facts  of  the 
ease,  and  whi^  are  not  modelled  upon 
English  and  Scotch  land  systems,  so 
totally  alien  to  the  land  system  of  Ire- 
land. My  Lords,  may  I  venture  to  repeat 
a  sentence  from  a  speech  of  my  own  in 
the  year  1870?  I  said  then,  speakine 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Irish  Land 
Bill— 

"In  framing  this  measure  .  .  i  .  we  have 
liad  special  regard  to  the  bett  lusages  prevailing 
hdqsi  the  beet  estates  in  Ulster  as  well  as  else- 
whme.  We  have  taken  the  elements  of  the 
Ulgtar  Codtom,  and  translated  them,  so  to  speak, 
into  a  statatory  form  for  the  rest  of  the  conn- 
^."—[3  Mmuard,  ozdx.  1443.] 


My  Lords,  I  have  trust  in  this  Bill,  be- 
cause it  is  framed  in  that  same  spirit 
which  I  then  described.  It  adopts,  but 
far  more  thoroughly,  the  same  principle ; 
it  moves,  but  far  more  boldly,  on  the 
same  path.  Those  usages,  which  it 
steadily  keeps  in  view,  are  not  confined 
to  Ulster ;  they  are  Irish  usages.  But 
I  must  pay  my  humble  tribute  to  Ulster 
itself.  It  is  to  Ulster  that  we  owe  the 
only  healthy  system  of  land  tenure  that 
has  ever  got  itself  established  in  Ireland. 
It  is  to  Ulster  that  we  owe  the  only  Irish 
custom  that  has  ever  substituted  for 
the  mere  indulgence  of  the  landlord  a 
manly,  moral,  and  honourable  under- 
standing between  the  two  parties.  It 
is  to  Ulster  that  we  owe,  in  the  person 
of  Sharman  Crawford,  the  first  attempts 
at  a  reform  of  the  Irish  Land  Laws. 
Few  in  this  House  will  grudge  to  Ulster 
any  legislation  necessary  to  make  her 
custom  safe.  But  we  feel  that  it  is  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  leave  all  the  rest 
of  Ireland— all  the  agricultural  classes 
of  three-fourths  of  Ireland — in  a  position 
of  absolute  inferiority  to  the  Northern 
Province.  We  desire,  therefore,  to  do 
for  the  rest  of  Ireland  what  custom  has 
done  for  Ulster.  We  desire  to  do  what 
custom,  under  a  happier  history,  would 
have  done  for  the  other  three  Provinces. 
We  desire  to  create,  by  a  just  law,  that 
state  of  tenure  which  is  slowly  growing 
up  all  over  Ireland,  with  all  the  sinister 
accompaniments  of  agitation  and  con- 
spiracy and  agrarian  crime.  We  believe 
that  the  magic  of  security  will  scatter 
those  evil  influences,  if  Parliament  adopts 
this  legislation.  We  believe  that  such 
a  measure  as  this  will  obtain  the  moral 
support  of  all  that  is  best  throughout  the 
country ;  and  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed, 
before  sitting  down,  with  all  sincerity 
and  earnestness,  to  entreat  your  Lord- 
ships to  join  with  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  to  join  with  the  great  majo- 
rity of  the  people  of  this  country,  in 
accomplishing  this  great  work  for  Ire- 
land. I  beg  to  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
—{The  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY:  My 
Lords,  whatever  decision  your  Lordships 
may  come  to  with  respect  to  the  course 
which  it  is  right  to  take  as  to  this  Bill, 
at  all  events  it  is  desirable  that  you 
should  not  underrate  the  importance  of 
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the  bhan^ea  wbioh  you  are  making,  or 
the  magnitade  of  this  departure  from  all 
the  traditioiis  which  have  governed  legis- 
lation hitherto.  Tenant  right,  up  to  fliis 
year,  has  been  usually  understood  in 
political  controversy  in  a  sense  which 
now  appears  limited  and  restricted.  From 
the  time  of  the  Irish  Famine,  and  from 
an  earlier  period,  the  attention  of  legis- 
lators was  drawn  to  the  necessity  of  pro- 
tecting from  any  invasion  or  encroach- 
ment that  equitable  right  of  a  tenant  in 
the  improvements  whidi  he,  and  in  many 
oases  he  alone,  had  put  upon  the  land. 
That  was  an  object  with  respect  to  which 
Parliament  may  not  have  been  happy 
in  its  legislation,  but  which  it  sincerely 
sought  to  effect.  There  was  no  differ- 
ence of  opinion  between  the  two  Parties 
on  that  point.  In  fact,  your  Lordships 
were  reminded  by  Lord  Beaconefield 
last  year,  speaking  in  this  place,  that 
the  first  measure  effectively  guaranteeing 
his  improvements  to  the  Irish  tenant  was 
brought  in  by  the  Irish  Attorney  General 
of  the  first  Administration  of  the  late 
Lord  Derby.  Hitherto  both  Parties  have 
expressed  themselves  desirous  of  secur- 
ing the  interests  of  the  Irish  tenant  in 
his  improvements;  but,  unfortunately, 
a  measure  was  passed  which  has  had  the 
effect  of  exposing  those  improvements  to 
somewhat  serious  peril.  Pressed  partly 
by  the  political  economy  of  the  day, 
pressed  also,  in  some  degree,  by  an  un- 
reasoning dislike  to  old  families  and  a 
desire  to  break  up  old  estates,  a  Liberal 
Oovemment,  some  25  years  ago,  passed 
the  Irish  Encumbered  Estates  Act.  The 
provisions  of  that  Act  I  do  not  attempt 
to  pourtray ;  but,  as  to  its  effect,  it  is 
enough  to  say  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  already  branded  it  as  confis- 
cating the  improvements  of  the  Irish 
tenant.  This  was  the  act  certainly  not 
of  the  Party  with  which  we  are  con- 
nected. But  from  that  time  to  this 
constant  complaints  have  arisen  about 
those  improvements  being  in  danger, 
and  constant  efforts  have  been  made  to 
save  them.  Provisions  to  that  effect 
were  introduced  into  the  Irish  Land 
Act ;  and,  so  far  as  we  understood  at  the 
time,  the  tenant  right  contemplated  by 
the  Land  Act  went  no  further  than  this. 
It  had  no  other  object  in  view  in  its 
general  provisions ;  and  even  where  it 
proposed  to  give  compensation  for  dis- 
turbaaoCi  we  were  distinctly  assured 
that  the   only  intention  was    to   pre- 
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vent  undue  and  inexpedient  ezerciae 
of  the  right  of  eviction.  It  was  in 
the  same  spirit  that  the  question 
came  to  be  examined  during  the  last 
Autumn  and  Winter,  and  it  was  with 
this  view  that  the  Commission  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
sat  down  sat — the  Commission  of  the 
Duke  of  Bichmond — made  the  recom- 
mendation which  has  become  somewhat 
celebrated,  because  an  attempt  has  been 
made  to  fasten  upon  it  as  the  basis  of 
the  vast  structure  of  this  Bill.  What 
the  Duke  of  Bichmond's  Commission 
really  pointed  out  was  that  tiie  tenant's 
improvements  were  in  danger  of  being 
sacrificed,  and  it  was  natural  that  the 
tenants  should  desire  legislation  to  pre- 
vent it.  Nothing  more  natural ;  and  if 
this  Bill  only  sought  to  re-enforoe  the 
previous  efforts  in  the  same  direction,  it 
would  have  met  litUe  opposition  or  criti- 
cism from  the  Party  with  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  be  connected.  But  an 
entire  change  has  come  over  the  defini- 
tion of  tenant  right  that  is  to  be  given 
to  the  tenants  under  the  Bill  of  the 
present  Session.  Now,  for  the  first 
time,  an  enormous  change  is  intro- 
duced into  the  relations  between  land- 
lord and  tenant.  The  tenants  all  over 
Ireland  are  to  be  authorised  to  s^ 
for  money  that  which  they  never 
bought,  which  they  never  earned,  and 
which  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat 
down  would  persuade  us  has  grown 
in  some  manner  out  of  the  soil,  and 
can  be  made  over  to  the  tenant  with- 
out sacrifice  on  the  part  of  anybody 
else's  interest  in  the  matter.  No  doubt 
wonderful  things  are  done  in  Ireland, 
and  Ireland  is  a  wonderful  country ;  but 
I  defy  anyone  who  pays  attention  to  the 
multiplication  table  to  show  that  this 
money  is  given  to  the  tenant  without 
taking  away  property  from  the  landlord 
on  whose  estate  the  farm  is,  or  from  the 
person  with  whom  the  bargain  is  made. 
This  is  not  all.  It  is  part  of  tenant  right 
under  this  Bill  that  contracts  deliberately 
made  are  now  to  be  freely  torn  up  by 
those  who  made  them ;  and  we  are  told 
that  this  is  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  the  tenant.  Yet,  when  the  Act  of 
1870  was  passed,  we  were  assured  that 
from  that  time  forward  every  person  in 
Ireland  would  have  to  abide  by  the  con- 
tracts he  made.  This  is  to  be  no  longer  the 
case ;  but  Courts  are  to  be  set  up  to  de- 
stroy the  contracts  into  which  people  de< 
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liberately  and  knowingly  have  entered. 
In  what  position  is  the  landlord  left  ?  Is 
'he  worthy  to  be  called  a  landlord  ?    He 
may  not  select  his  tenant ;  he  may  not 
keep  off  from  his  estate  any  man,  no 
matter  how  much  he  may  deserve  his 
objection  or  his  hostility.     He  may  not 
deal  with  his  rent,  however  much  he 
may  justly  think  it  ought  to  be  raised. 
He  may  not  alter  the  construction  of  his 
estate;  he  may  not  unite  farm  with  farm, 
or  consolidate  farms  which  may  appear 
to  need  it.     He  may  not  even  select  the 
places  where  the  cottages  of  his  labourers 
are  to  be  built;  but  these  are  to  be 
selected  for  him,  and  without  his  con- 
sent, in  any  part  of  the  estate  that  is 
left.    My  Lords,  in  what  part  of  the 
civilized  world  is  that  the  definition  of  a 
landlord  ?    That  is  not  a  landlord.     He 
is  something  between  two  different  cha- 
racters.  He  is  a  sort  of  mortgagee  upon 
the  estate,  with  an  uncertain  and  pre- 
carious hold  upon  his  income,  and  he  is 
a  head  agent  to  Serjeant  O'Hagan  and 
his  Colleagues.    The  noble  Lord  seems 
to  think  tms  is  quite  reasonable.     Say  I 
took  a  man  five  years  ago  and  put  him 
into  a  bit  of  my  park,  which  I  turn  into 
a  farm.    I  gave  him  no  promise,  no 
xiffht  to  sell  the  tenancy  which  he  re- 
ceives.    He  took  it  on  the  clear  under- 
standing that  he  was  a  tenant  from  year 
to  year,  liable  to  be  evicted,  and  to  have 
his  rent  raised  according  to  any  agree- 
ment to  which  we  might  come.    He  took 
it  under  the  full  understanding  that  he 
was  liable  to  leave  it.     Then  this  Act 
comes  suddenly  down  and  transfers  to 
him  all  the  rights  which  he  did  nothing 
to  earn,  nothing  to  purchase,  and  which 
Tiffhts  are  taken  away  from  me.     The 
noble  Lord  tries  to  persuade  you  that 
this  legislation  is  favourable  to  the  land- 
lord, and  not  a  transfer  of  the  rights  of 
the  landlord  to  the  tenant.     The  answer 
of  the  noble  Lord  is  this — **  Oh,  this  h 
the  custom  of  Ulster,  and  the  custom  of 
Ulster  has  splendidly  succeeded."    But 
that  is  not  the  custom  of  Ulster ;  it  differs 
toto  calo  from  the  custom  of  Ulster.     An 
essential  part  of  that  custom  was  that 
the  landlord  remained  behind  with  ab- 
aolnte  domination  over  all  the  transac- 
tions that  might  take  place.  If  the  price 
given  in  the  sale  of  the  tenancy  was 
exceaaye,  the  landlord  might  interfere  ; 
if  the  tenant  was  objectionable  the  land- 
lord might  prevent  him  coming  upon  the 
artata.     U'^the  rent  was  too  low  the 
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landlord  might  raise  it ;  the  landlord 
always  had  absolute  power  in  the  back- 
r^ound,  whatever  custom  might  prevail. 
Whatever  traditions  might  induce  him 
to  waive  rights  in  favour  of  the  tenant, 
there  ho  was  the  master.  The  holding 
had  but  one  master ;  and  it  is  to  that 
arrangement  the  prosperity  of  Ulster 
was  due.  Do  not,  then,  attempt  to 
claim  the  example  and  precedent  of 
Ulster  in  favour  of  an  arrangement  in 
which  every  atom  of  power  is  taken  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  landlords  and  given 
to  a  tribunal  which  may  be,  and  I  be- 
lieve is,  rather  hostile  to  the  landlords 
and  favourable  to  the  tenants.  Now, 
what  is  the  character  of  this  measure  ? 
I  think  it  is  an  utter  misrepresentation 
of  the  Bill  to  represent  it  as  conferring 
the  custom  of  Ulster  on  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land, because  the  custom  of  Ulster  had, 
as  an  integral  and  necessary  part,  the 
dominating  power  of  the  landlord.  But 
let  us  admit  it  is  the  custom  of  Ulster ; 
how  shall  we  describe  the  proposal  to 
confer  that  custom  upon  the  tenants  of 
the  rest  of  Ireland,  as  against  the  land- 
lords of  the  rest  of  Ireland,  in  places 
where  it  has  not  grown  up,  and,  there- 
fore, in  places  where  the  consideration 
which  it  doubtless  represents  has  not 
been  given  ?  I  will  call  two  authorities 
to  that  question,  and  my  first  shall  be 
Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue.  On  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Land  Bill,  in  1870, 
he  said — 

**  I  do  not  know  whether  I  make  myself 
understood  by  the  House ;  but,  having  looked 
closely  into  this  matter,  1  feel  strongly  that 
there  are  great  doubts  whether  what  is  called 
vaguely  the  extension  of  the  Ulster  Custom  to 
the  rest  of  Ireland  would  be  fair  either  to  land- 
lords or  tenants  in  that  part  of  the  country." — 
[3  Hamard,  cxcix.  1442.J 

This  is  what  was  thought  in  1870  by  Mr. 
Chichester  Fortescue,  a  statesman  who, 
I  regret  to  say,  has  disappeared  from  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  is  also  an- 
other statesman  who  has  disappeared 
from  the  House  of  Commons.  It  is 
melancholy  how  many  of  those  who  were 
defenders  of  the  rights  of  the  landlord 
have  vanished  from  that  Assembly.  Sir 
Houndell  Palmer,  on  the  10th  of  March, 
1870,  said— 

"  But  when  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Horsman)  said  that  the  extension 
of  the  Ulster  Custom  to  the  rest  of  Ireland  was 
open  for  our  consideration,  I  must  say  that  that 
does  appear  a  manifest  violation  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  justice,  and  to  be  impossible,  if  we  mean 
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to  mpect  thoie  prindplee.  It  is  nnquertiono 
able  tluit  where  the  cnstom  obtains  and  landlords 
and  tenants  act  on  it  in  their  dealings  with  one 
another,  in  sach  a  case  it  is  a  matter  of  honesty 
for  the  landlord  to  aUow  the  tenant  to  have  the 
benefit  of  the  castom.  Bat  when  you  talk  ol 
extending  tiiat  cnstom  to  other  parts  of  Ireland, 
you  spc^  of  a  change  which  would  alter  the 
terms  which,  in  those  other  parts  of  Ireland, 
hare  already  been  agreed  on  between  landlord 
and  tenant ;  and,  therefore,  if  you  gave  in  such 
a  case  to  the  tenant  the  yalue  of  the  custom 
existing  elsewhere,  you  would  be  just  taking  so 
much  m>m  the  landlord  and  giving  it  to  the 
tenant."- [iJfrf.,  1666-7.J 

These  are  the  rhetorical  doctrines  for 
which  I  have  just  been  rebuked,  I 
should  like  to  quote  another  opinion 
upon  the  general  pperation  of  this  Bill. 
It  will  not  be  an  English  opinion  ;  but  I 
think  a  French  opinion,  coming  not  from 
any  Conseryative  source,  but  coming 
from  some  of  those  who  have  seen 
Socialism  worked  where  it  was  originally 
bred,  may,  perhaps,  shed  a  useful  light 
upon  the  procedure  which  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  have  commenced.  This  is 
from  Ths  Bepuhkque  FrangaUe  of  the  9th 
of  July.  I  need  not  remind  the  House, 
I  am  not  quoting  merely  a  newspaper, 
but  I  am  quoting  from  the  organ  of  the 
most  powerful  man  in  France.  In  Eng- 
land you  cannot  speak  of  a  newspaper  as 
being  the  ormn  of  a  statesman,  oecause 
such  a  thing  does  not  exist ;  but  in  France 
it  is  the  habitual  custom,  and  this  fact 
is  notorious.  The  Republique  FranqaUe 
said — 

"  It  is  impossible  to  conceal  the  gravity  and 
the  delicacy  of  the  responsibility  assumed  by  the 
English  Government.  In  order  to  form  an  idea 
of  it,  it  is  necessary  to  imagine  the  French  Gk). 
vemment  proposing,  or  rather  imposing,  its 
mediation  upon  landed  proprietors,  fixing  the 
rates  of  their  rents,  and  obliging  the  landowner 
who  desired  to  get  rid  of  his  tenant  to  buy  his 
right  of  tenancy  from  him  in  ready  money. 
Assuredly,  people  would  say  that  this  was  de- 
cided Socialism  {du  toeialitme  renforee)^  and  they 
would  be  right." 

This  is  the  judgment  of  the  organ  of  the 
man  who  represents  the  most  Socialist 
constituency  in  Paris.  I  have  quoted 
these  opinions  of  distinguished  men  who 
were  in  the  House  of  CommonSi  and  of 
this  distinguished  organ  abroad,  because 
I  shrink  from  using  language  of  my  own, 
as  it  has  met  with  imfavourable  criticism 
from  the  Prime  Minister.  He  very  much 
objects  that  a  noble  and  learned  Friend 
near  me  and  myself  have  used  the  word 
''confiscation  "  in  reference  to  his  policy. 
I  desire,   therefore,  rather  to  use  the 
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language  of  other  man,  because  I  am 
aware,  so  long  as  the  riffht  hon.  Gtentle* 
man  is  at  the  head  of  affairs,  "  eonfisca-* 
tion  "  will  be  rather  a  monotonous  word. 
The  justification  which  is  oonsiantlY  ad* 
vanced  for  all  these  restrictions  of  land- 
lords' powers,  which  constitute  this  de* 
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is  that  it  is  to  be  done 


through  the  medium  of  an  impartial 
Court.  To  my  great  astomshment,  I 
heard  the  noble  I^rd  opposite  use  that 
word.  Ididnotezpectthattermtobeused 
within  these  walls.  What  is  this  Court  ? 
It  is  a  sound  tradition  that  we  usually 
abstain  from  criticizing  Courts  of  Law, 
because  their  powers  are  striotiy  limited, 
and  their  character  is  well  Known,  as 
they  are  constituted  according  to  fixed 
traditions,  they  are  free  from  Govern- 
ment influence,  and  we  recognize  their 
impartiality  and  freedom  from  bias.  Of 
the  three  genUemen  appointed  to  be 
Commissioners  under  this  Bill,  and  who 
are  called  a  Court,  I  do  not  wish  to  say 
any  word  that  could  be  thought  to  be 
personally  derogatory ;  I  have  no  doubt 
they  are  men  of  the  highest  character 
and  purest  motives;  but  that  does  not 

Srovent  them  being  men  under  the  in- 
uence  of  the  strongest  propossessions  in 
reference  to  the  matter  wim  which  they 
have  to  deal.  They  aro  all  three  strong 
Liberals,  with  strong  views  of  tenant 
right.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Yemon,  whose 
qualities  everybody  has  recognized,  and 
who  has  not  been  a  bit  too  hiffhly 
praised,  is  the  most  Conservative  or  the 
three;  but  there  is  no  doubt  that  all 
three  are  appointed  with  a  strong  pre- 
possession in  favour  of  views  which  are 
advocated  by  the  representatives  of  the 
tenantry  in  Ireland,  and  which  are  de- 
precated by  the  landlords,  to  constitute 
a  Court  where  the  litigants  will  be  land- 
lords and  tenants.  Now,  my  Lords,  to 
call  that  an  impartial  Court  seems  to  me 
as  reasonable  as  it  would  be  to  apply 
the  term  to  an  Ecclesiastical  Court,  ap- 
pointed to  decide  some  matter  of  Bitual 
or  Creed,  which  would  consist  solely  of 
High  Churchmen  or  of  Low  Churchmen. 
They  might  be  men  of  the  highest  cha- 
racter; but  it  would  be  ricuculous  to 
speak  of  them  as  an  impartial  Court, 
where  the  propossessions  wero  not  only 
avowed,  but  wnere  those  propossessions 
wero  admitted  to  be  one  of  the  grounds 
for  their  selection.  To  say  that  this  Bill 
is  to  be  administered  by  a  Court  seems 
to  me  to  be  an  abuse  of  words.  A  Court, 
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as  we  know  it,  is  a  tribunal  composed  of 
men  who  are  selected  impartially,  with- 
out special  regard  to  their  opinions  on 
the  matters  with  which  the^  have  to 
deal.  It  is  also  a  tribunal  which  decides 
facts  by  a  jury ;  if  it  does  not  decide 
them  by  a  jury,  it  decides  them  subject 
to  appeial.  In  all  the  law  it  administers 
it  is  strictly  guided  by  tradition  or  by 
statutory  law,  which  governs  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Judge  and  prevents  him 
wandering  to  the  right  hand  or  the  left 
firom  the  narrow  pathway  prescribed  to 
him.  What  is  the  case  here  ?  I  sup- 
pose that  Mr.  Litton  and  Mr.  Yemon 
will  pair  off,  and  the  decisions  wiU  prac- 
ticalhr  rest  with  Mr.  Serjeant  O'Hagan. 
I  will  not  inquire  into  his  past  history, 
for  his  pre^ssessions  are  well  known. 
He  will  decide  absolutely  on  matters  of 
fact  without  appeal.  He  is  controlled  by 
no  authority  whatever.  There  is  in  the 
Bill,  as  it  is  now  on  the  Table,  no  words 
to  guide  him  in  exercising  that  whidi 
will  be  his  chief  and  most  important 
function — namely,  the  decision  in  the 
ease  of  every  tenant  of  what  wiU  be  a 
fair  rent ;  and,  therefore,  without  con- 
trol, without  appeal,  without  guiding 
words,  he,  a  man  subject  to  known  pre- 
possessions, will  have  it  in  his  hands  to 
decide  the  incomes  of  every  man — land- 
lord or  tenant — connected  with  agricul- 
ture in  Ireland.  It  is  impossible  to  call 
that  a  decision  by  a  Court.  The  words  of 
The  Bepublique  FrangaiBe  are  more  to  the 
purpose  when  it  said  that  thev  would  be 
decided  by  the  mediation  of  tne  Oovem- 
ment.  It  is  not  the  relegation  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  to  an  impartial  tribunal. 
It  is  Parliament  and  the  Government 
coming  down  with  an  act  of  power,  and 
imposmg  certain  terms  advantageous  to 
the  tenant,  detrimental  to  the  landlord, 
and  imposing  them  without  appeal. 
Why  are  we  going  to  do  these  things  ? 
What  reasons  justify  us  in  departing 
from  the  principles  and  breaking  down 
the  traditions  oy  which  our  law  has 
hitherto  been  nurtured.  The  noble  Lord 
spoke  much  about  the  impossibility  of 
freedom  of  contract  in  Ireland  in  the 
transactions  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant. We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of 
that ;  but  I  have  never  been  able  to  un- 
derstand it.  If,  whenever  the  demand 
exceeds  the  supply,  you  say  to  the  de- 
mander — "You  are  not  at  liberty  to 
make  your  barg^n  in  the  open  mar- 
ket|"  ill  transactions  in  the  open  market 


will  soon  disappear.  But  these  principles 
will  apply  also  to  other  things.  I  wish 
the  Ghovemment,  when  they  are  bent 
upon  a  revolutionary  measure,  and  the 
only  real  motive  at  the  bottom  of  their 
hearts  is  the  tyrant's  plea,  necessity, 
I  wish  they  would  say  plainly  what  the 
state  of  the  case  is,  instead  of  spending 
their  time  in  the  mischievous  task  of  find- 
ing principles  to  justify  their  acts.  They 
have  sent  political  economy  to  Jupiter 
and  Saturn,  and  they  have  invented  a 
doctrine  of  free  contract  which,  if  it  ever 
comes  to  be  applied  to  the  industries  in 
this  country,  will  produce  the  utmost 
confusion  and  most  bitter  contention. 
The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  have  a  par- 
ticular regard  for  leaseholders,  for  he 
said  that  the  leaseholder  was  a  person 
who  specially  required  the  protection  of 
the  State  when  his  lease  terminated. 
And  why  did  ho  say  so  ?  Because  the 
leaseholder  had  invested  his  means  in 
the  improvement  of  the  land,  and  when 
the  lease  came  to  an  end  there  was  a 
possibility  that  the  rent  misht  be  raised. 
&ut,  mv  Lords,  strike  '^  Ir^and  "  out  of 
the  Bill,  and  insert  ''Scotland,"  and 
how  will  this  doctrine  read  ?  By  what 
possible  means  are  you  going"  to  prevent 
tenants  in  other  parts  from  claiimng  the 
extension  to  them  of  the  extraordinary 
principles  which  the  noble  Lord  has  in- 
ventea  in  order  to  disguise  his  acts? 
What  may  be  the  effect  of  this  measure 
on  the  wage-receiving  class  I  do  not 
know  ;  but  it  must  be  obvious  that 
many  of  the  arguments  which  are  being 
advanced  in  favour  of  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland  will  apply  equally  well  in  fa- 
vour of  artizans.  We  are  told  that  evic- 
tion is  a  sentence  of  death.  That  is  a 
strong  phrase.  But  is  not  dismissal 
from  employment,  when  there  is  no 
other  employment  open  to  a  man,  sen- 
tence of  death  as  well?  We  are  told 
that  there  is  land  hunger  in  Ireland, 
and  that  the  Irish  tenant  will  not  be- 
take himself  to  any  other  employment 
than  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  But  is 
that  not  the  case  with  the  artizan,  whose 
physical  constitution  is  formed  to  the 
performance  of  certain  functions,  and 
who  cannot  adapt  himself  to  any  other 
mode  of  living  than  that  from  which  the 
circumstances  of  the  market  drive  him  ? 
And  if  you  tell  him  that  the  market 
supply  is  not  equal  to  the  demand,  that 
he  IS  not  free  to  make  a  contract,  and 
that  the  House  of  Commons  has  a  right 
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to  oome  in  and  make  ifc — will  you  not 
raise  difficulties  and  excite  bitternesses 
between  the  classes  of  which  now  ^ou 
have  little  idea  ?  There  is  another  jus- 
tification of  this  policy  which  is,  I  may 
say,  so  comical  that  I  cannot  help  asking 
the  attention  of  your  Lordships  to  it. 
We  are  told  that  the  Irish  tenant  has 
acquired  a  new  property — a  tenant  right 
of  land.  And  now  do  you  think  he  has 
acquired  it  ?  He  did  not  buy  it ;  he  did 
not  earn  it ;  but  he  got  it  because  at  a 
certain  moment  Mr.  Gladstone  and  the 
House  of  Commons  went  to  sleep.  We 
have  this  strange  statement  attributed 
to  the  Prime  Minister — 

"  It  was  not  perceived  by  anyone  daring  the 
passage  of  the  Act  of  1870  that  the  foundation 
of  te^nt  right  was  being  laid.  The  House  was 
not  fully  conscious  of  the  result  of  what  it  was 
doing.  The  object  wbb  to  fine  the  landlord  for 
ejecting  the  tenant.  But  the  case  now  was 
totally  dififerent.  They  had  now  affirmed  a  real 
tenant  right,  and  given  the  tenant  the  power  of 
selling  that  right.  That  right  embraced  more 
than  the  mere  value  of  the.improvements." 

Welly  my  Lords,  of  all  the  extraordinary 
forms  of  legislation  of  which  I  have 
heard  the  form  of  legislation  by  inad- 
vertence is  at  once  the  strangest  and  the 
most  alarming.  At  all  events,  if  it  is 
really  the  case  that  the  property  of  the 
landlord  has  been  given  to  the  tenant 
because,  in  one  unhappy  moment,  Mr. 
Gladstone  was  inadvertent,  let  us  take 
care  that  the  inadvertence  does  not  occur 
again.  I  do  not  know  what  inadvert- 
ence may  not  be  concealed  in  this  Bill. 
It  seems  to  me  that,  in  some  of  its 
doubtful  and  ambiguous  phrases,  and  in 
some  of  the  obvious  tendencies  of  its 
provisions,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  preparing  to  comfuit  an  inadvert- 
ence. 1  entreat  the  House  to  take  care 
that  this  capricious  mode  of  conferring 
benefits  on  one  class  of  subjects  at  the 
expense  of  the  other  does  not  receive 
any  further  extension.  But,  after  all, 
the  real  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  for 
this  legislation  is  the  necessity  of  re- 
storing peace  to  L*eland.  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment  tell  us  they  are  sending  a 
message  of  peace  to  Ireland.  I  can- 
not help  asking  how  messages  of  peace 
have  hitherto  fared  when  sent  to  that 
country  by  the  Liberal  Party  ?  We  are 
told  that  Ireland  has  increased  in  pros- 
perity, and  it  is  true;  but  it  is  true 
because  she  has  had  a  large  exten- 
sion of  communication  by  railway  and 
steam   such    as  other    countries    have 

Th$  Jiarjuesi  of  SaUihiry 


had.    But  if  the  object  of  messages  of 
peace  which  we  have  been  perpetually 
occupied  for  some  time  past  in  sending 
is  to  make  the  Irish  more  reconciled  to 
English  rule,  I  appeal  to  notorious  facta 
when  I  say  that  these  messages  of  peace 
have  most  lamentably  failed.    Ireland 
is  more  hostile — there  is  a  greater  area 
of  hostility — and  the  hostiHty  is  more 
bitter  to  English  rule  than  at  any  time 
during  the  last  century.    And  how  is 
this  message  of  peace  to  work  ?     What 
you  want,  surely,  is  the  "  precious  gift " 
— as,  I  think,  the  noble  Lord  called  it — 
of  security.    What  you  surely  want  is 
that  there  should  be  some  prospect  of 
the  two  classes  that  have  been  at  issue 
agreeing  to  make  up  their  differences. 
But  that  depends  upon  what  you  mean  by 
the  message  of  peace.    If  it  is  like  the 
message  of  peace  occasionally  sent  by 
a  decaying  Empire  to  its  invaders — a 
message  conveying  spoil  and  tribute, 
and  exhorting  the  invaders  to  retire 
or  a  time    in    consideration    of    what 
is  offered,   it  is  possible  this  message 
of  the  Government  may  have  some  of 
the    success  which    such   messages  of 
peace  ordinarilyobtain.    It  is  possible  it 
may  procure  a  respite,  while  the  gains 
that  have  been  obtained  are  being  real- 
ized and  distributed,  with  the  certainty 
that  in  the  future — and  in  a  very  early 
and  immediate  future — the  invaders  will 
return  with  larger  and  more  formidable 
demands.     But  as  a  message  of  peace 
between  the  two  interests,  between  land- 
lords and  tenants,  how  can  you  expect 
it  to  be  successful  ?    What  will  the  state 
of   the  landlord's    mind    be  after  this 
legislation  has  passed  ?    At  least,  he  has 
no  doubt  of  the   effect,  whatever  you 
may  have,  that  both  by  the  Act  of  1870, 
and  still  more  by  this  Bill,  he  has  been 
or  will  be  stripped  of   many  of    the 
rights  which  he  purchased  or  inherited. 
These  rights  have  been  taken  from  him, 
first  by  legislation  at  one  time,  then  by 
legislation  at  another  time,  and  he  has 
observed  that  they  have  always  come  at 
moments  of  political  exigencv — after  a 
particular  verdict  has  been  delivered  by 
the  electors  at  the  poll.  He  has  had  many 
difficulties  hitherto  to  struggle  against. 
He  has  had  all  the  difficulties  of  the 
climate,  of  the  people,  the  difference  of 
religion,  and  the  historical  difficulties  in 
Ireland.     But,  up  to  10  years  ago — or 
rather,  I  might  say,  up  to  this  present 
time— his  one  sure  foundation  was  that 
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the  laws  of  property  and  the  rights  of 
property  had  been  upheld  by  the  Gk>- 
Temment  under  whicn  he  lived.  Now, 
from  this  time  forward,  he  will  have  to 
look  upon  the  Imperial  Parliament  and 
the  Oovemment  as  one  of  his  most  for- 
midable dangers.  He  will  know  that 
when  the  next  electoral  crisis  arrives  — 
when  the  next  political  exigency  de- 
mands it — new  requirements  will  be 
put  forward  by  the  Irish  tenantry ;  and 
assuredly  there  is  nothing  in  the  past 
history  of  the  English  Governments, 
with  whom  they  have  had  to  deal,  which 
would  lead  them  to  expect  that  those 
demands  and  requirements  will  be  re- 
jected. The  landlord  in  Ireland  seems 
to  me  from  henceforth  to  be  like  a  man 
living  in  a  country  ravaged  by  earth- 
quakes. He  never  knows  when  an 
earthquake  will  come  and  destroy  some 
portion  of  his  property.  All  he  knows 
iSy  that  its  advent  is  impossible  to 
prophesy,  and  its  power  is  impossible 
to  resist.  Or  I  might  liken  lum  to  a 
man  living  in  one  of  those  countries ; 
where  the  nature  of  the  Government  is 
arbitrary  and  severe  —  like  a  peasant, 
say,  living  in  Armenia  —  who  knows 
that  when  he  has  invested  his  money  in 
the  cultivation  of  his  land,  the  Govern- 
ment itself  can  seize  and  take  from  him 
a  part  of  the  rights  he  possesses.  He  is 
unable  to  resist;  but  he  knows  it  has 
happened  in  the  past,  and  that  it  will 
happen  in  the  future,  and  he  is  careful 
not  to  expose  more  of  his  property  than 
he  can  help  to  such  an  untoward  mis- 
chance. I  do  not  rely  merely  upon 
my  own  opinion  for  what  I  say.  I 
will  read  an  extract  from  the  letter  of 
an  Irish  landlord,  giving  his  view  of 
the  future;  I  will  not  give  his  name, 
for  when  talking  of  an  Irish  land- 
lord you  should  not  give  his  name,  but 
he  is  well  known  to  be  a  considerable 
authori^.  The  letter  is  dated  July  29, 
1881.     The  extract  says — 

'^  It  is  certain  after  such  treatment  of  those 
who  have  worked  as  I  have  done  there  is  an  end 
to  all  confidence.  Instead  of  spending  £800  a- 
year  in  penuanent  improyements,  and  mudi 
more  in  mbonr,  on  my  farm,  I  have  made  up  my 
mind  to  lay  out  no  more  money  in  any  way,  to 
pot  aU  the  land  I  hold  in  grass,  and  draw  aU 
the  money  posdhle  out  of  the  country,  and  so  to 
recoup  for  my  children  as  far  as  possible  the 
money  of  which  I  have  been  deprived." 

That  is  the  feeling  which  is  only  natural 
to  men  who  live  by  the  land.  Large 
EiOfnetors  may  still  afford  to  be  philan- 


thropic and  to  spend  their  money  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  those  who  deal  with  it  as  a 
matter  of  business  will  not  expose 
more  of  their  properirv  than  they  can 
help  to  the  risks  of  tiiis  predatory 
legislation.  That  is  not  the  only  evil. 
By  this  legislation  you  urge  upon 
every  landlord  that  he  should  take  the 
utmost  advantage  of  all  the  rights  he 
possesses.  The  great  object  to  be  de- 
sired is  that  a  landlord  should  not  press 
his  tenant  too  hardly.  That  is  tiie  con- 
dition on  which  they  will  live  well  to- 
gether. Henceforth,  however,  you  tell 
the  landlord — "Your  only  chance  of 
rescuing  your  property  from  these  ob- 
j  ectionable  and  humiliating  restrictions  is 
to  obtain  the  pre-emption  of  it,  and  the 
sale  of  it  by  your  tenant  to  you,  so  that 
you  may  enter  into  possession  of  it 
again."  The  landlord  will  do  this  if  he 
acts  on  principles  of  business,  and  it  is 
only  on  motives  of  business  you  can 
calculate  in  legislation.  He  will  watch 
his  tenant  for  every  default  which  may 
bring  him  within  the  cog^zance  of  the 
law,  and  he  will  insist  on  his  rent  to  the 
hour  and  the  last  shilling  in  order  to  be 
able  to  enter  into  possession  of  his  pro- 
perty again.  Of  course,  I  am  not  saying 
that  those  landlords  who  can  afford  to  act 
otherwise  will  not  act  otherwise — and  I 
heartily  hope  there  may  be  many  who 
will ;  but  as  to  those  who  will  be  guided 
by  business  principles  alone,  this  is  in- 
evitably the  course  they  must  pursue. 
What  will  be  the  attitude  of  the  tenant 
all  this  time  ?  He,  like  the  landlord, 
will  be  looking  to  the  future,  but  in  a 
very  different  temper.  He  knows  per- 
fectly well  that  all  he  has  hitherto  got 
he  has  not  got  because  he  has  moved 
your  convictions,  but  because  he  has 
moved  your  fears.  He  knows  that  he 
has  obtained  it  by  agitation.  He  is 
told  in  eloquent  perorations  that  it  is 
the  result  of  the  Divine  light  of  justice; 
but  he  sees  that  justice  is  always 
on  the  side  of  those  who  can  produce 
the  numerical  majority  at  the  poU.  De- 
pend upon  it,  the  Irish  tenant  will  learn 
that  lesson.  You  have  not  given  him 
anything  near  all  he  demands.  There 
is  much  more  in  the  background ;  and 
the  weapon  which  has  obtained  him 
satisfaction  before  will  be  used  to  obtain 
it  again.  He  will  resort  to  the  agitation 
which  has  benefited  him  hitherto,  with  a 
sound  conviction  that  it  will  not  fail.  On 
these  grounds  I  cannot  help  feeling  very 
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great  doubt  as  to  this  Bill  being  a  mes- 
sage of  peace,  even  for  a  short  time — 
I  am  certain  it  will  not  for  any  con- 
siderable period.  Then  the  question 
arises,  What  course  are  we  to  take  with 
reference  to  this  Bill  ?  My  Lords,  if  I 
were  responsible  for  the  legislation  for 
Ireland— if  I  had  to  frame  and  carry 
through  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
these  troubles,  assuredly  I  should  not 
choose  such  a  Bill  as  this.  It  seems 
to  me  that  in  the  holding  of  landed 
property  there  is  no  middle  term  be- 
tween actual  ownership  as  freeholder  or 
copyholder  and  true  tenancy,  of  course 
with  proper  protection  for  improve- 
ments. Any  attempt  to  institute  a  ten- 
ancy which  will  be  intermediate  be- 
tween these  two  conditions,  and  which, 
practically,  results  in  a  double  owner- 
ship of  the  land,  and,  therefore,  requires 
the  supervision  of  the  Court — any  such 
contrivance  seems  to  me  to  be  con- 
demned beforehand,  because  it  has 
never  yet  occurred  to  any  man  or 
race,  in  any  age  or  country,  and  by  the 
nature  of  things  it  is  foredoomed  to 
failure.  I  confess  I  deeply  regret  that 
those  parts  of  the  Bill  which  refer  to 
the  purchase  of  land  for  the  purpose 
of  installing  the  peasantry  as  owners 
in  some  parts  of  Ireland  have  not 
received  a  greater  development.  I 
have  regretted  to  see  that  as  this  Bill 
went  on  those  parts  have  shrunk  and 
shrunk  in  the  importance  and  emphasis 
given  them,  till  tney  are  nothing  but  a 
tribute  to  the  personal  position  of  Mr. 
Bright.  In  that  system  there  was  far 
greater  hope  of  the  return  of  peace  and 
prosperity  to  Ireland  than  in  this  stranee 
plan  of  cultivating  Ireland  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Court.  But,  my 
Lords,  we  must  consider  the  precise 
effect  which  the  vote  of  this  House  of 
Parliament  would  have  on  the  proceed- 
ings in  and  the  state  of  Ireland.  In 
discussing  this  matter,  I  am  not  advert- 
ing, even  for  a  moment,  to  those  foolish 
threats  to  which  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
did  not  think  it  beneath  him  to  give  vent 
last  year  in  Parliament.  As  long  as 
the  House  of  Lords  possesses  preroga- 
tives it  must  exercise  them  to  the  best 
of  its  conscience.  The  moment  it  ceases 
to  do  so  it  has  practically  ceased  to 
exist.  But  there  are  things  stronger 
than  either  the  House  of  I^rds  or  the 
House  of  Oonunons.  The  state  of  Ire- 
landi  the  condition  into  which  her  popa- 
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lation  has  been  allowed  to  drift  by  the 
culpable  laeh99  of  the  ExeoutiTe  GK)vem« 
ment,  is  a  consideration  which  must 
greatly  govern  us  in  deciding  on  the 
course  we  shall  take.  It  is  evident  that, 
even  if  we  rejected  the  BiU,  we  should 
have  little  or  no  influence  on  the  dangnrs 
to  which  I  recently  adverted — ^namely, 
the  apprehension  which  would  continue 
to  haunt  the  landowner,  or  the  un- 
doubtedly unjust  hopes  which  would 
continue  to  animate  the  tenant.  Know- 
ing, as  he  does,  that  he  has  been 
able  by  his  agitation  to  force  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  House  of  Commons 
on  his  side,  he  will  not  abstain  fntsi 
that  agitation,  because  the  Honse  of 
Lords  is  not  on  his  side  also.  But  thete 
is  a  more  serious  consideration  still.  If 
this  Bill  is  rejected  on  the  second  read- 
ing we  must,  of  course,  remember  that 
we  have  not  in  our  hands  the  Executive 
Government.  We  have  no  hold  over 
the  principles,  or  the  policy,  or  the 
methods  by  which  they  will  enforce  the 
reign  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland ;  and, 
judging  ftY)m  the  spirit  and  the  success 
with  which  they  did  it  last  winter,  the 
prospects  for  next  winter,  especially  if 
it  be  the  interest,  not  of  themselves— 
they  are  incapable  of  such  a  thing* — but 
of  their  partisans,  to  represent  the 
anarchy  as  the  result  of  tne  action  of 
the  House  of  Lords — are  gloomy  in- 
deed. It  is  impossible  to  exclude  that 
circumstance  altogether  from  considera- 
tion, or  to  forget  how  many  of  the  land- 
lord class,  with  all  the  industrious 
members  of  the  community,  now  look 
anxiously  to  Parliament  to  find  some 
solution  which  may  bring  about  a  re- 
spite, if  only  temporarily,  to  the  suffer- 
ings and  anarchy  they  are  enduring. 
I  confess,  though  with  some  rrinctanoe, 
these  considerations  have  led  me  to  the 
belief  that  it  may  be  wiser  for  us  not  to 
vote  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  but  to  see  whether,  in  Committee, 
we  cannot  remove  from  it  some  of  its 
most  glaring  acts  of  impolicy,  some  of 
its  greatest  injustices,  and  then  leave 
the  measure,  thus  divested  of  features 
and  accretions  which,  perhaps,  do  not 
rightly  belong  to  it,  to  the  responsibility 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  What 
I  have  not  been  able,  to  conceal  from 
myself  during  the  passage  of  this  Bill 
is  that  it  corresponds  litue  either  with 
the  promises  made  concerning  it  or  tiie 
principles  upon  whioh  it  was  sapposei 
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to  be  based.  We  are  told  tbat  it  is 
based  on  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  free 
contract  in  Ireland.  Well,  then,  are 
you  right  in  applying  it  to  the  richer 
tenant^  ?  Still  more,  are  you  right  in 
applying  it  to  those  leaseholders  who 
would,  of  all  persons  in  the  world,  have 
a  perfect  knowledge  of  the  engagements 
they  entered  into  in  signing  a  deed, 
ana  who,  if  free  contracts  were  ever  to 
exist  in  Ireland,  must  be  fit  subjects  for 
it?  Again,  we  are  told  that  this  Bill  is 
introduced  because  the  tenant  does  all 
the  improYements  in  Ireland.  But,  tiien, 
on  the  estates  in  which  he  does  not  do 
all  the  improvements  is  this  Bill  to 
apply?  That  is  a  subject  your  Lord- 
ships will  do  wisely  to  attend  to  in  Com- 
mittee. There  is  another,  and  a  much 
larger,  and  a  more  vital  question.  Of 
course,  I  am  not  going  now  to  dwell  on 
all  the  improvements  which  I  think  it 
would  be  well  to  consider  in  Committee. 
But  there  is  one  vital  subject  which  I 
hope  the  House  will  not  forget,  and 
which,  unless  it  is  solved  in  a  reasonable 
manner,  will  taint  this  Bill  with  a  stigma 
of  injustice  which  nothing  can  remove. 
The  noble  Lord  has  told  us,  again  and 
a^ain,  that  non^  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Billaretointerfere  with  a  fair  rent.  What 
security  have  we  for  that?  What  is 
there  in  the  Bill  to  show  that  this  Com- 
mission, which  is  invested  with  these 
unlimited  powers,  may  not,  if  it  thinks 
fit,  take  into  consideration  the  amount 
given  in  the  purchase  of  the  holding 
when  they  are  fixing  a  fair  rent  ?  There 
18  no  definition  of  fair  rent  given  in  the 
Bill.  The  noble  Lord  tells  us  that  every- 
body knows  nothing  is  easier  than  to  fix 
it,  that  everybody  knows  what  it  is.  I 
have  no  knowledge  of  Ireland ;  but  I 
can  say  that  that  is  not  true  of  England. 
There  is  no  subiect  on  which  neighbours 
inthiscountrydififer more  keenly.  Every- 
body connected  with  Quarter  Sessions 
has  constant  experience  of  it.  I  had  a 
case  the  other  day  at  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions with  which  I  am  connected.  The 
witnesses  who  appeared  gave  the  most 
violently  opposite  estimates  of  the  value 
of  the  land  and  the  amount  of  rent 
proper  to  be  fixed  on  it.  It  was  evident 
that  the  most  honest  difference  of  opi- 
nion was  entertained  by  all  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  holding.  In  this,  as  in 
other  matters,  people  will  be  uncon- 
sdouflfy  guided  by  their  own  interest 
and  that  ot  their  dass.    You  are  not, 
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therefore,  to  suppose  that  this  Land 
Commission  will  not  feel,  when  settling 
a  fair  rent,  this  pressure  of  earth  hunger 
which  is  supposed  to  overbear  all  the 
doctrines  of  political  economy  in  some 
wa^r  or  other.  It  seems  to  me  a  most 
serious  daneer  indeed  that  the  Court 
can  be  led,  m  considering  the  amount 
of  a  fair  rent,  to  take  into  account  the 
price — probably  an  exaggerated  price — 
which  the  tenant  has  paid  for  his  hold- 
ing. When  the  tenant  has  paid  that 
exaggerated  price,  and  has  got  the  fair 
rent  reduced  accordingly,  at  the  next 
sale  the  price  will  rise  because  the  rent 
is  lower  ;  and  so,  toixM  quoties,  that  pro- 
cess will  go  on  until  a  considerable  por- 
tion, if  not  the  whole,  of  the  landlord's 
interest  disappears.  If  we  had  a  Bill, 
perfect  in  all  its  parts,  we  might  not  be 
afraid  of  this  result;  but,  knowing  we 
have  a  Government  before  us  which 
legislates  by  inadvertence,  I  exhort 
your  Lordships  to  prevent  any  inadvert- 
ence by  inflicting  this  great  wron^  on 
Irish  landlords.  These  are  some  of  the 
alterations  which,  I  think,  we  may  pro- 
perly attempt  when  the  Bill  is  in  Com- 
mittee. It  will  be  time  to  judge  of  our 
future  conduct  with  respect  to  the  Bill 
when  we  have  seen  how  far  these  altera- 
tions will  be  accepted  when  we  shall  be 
in  Committee.  In  the  meantime  I,  for 
one,  shall  give  my  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  earnestly  hopiug 
that  some  of  the  anticipations  of  its 
authors  may  be  realized,  but  not  seeing 
myself,  either  in  the  provisions  which  it 
contains,  or  in  the  circumstances  under 
which  it  has  been  introduced,  any  hope 
of  that  repose  and  that  concord  which 
Ireland  so  sorely  needs. 

Lord  0' HAG  AN  agreed  with  the 
noble  Marquess  that  this  Bill  should  be 
regarded  as  an  important  measure.  He 
thought  it  was  the  most  important  mea- 
sure that,  since  the  time  of  the  Union, 
had  been  conceded  to  Ireland.  He 
thought  it  was  a  great  measure  in  its 
conception,  a  measure  complete  in  its 
details,  and  a  measure  which,  if  there 
was  no  great  falling-off  in  the  progress 
of  it,  would  hereafter  be  for  Ireland  a 
blessing  and  benefit  of  a  valuable  cha- 
racter. He  fully  understood  the  difficulty 
the  Government  had  in  making  a  case 
for  it,  and  the  number  of  considerations 
which  might  actuate  anyone  in  opposing 
it ;  but  he  had  little  hesitation  in  saying 
that  when  they  came  face  to  face  with 
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the  objections  that  might  be  raised  they 
would  be  easily  disposed  of.  The  noble 
Marquess  had  said  that  some  of  the 
clauses  in  reference  to  the  purchase  of 
land  and  the  sale  of  it  to  peasant  pro- 
prietors had  shrunk  in  their  progress 
through  the  House  of  Commons;  but 
that  was  not  correct,  as  they  had,  in  his 
belief,  been  expanded. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  ex- 
plained that  he  meant  that  the  clauses 
m  question  had  shrunk  in  comparison 
with  the  form  in  which  they  were  fore- 
shadowed. 

Lord  O'HAGAN  retorted  that  if  that 
was  the  meaning  of  the  noble  Marquess 
his  own  statement  had  shrunk  wonder- 
fully. He  would  ask  the  noble  Mar- 
quess to  consider  whether  he  was  justi- 
fied in  condemning  this  Bill  when  the 
greater  part  of  it  was  based  upon  the 
Report  of  the  Richmond  Commission. 
What  was  the  question  which  had  been 
most  in  controversy?  Why,  the  secu- 
rity of  the  tenant  in  his  holding.  Great 
stress  had  been  laid  upon  the  security  of 
the  tenant  in  his  improvements,  and  it 
was  for  the  good  of  agriculture  and  the 
produce  of  the  country  that  those  im- 

§rovements  should  be  secured  to  him. 
!o  do  that  it  was  necessary  that  there 
should  be  legislative  interference  to  pro- 
tect him  from  an  arbitrary  increase  of 
rent.  Such  a  proposition  did  not  seem 
at  all  unnatural.  The  landlord  now 
could  raise  the  rent  at  any  time  as  much 
as  he  pleased,  and  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  suggested  that  such  an  ar- 
bitrary power  should  be  restrained  by 
law,  and  the  tenant  be  protected  in  that 
respect.  Now,  in  the  suggestions  of  the 
Report  were  involved  those  principles  in 
the  Bill  which  had  been  condemned  by 
the  noble  Marquess.  Then  the  noble 
Marquess  complained  of  the  composition 
of  the  Land  Commission ;  but  it  was  one 
worthy  of  commendation.  He  (Lord 
O'Hagan)  did  not  know  what  Mr.  Vernon 
was.  He  might  be  as  good  a  Conserva- 
tive as  the  noble  Marquess.  [''No, 
no !  "1  Well,  he  had  not  pronounced 
himself  on  either  side.  The  question 
was — Were  the  Commissioners  honest 
and  capable  men?  He  fully  believed 
that  they  were.  The  Commission  was  a 
very  good  one,  and  should  not  be  con- 
demned. Passing  from  these  matters, 
he  would  call  attention  to  the  great  ob- 
jects of  the  Bill.  He  had  lived  long  in 
Irelaudi  and  knew  something  of  the  leel- 
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ings  of  the  people,  and  he  did  not  : 
member  any  measure  which  had  oo 
manded  such  unanimity  of  support,  wil 
out  reference  to  Party  and  without  refl 
ence  to  sect.  The  people  supported  t 
Bill  because  they  saw  it  was  bei 
passed  for  their  good.  A  great  porti 
of  the  landed  interest  in  Ireland  sc 
ported  the  Bill.  Indeed,  the  Consen 
tive  gentlemen  of  Ireland,  long  bef( 
this  Bill  was  formulated,  had  come  f< 
ward  and  asked  that  its  principles  shoi 
be  the  basis  of  legislation.  The  Bill  h 
been  accepted  by  the  House  of  Commc 
and  by  the  mass  of  the  people  of  Irelai 
and  he  hoped  it  would  become  law.  1 
admitted  it  was  impossible  that  thi 
should  be  judicial  rents  without  a  vio 
tion  of  the  principles  of  political  e< 
nomy ;  but  in  reference  to  this  they  mi 
remember  that  what  suited  one  phase 
society  would  not  suit  another.  1 
people  of  Ireland  almost  exclusively  c 
pended  upon  the  land  for  subsisten 
The  land  was  life  with  them ;  the  wi 
of  it  destruction.  The  Commission, 
maintained,  was  justified  in  saying  tl 
freedom  of  contract  did  not  exist  in  L 
land ;  and,  therefore,  the  ordinary  pri 
ciples  of  political  economy  could  not ' 
rightly  applied  to  the  present  state 
things  in  Ireland  at  the  present  tin 
Another  objection  entertiuned  by  t 
opponents  of  the  Bill  was  that  it  woi 
subject  the  landlords  to  certain  loss 
But  he  believed  that,  if  it  were  admin 
tered  conscientiously  and  honestly, 
material  injury  would  be  done  to  t 
landlords.  If  a  fair  rent  was' what 
landlord  exacted  now  he  would  lose  i 
thing,  for  the  tribunal  by  whom  t 
judicial  rent  would  be  fixed  would  i 
with  perfectly  impartiality,  and  wot 
not  diminish  that  rent.  He  held  thai 
restoration  of  content  in  Ireland  woi 
be  a  most  beneficial  change  for  the  lax 
lords ;  and  if  the  effect  of  the  Bill  shoi 
be  to  regulate  affairs  in  such  a  way 
to  induce  the  payment  of  rent  as  dot 
mined  by  the  Court,  the  landlords,  : 
stead  of  losing  anything,  would  reap 
material  profit.  But  the  Bill  undoul 
edly  did  cause  a  loss.  Landlords  woi 
no  longer  be  able  to  do  exactly  wl 
they  pleased  with  their  own.  Th 
would  no  loneer  be  able  to  make  dei 
ances,  or  to  place  one  tenant  here  a 
displace  another  there.  In  fact,  t 
amenities  of  landlordism  would  be  h 
to  the  landlords.    But  was  not  the  pi 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC     ~"'^*^ 


278 


ZandZaw 


(AuausTl,  1881] 


ilrdand)  BiU.         274 


sent  condition  of  things  already  such  as 
to  limit  the  landlord's  power  ?  It  was 
the  landlords'  boast  that  the  power  of 
eviction  was  exercised  in  a  number  of 
cases  infinitesimally  small,  and  that  they 
liad  practically  given  up  their  power  of 
eviction.  Therefore,  without  the  operation 
of  the  Billy  the  landlords  had  of  their 
own  accord  abandoned  one  of  the  ameni- 
ties of  their  position.  It  was  said  that 
the  landlord  would  have  diminished 
power,  though  he  might  not  have  dimi- 
nished wealthy  and  to  most  men  the  loss 
of  power  was  not  agreeable.  But  might 
it  not  be  suggested  that  the  course  of 
events  had  already  greatly  shortened  the 
landlord's  aim,  and  limited  the  sphere 
of  his  old  dominion  ?  The  Act  of  1870 
was  undoubtedly  inconsistent  with  the 
claims  he  would  have  made  in  former 
times,  and  those  who  were  parties  to 
that  Act  committed  themselves  to  the 
principles  by  which  the  present  Bill  was 
justified.  Then,  might  it  not  be  asked 
whether,  practically,  the  landlords  of 
Ulster  wielded  less  legitimate  power  be- 
cause of  the  restraints  of  tenant  right  ? 
He  thought  the  answer  must  be  in  the 
negative,  and  so  tend  to  diminish  exag- 
gerated fear  of  change.  But  might  it 
not  be  said  that  Irish  proprietors,  and 
the  vast  majority  of  the  Irish  people, 
recognized  an  inevitable  necessity  for 
alteration  in  the  territorial  system  of  the 
country  ?  That  alteration  would  not  be 
without  its  compensation  if  the  new  con- 
dition of  things  promoted  peace  and 
order.  Establishing  the  supremacy  of 
the  law  in  the  affection  of  the  community, 
giving  them  a  new  sense  of  security,  and 
a  new  impulse  to  industrial  effort,  would 
surely  compensate  for  personal  sacrifices 
of  sentiment  and  pride.  Another  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill,  and  one  which  prevailed 
to  a  great  extent  with  society,  was  the 
supposition  that  if  this  Bill  were  passed 
for  Ireland  a  similar  measure  must  be 
passed  for  England.  In  fact,  proxitnuB 
wrdet.  It  was  forgotten  by  those  who 
put  forward  this  argument  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  two  countries  were 
absolutely  different ;  that  they  differed 
in  history,  traditions,  and  habits,  and  in 
the  mode  of  living  upon  the  land.  In 
Ireland  the  alternative  occupation  was 
wanted  which  in  England  enabled  men 
to  deal  fairly  with  their  fellow-men  upon 
a  footing  of  perfect  equality.  The  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  had  stated 
in  apamphlet  that  the  confiscations  that 


had  taken  place  in  the  past  had  no  bear- 
ing on  the  present  state  of  things.  In 
this  he  differed  from  the  noble  Duke, 
for  confiscations  had  produced  a  division 
of  classes  in  Ireland,  a  dominant  and 
servient  class,  and  been  a  disturbing 
force  in  Irish  affairs,  which  to  this  hour 
operated  to  the  injury  of  the  country. 
But  confiscations  should  not  alone  be 
referred  to  in  this  connection.  It  was 
not  merely  confiscation,  but  the  smother- 
ing of  manufactures  in  Ireland  which 
had  produced  the  existing  state  of  things. 
The  noble  Marquess  had  referred  to  that 
question  in  a  touching  speech  which  he 
delivered  last  Session.  Manufactures  in 
Ireland  were  destroyed.  The  commerce 
and  trade  of  Ireland  were  destroyed. 
Thousands  of  families  were  thus  at  once 
deprived  of  their  means  of  living.  Ire- 
land had  never  recovered  from  the  effects 
of  that  black  and  dismal  time.  There  was 
no  fair  reason  for  any  English  landed  pro- 
prietor to  fear  that  he  would  be  subjected 
to  any  of  the  treatment  to  which  Irish  pro- 
prietors would  be  subjected  under  this 
Bill.  But  he  wished  to  make  this  remark. 
When  the  Irish  Church  Disestablish- 
ment Act  was  passed  the  same  kind  of 
argument  was  used  as  their  Lordships 
had  heard  that  evening.  It  was  said 
that  the  disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  would  lead  to  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  in  England.  But 
was  there  a  man  living  who,  in  his  con- 
science, believed  that  the  Church  estab- 
lished in  England  was  a  bit  less  strong 
for  what  had  occurred  in  Ireland  ?  Was 
there  anyone  who  believed  that  the  re- 
moval of  that  great  abuse  had  not 
strengthened  the  Church  of  England? 
There  were  many  in  this  country  who, 
not  agreeing  in  the  doctrines  of  the 
Church  of  England,  still  regarded  her 
as  a  serviceable  breakwater  against  the 
infidelity  which  was  now  so  widely  pre- 
valent. Those  persons  who  held  such 
opinions,  if  the  question  came  to-mor- 
row whether  the  Church  of  England 
should  be  disestablished  or  not,  would 
strongly  oppose  her  disestablishment. 
They  might  believe  him  that,  to  main- 
tain wrong  in  Ireland,  would  not,  in  the 
least  degree,  prevent  the  doing  wrong 
in  England ;  neither  would  doing  right 
in  Ireland  in  the  smallest  degree  a&ct 
the  prosperity  of  England.  Let  them 
fear  nothing  except  the  unanswered  cry 
,  for  justice ;  let  them  fear  onlv  that  ne^- 
I  lected  appeals  for  mercy  would  result  in 
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cToating  grieyances  which  would  operate 
largely  to  the  evil  of  both  countries. 
With  respect  to  the  actual  proposals  of 
the  Billy  he  would  remark  that  it  did  not 
contain,  as  it  was  alleged  to  contain,  the 
**  three  F's  "  pure  and  simple.  It  con- 
tained only  two  F's — fair  rents  and  free 
sale.  Fixity  of  tenure  it  did  not  confer ; 
but  it  gave  security  of  tenure.  The 
Land  Question  was  absolutely  forced 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Oovemment. 
As  to  fair  rents,  it  was  all  that  the  land- 
lords themselves  claimed,  and  the  Bill 
could  secure  no  less  for  the  tenants.  If 
the  Party  represented  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  had  come  into  power, 
tney  could  not  have  avoided  legislation 
on  the  subject.  There  was  a  universal 
sentiment  that  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
had  not  fulfilled  its  office,  and  there  was 
a  feeling  of  discontent  and  dissatisfac- 
tion that  in  Ulster  the  rent  was  nibbled 
at,  and  then  came  the  distress  which 
culminated  in  the  year  1880,  making 
Ireland  the  centre  of  commiseration  on 
the  part  of  the  civilized  world.  Of  those 
sad  circumstances  the  present  measure 
was  the  outcome,  and  its  authors  should 
not  be  blamed  for  trying  to  make  it 
adequate  to  the  occasion,  so  comprehen- 
sive in  its  provisions  and  far-reaching  in 
its  efforts  as  to  accomplish  a  permanent 
improvement,  and,  if  possible,  prevent 
further  complaint  and  further  agitation. 
He  wished  to  quote  the  opinion  on  the 
subject  of  Mr.  Kavanagh,  a  gentleman 
entitled  to  consideration,  and  who  had 
proved  his  independence  by  refusing  to 
join  in  the  Report  of  the  Bessborough 
Commission,  and  making  a  Beport  him- 
self.    In  that  Report  he  said — 

*'  The  weight  of  ovidenco,  however,  hiis  proved 
that  the  qucntion  of  rent  is  at  the  bottom  of 
ever>'  other,  and  is  rcaUy,  whether  in  the  North 
or  the  South,  the  gist  of  the  grievances  which 
have  caused  much  of  the  present  dissatisfaction. 
I  think  the  evidence  suggests  the  conclusion 
that  the  Land  Act  as  now  in  force  does  not 
afford  sufKcient  protection  to  the  tenants  against 
the  unjust  exercise  of  the  power  to  raise  rents 
in  unscrupulous  hands ;  and  although  I  admit 
that  in  adopting  the  suggestion  of  a  system  of 
arbitration  for  the  settlement  of  disputes  as  to 
rcntfl  and  other  matters  of  valuation,  I  am  en- 
dorsing an  interference  with  rights  of  property 
and  freedom  of  contract  open  to  grave  econo- 
mical objections,  and  which  to  the  great  majority 
of  landowners  who  have  not  abused  their  powers 
will,  I  have  no  doubt,  appear  unwarrantable, 
yet,  having  regard  to  the  mischief  which  the 
unjust  exercise  of  the  power  has  occasioned,  I 
can  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than  that  in 
any  proposed  alteration  of  present  rents,  whe- 
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ther  at  the  instance  of  landlord  or  tenant,  when 
the  two  parties  cannot  agree  the  question  should 
be  left  to  arbitration,  with  final  reference,  in  the 
event  of  the  arbitrators  being  unable  to  agree 


upon  an  umpire,  to  a  Land  Court  or  ( 

which  hhould  be  appointed  for  that  and  other 


gentleman 
\  man  tho« 


purposes. 

That  was  the  opinion  of  i 
beyond  all  impeachment, 
rouffhly  acquainted  with  Ireland,  a  man 
of  Targe  property,  and  who  gave  hifl 
entire  attention  to  the  amdie  evidence 
which  was  laid  before  the  Commission. 
That  Commission  examined  some  150 
landlords  and  agents,  and  some  600  ten- 
ant farmers.  He  would  also  like  to  call 
attention  to  a  Conservative  meeting 
which  was  held  in  Armagh  before  the 

§  resent  Bill  was  formulated,  at  which 
ir  James  Stronge  presided,  and  at  which 
Mr.  Maxwell  Close  was  present,  where 
they  actually  passed  resolutions  pro- 
posing arbitration  with  regard  to  rents, 
and  thus  foreshadowing  what  was  after- 
wards embodied  in  the  BiU.  Taking 
into  consideration  the  recommendations 
of  the  two  Commissions,  he  asked  the 
House  whether  a  stronger  case  was  ever 
presented  in  support  of  legislation  than 
had  been  made  out  now  ?  The  case  of 
fair  rents  had  been  sustained  by  Mr. 
Kavanagh,  by  the  Conservative  gentiy 
of  Ulster,  and  the  Liberal  gentry  <n 
Ireland.  If  they  admitted  that  a  case 
for  fair  rents  had  been  made  out,  free 
sale  followed  as  a  necessary  consequence. 
There  had  existed  at  all  times  in  Ireland 
an  understanding  which  amounted  to  a 
practical  rule  that  the  tenant  had  a 
vested  interest  in  his  holding  never 
claimed  or  conceded  in  England.  At 
Common  Law  a  tenant  from  year  to 
year  had  a  perfect  right  to  sell,  and  un- 
less that  right  was  taken  away  by  con- 
tract or  custom,  that  right  was  as  good 
as  any  other  in  the  world.  It  was  said 
that  this  right  was  injurious  to  the  worth 
of  a  farm — that  it  took  away  the  capital 
which  a  man  ought  to  invest  in  his  farm. 
The  tenant  farmers  in  Ulster  understood 
their  interests  and  their  rights  as  well  as 
any  people  in  the  world,  and  if  there 
was  anything  they  valued  as  the  apple 
of  their  eye  it  was  the  possession  of  this 
tenant  right  of  Ulster.  It  had  been 
truly  said  by  a  gentleman  who  gave  evi- 
dence before  a  Committee  of  iheir  Lord- 
ships that  if  the  tenant  right  of  Ulster 
was  assailed,  all  the  force  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Horse  Ghiards  would  not 
suffice  to  keep  Ulster  down  or  to  pre- 
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serre  fhe  peace  in  that  Province.  Why, 
then,  should  the  advantages  of  free  sale 
not  follow  upon  a  fair  rent?  He  re- 
joiced that  in  one  matter  they  were 
agreed.  He  rejoiced  to  find  that  the 
noble  Marquess  desired  to  see  created 
in  Ireland  a  yeomanry  fixed  in  the  soil. 
Nothinff  was  more  desired  by  the  people 
themseWes.  For  many  years  he  had 
longed  to  see  the  day  when  that  might 
come,  and  that  the  chasm  between  wealth 
and  poverty  should  be  bridged  over.  It 
was  deeiraDle  that  they  should  have  a 
yeomanry  as  England  had,  happy  in 
their  hearths  and  homes,  and  faithful  to 
the  Constitution.  Whatever  assaults 
might  be  made  on  other  parts  of  the  Bill, 
he  noped  tius  would  be  left  unassailed, 
as  it  was,  he  believed,  unassailable. 
Then  thev  might  hope  to  see  a  body  of 
people  planted  in  the  soil,  giving  hos- 
tages to  fortune,  and  bound  oy  interest 
as  well  as  duty  to  maintain  law  and 
order,  and  promote  the  public  peace. 
He  looked  upon  this  Bill  as  a  great  mea- 
sure, vast  in  its  conceptions,  complete  in 
its  details,  and  certam  to  confer  here- 
after the  greatest  blessings  on  Ireland. 
The  House  would  not  reject,  and  he 
beffged  them  not  to  emasculate  it.  He 
did  not  think  that  the  Government  could 
regard  it  as  a  mere  measure  of  Land 
Beform;  he  thought  it  was  an  honest 
effort  for  the  redemption  of  a  people. 
Fortune  had  been  wayward  to  Ireland 
for  many  dismal  centuries ;  but  if  the 
Irish  tenant  were  placed  under  just  laws 
— ^onder  a  law  such  as  this  measure 
would  enact — he  would  play  his  part 
nobly  in  the  battie  of  life.  Ireland  had 
already  achieved  many  things— she  had 
achieved  religious  equality,  extended 
civil  rights,  and  diffused  education ;  and 
now,  he  was  happy  to  see,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  her  an  opportunity  of  se- 
curing for  her  sons  a  higher  education. 
All  these  things  were  desirable  ;  but  the 
passing  of  this  Bill  would  give  Ireland 
great  material  advantages ;  it  would  re- 
move a  secret  scourge,  and  make  Irish- 
men loyal  and  happy. 

The  Mahqubss  of  LANSDOWNE: 
My  Lords,  it  was  impossible  to  listen  to 
the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  has  just  addressed  the  House 
without  feeling  that  he  was  convinced 
of  the  necessity  and  of  the  justice  of  this 
measure.  In  the  eloquent  peroration 
widi  which  he  concluded  he  has  told  us 
thai  we  have  only  to  pass  this  Bill  in 


order  to  make  Irishmen  loyal  and 
happy.  My  Lords,  if  eloquent  pero- 
rations could  regenerate  a  nation,  Ire- 
land would  be  the  most  prosperous  and 
the  most  contented  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Your  Lordships  will,  how- 
ever, excuse  me  if  I  pass  from  the  pe- 
roration of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
to  the  dry  details  of  the  Bill  which  we 
are  about  to  discuss. 

The  first  impression  which  that  Bill 
produces  on  the  mind  of  the  reader  is 
that  it  is  one  of  the  most  composite 
measures  ever  submitted  to  Parliament. 
Now,  I  do  not  wish  to  complain  of  that. 
The  circumstances  of  Irish  land  tenure 
are  so  various  in  their  character  that  a 
certain  amount  of  variety  and  elasticity 
are  indispensable  in  any  measure  in- 
tended to  deal  with  them.  Elasticity, 
however,  is  one  thing,  and  inconsistency 
is  another ;  and  it  certainly  appears  to 
me  that  there  is  something  approaching 
to  inconsistency,  if  not  to  antagonism,  be- 
tween the  earlier  and  the  later  provisions 
of  this  Bill.  On  the  one  hand,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  propose  to  offer  large 
inducements  to  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  to 
become  proprietors  of  their  holdings. 
That  is  a  proposal  which  entirely  com* 
mends  itself  to  my  j  udgment .  I  approve 
of  it  for  many  reasons :  by  conferring  upon 
a  large  number  of  the  peasantry  of  Ire- 
land the  position  and  the  responsibilities 
of  ownership,  you  will  at  once  encourage 
them  to  thrift  and  industry,  and  you 
will  besides  accustom  them  to  the  idea 
that  their  success  or  failure  in  their 
vocation  depends  upon  themselves,  and 
that  they  must  look  to  their  own  exertions 
rather  than  to  the  assistance  of  their 
landlords  or  of  the  State,  if  they  intend 
to  surmount  the  difficulties  which  they 
have  to  encounter.  Nothing  will  add 
so  much  to  the  stability  of  the  social 
system  in  Ireland  as  a  large  addition  to 
the  number  of  owners  of  land  in  that 
country;  nothing  will  do  so  much  to 
prevent  recurrent  demands  for  extreme 
legislation,  and  the  expectation  that 
those  demands  are  to  be  satisfied  by  the 
introduction  of  a  new  Land  Bill  ence  in 
every  ten  years. 

I  will  make  one  observation  only 
with  regard  to  this  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment measure.  These  new  proprietors 
who  will  come  into  existence  under  the 
Purchase  Clauses  will,  it  may  fairly  be 
assumed,  in  some  cases  not  care  to  oc- 
cupy their  holdings  or  to  work  their 
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land  {hemselyoB.  In  this  event  they 
will  let  their  fanns,  and  thus  the  rela- 
tion of  landlord  and  tenant  will  re-anse. 
Now,  I  observe  that  all  tenancies  created 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act  are  to  be 
"future"  tenancies,  and  that  the  ten- 
ants of  such  future  tenancies  are  not  to 
enjoy  the  same  privileges  of  access  to 
the  Court  and  protection  from  exorbitant 
rents  which  the  Bill  accords  to  tenancies 
already  in  existence.  This  being  so,  I 
should  like  to  ask  your  Lordships  whe- 
ther it  is  quite  clear  that  these  new  land- 
lords will  prove  fit  to  be  trusted  with  an 
amount  of  liberty  which  you  altogether 
deny  to  the  present  race  of  landlords  ? 
I  confess  that  our  experience  of  the 
conduct  of  Irish  tenants,  when  any 
accident  places  them  in  the  position  of 
landlords  over  sub-tenants  of  their  own, 
does  not  inspire  me  with  much  confidence 
that  they  will  use  wisely  the  discretion 
which  you  are  ready  to  intrust  to  them, 
but  with  which  you  will  not  intrust  the 
persons  who  are  at  this  moment  owners 
of  Irish  estates. 

I  must,  however,  admit  that,  in  my 
opinion,  this  danger,  if  it  exists,  is  not 
a  very  imminent  one.  I  doubt  ex- 
tremely whether  we  are  likely  to  be 
confronted  with  a  very  large  number 
of  these  new  proprietors,  and  for  this 
reason — While  you  are,  with  one  hand, 
offering  to  the  Irish  tenants  these  fa- 
cilities for  acquiring  the  fee  simple  of 
their  farms,  you  are,  with  the  other 
hand,  strengthening  their  position  as 
tenants  to  such  an  extent  that  there  Jc^ill 
be  little,  if  any,  inducement  to  them  to 
give  up  that  position  for  the  position 
of  proprietor.  Why,  I  would  ask  the 
House,  should  one  of  these  men  submit, 
as  he  will  probably  have  to  do,  to  an 
addition  to  his  rent  for  35  years,  why 
should  he  substitute  for  a  landlord  from 
whom  he  has  a  good  deal  to  hope  and 
very  little  to  fear  the  stem  and  in- 
exorable landlordism  of  the  State, 
merely  in  order  that  at  the  end  of  those 
85  years  his  successors  may  have  a 
chance  of  becoming  owners  of  the  fee 
simple  of  the  land?  The  two  pro- 
posals, my  Lords,  appear  to  me  to  be 
in  opposition  to  each  other.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  running  two 
horses,  and  cannot  win  with  both.  It 
would  be  interesting  to  know  upon 
which  of  the  two  thev  really  rely.  I 
have  observed  lately  tnat  whenever  any 
suggestion  is  made  with  the  object  of 
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accelerating  or  simplifying  the  operatioii 
of  the  Purchase  Glauses,  a  cry  is  raised 
that  the  public  purse  is  in  danger,  and 
that  we  must  be  very  careful  what  we 
are  about.  I  draw  my  own  condasion 
from  these  facts ;  it  is  to  the  effect  that 
the  real  proposals  of  the  Government 
are  to  be  found  in  those  clauses  which 
deal  with  the  question  of  tenure,  and 
that  the  scheme  for  creating  small 
proprietors  is  likely  to  prove  little  more 
than  a  sterile  expression  of  those  un- 
charitable feelings  towards  large  pro- 
prietors which  some  Members  of  the 
Ministry  have  never  cared  to  conceal. 

I  wiU,  therefore,  my  Lords,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  say  a  few 
words  with  regard  to  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  on  the  question  of 
tenure.  I  confess  that  those  proposals 
appear  to  me  to  be  open  to  suspicion, 
both  on  account  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  they  are  made,  and  on 
account  of  the  arguments  which  have 
been  used  in  their  support.  And,  first 
of  all,  I  desire  to  raise  my  protest 
against  the  argument  that  this  Bill  is  a 
legitimate  development  of  the  Act  of 
1870.  This  Bill,  my  Lords,  is  no  deve* 
lopment  of  the  Act  of  1870.  It  is  the 
repudiation  of  the  Act  of  1870  by  the 
Ministers  who  were  its  authors.  We 
are  told  that,  in  assenting  to  the  3rd  sec- 
tion of  that  Act,  we  unconsciously  com- 
mitted ourselves  to  the  principle  of  this 
Bill ;  we  are  told  that  that  clause  con- 
ferred upon  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  if 
not  a  proprietary  right  in  their  holdings, 
at  all  events  something  which  was  un- 
distinffuishable  from  such  a  right.  I 
own  that  I  am  filled  with  alarm  when  I 
contemplate  these  unconscious  exercises 
of  our  predatory  instincts.  1  venture, 
however,  to  submit  to  your  Lordships 
that  this  theory  is  not  one  which  will 
bear  examination.  We  passed  the  3rd 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1870  not  inad- 
vertently, but  with  a  full  knowledge  of 
what  we  were  about.  Allow  me  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  the  facts.  Parlia- 
ment, it  is  true,  consented  to  confer 
upon  the  tenants  a  right  to  compensation 
for  *'  disturbance"  over  and  above  any- 
thing which  they  could  claim  on  account 
of  improvements;  but  in  doing  so  it 
imposed  two  limits,  distinctly  expressed, 
upon  the  concession.  In  the  first  place, 
we  limited  it  to  the  smaller  tenants,  on 
whose  behalf  a  special  and,  to  my  mind, 
irresistible  appeal  was  made  to  us.  They 
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were  the  men  of  whom  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  spoke  to  us  with 
so  much  feeling  and  sympathy  a  few 
nights  ago — the  men  whom  the  neglect 
or  mismanagement  of  our  predecessors 
brought  into  their  present  position.  To 
those  men  a  mere  payment  for  their 
scanty  improvements,  often  valueless  in 
fact,  but  perhaps  representing  the  toil 
of  years,  would  be  no  consolation  for 
the  loss  of  their  homes,  miserable  though 
those  homes  might  be,  and  for  this  rea- 
son their  case  was  specially  dealt  with. 
That  was  the  first  limit ;  but  there  was  a 
second  and  not  less  important  one.  These 
tenants  were  to  be  entitled  to  this  com- 
pensation only  in  those  cases  where  they 
were  arbitrarily  removed  from  their  hold- 
ings by  the  landlord,  so  that  the  pay- 
ment which  was  to  be  a  solatium  to  the 
tenant  was  to  be  also  a  deterrent  to  the 
landlord,  who  would  find  that  a  capricious 
exercise  of  his  rights  would  involve  him 
in  considerable  expense.  I  believe  there 
is  no  doubt  as  to  the  historical  accuracy 
of  this  account.  It  is  confirmed  by  the 
fact  that  the  scale  of  compensation  is  to 
be  explained  on  no  other  assumption. 
The  sum  which  the  tenant  can  claim 
under  that  scale  varies  inversely  with 
the  flLee  of  his  holding ;  in  other  words, 
the  landlord  has  to  make  the  heaviest 
payment  where  the  tenant's  interest  is 
presumably  least  valuable,  but  where 
the  temptation  to  obliterate  the  holding 
10  presumably  greatest.  That  was  the 
arrangement  of  1870,  and  I  believe  we 
entered  into  it  knowing  perfectlv  what 
we  were  about.  If,  however,  tnere  is 
any  doubt  on  this  point,  I  will  remind 
jfour  Lordships  of  what  was  then  said 
m  ''another  place"  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  upon  the  Woolsack,  then 
Sir  Boundell  P^mer,  who  certainly  ap- 
preciated very  clearly  the  nature  of  the 
proposals  which  were  then  under  discus- 
sion. Sir  Boundell  Palmer,  my  Lords, 
n»eaking  on  the  4th  of  April,  1870,  of 
this  Srd  clause,  used  these  words — 

''I  must  ezprefls  my  opinion  that  in  giving 
tiui  compenflation  the  most  cztrome  caution  is 
mtnred,  because  unless  in  its  practical  appli- 
catum  you  keep  the  principle  within  proper 
limits,  sad  accompany  it  with  all  reasonable 
eheeki,  it  will  become  an  invasion  of  all  the 
limits  of  property."— [3  Saruard,  cc.  1211.1 

What  were  the  limits,  then,  in  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  contemplation  ?  He 
prooeeded  to  describe  them — 

"  Jif*'  he  nidy  "  there  is  a  tenant  from  year 
\ojmt€i  590  sores  at  i^2  an  acre,  that  tenant 


cannot  receive  notice  to  quit  without  being 
enabled  to  call  upon  his  landlord  to  pay  him  a 
year's  rent  under  this  new  scale.  Well,  Sir, 
that  is  perfectly  extravagant." — [Ibid.  1214.] 

And  further  on  he  continued — 

"  I  am  satisfied,  from  all  I  have  heard  of 
Ireland,  that  tenancies  of  land,  valued  at  £50 
a-year  and  upwards,  are  not  tenancies  of  the 
class  which  requires  this  extraordinary  legis- 
lation. I  am  convinced  that  wo  may  safely 
except  them  altogether  from  the  Bill.  — [Ihid. 
1216.] 

That,  my  Lords,  was  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  in  1870.  The 
two  limits  were  clearly  expressed  then  ; 
both  of  them  are  swept  away  now.  The 
proprietary  rights  conceded  by  this  Bill 
are  conferred  indiscriminately  upon  all 
tenants  large  and  small ;  the  landlord  is 
deprived  of  the  power  of  capriciously 
removing  his  tenant,  and  as  the  ten- 
ant's right  to  claim  compensation  in  a 
contingency  which  cannot  arise  will 
be  valueless,  that  conditional  and  con- 
tingent claim  is  converted  into  a  sub- 
stantive right  saleable  by  the  tenant, 
and,  as  I  shall  show  your  Lordships, 
realized  by  him  to  the  ultimate  detriment 
of  the  landlord's  interest  in  his  estate. 

There  is  another  argument  to  which  I 
would  refer  in  this  connection.  We  are 
told  that  the  Land  Act  of  1870  has 
proved  a  failure,  and  that  new  legisla- 
tion has  been  rendered  necessary,  owing 
to  the  alterations  to  which  that  Act  was 
subjected  at  the  instance  of  the  landlord 
party,  and  notably  owing  to  the  mutila- 
tions which  it  underwent  at  your  Lord- 
ships' hands.  Now,  I  should  like  to  say 
a  few  words  as  to  these  alterations  and 
mutilations.  I  cannot,  of  course,  enter 
upon  an  examination  of  every  Amend- 
ment which  was  made  in  the  Bill  during 
its  passage,  but  I  will  take  three  of  the 
points  upon  which  most  stress  is  laid  by 
those  who  insist  upon  this  theory.  In 
the  first  place,  it  was,  no  doubt,  the 
original  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, as  expressed  in  the  Prime 
Minister's  speech  in  moving  the  first 
reading  of  the  Bill,  that  the  limit  below 
which  no  tenant  should  bo  allowed  to 
contract  himself  out  of  its  benefit  should 
stand  at  £100.  That  limit  was,  we  are 
told,  lowered  to  £50.  This  change  was, 
it  is  true,  not  made  in  your  Lordships' 
House ;  but  it  is  represented  as  having 
been  the  work  of  what  is  spoken  of  as. 
the  landlord  party  elsewhere.  Now, 
what  are  the  facts  ?  I  observe,  on  refer- 
ence to  the  Beports  of  what  took  place 
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in  the  other  House,  that  £50  was  the 
limit  which  the  Gk)veminent,  through 
the  mouth  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  then 
Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue,  themselves 
suggested  as  that  above  which  *' perfect 
freedom  of  contract "  ought  as  a  matter 
of  justice  to  be  allowed  to  the  parties. 
There  was  no  discussion  and  no  resist- 
ance. The  change  of  the  limit  affected 
no  more  than  24,000  out  of  the  600,000 
occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland,  and  those 
24,000  were  the  very  men  whom  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 
described  in  the  debates  from  which  I 
have  already  quoted  as  being  men  of  a 

*<  Superior  class  who  had  no  moral  claim  to 
be  relieved  from  the  contracts  which  they 
might  make,'* 

and  whose  inclusion  in  the  Bill  would 
constitute  an  ''  invasion  of  all  the  rights 
of  property." 

The  second  "mutilation"  was  one 
which  occurred  in  your  Lordships' 
House.  It  had  reference  to  the  ten- 
ant's right  of  assignment.  Every  ten- 
ant had,  as  we  are  all  aware,  at  Com- 
mon Law,  a  right  of  assigning  his  inte- 
rest in  his  holding.  As,  however,  the 
landlord  had  also  the  right  of  refusing 
to  accept  the  assignee,  it  is  evident 
that  the  tenant's  right  was  merely  tech- 
nical and  of  no  practical  value  to  him. 
Your  Lordships  findino^  that,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  the  assignee  might 
put  forward  a  claim  to  be  compensated 
if  the  landlord  refused  to  accept  him, 
inserted  an  Amendment  to  the  effect  that 
he  should  not  be  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion, or,  in  other  words,  that  he  should 
not  be  regarded  as  having  been  capri- 
ciously disturbed  bv  the  landlord,  unless 
the  landlord  had  first  agreed  to  accept 
him  as  tenant.  Now,  it  was  objected 
to  this  Amendment  that  in  some  cases, 
whore,  for  instance,  assigpament  without 
the  landlords'  consent  had  been  usual, 
the  assignee  might  have  some  cause  for 
complaint  if  he  were  absolutely  pre- 
cluded from  compensation,  and  accord- 
ingly a  suggestion  was  made  that  the 
operation  of  the  Amendment  should  be 
limited  to  estates  upon  which  it  was  the 
clearly  established  custom  not  to  permit 
assignment  without  the  concurrence  of 
the  landlord.  From  the  manner  in  which 
the  action  of  your  Lordships  in  regard  to 
this  provision  has  been  criticized,  I  own 
that  1  was  under  the  impression  that  the 
suggestion  which  I  have  described  had 
proceeded  from  some  ingeniously  minded 
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Peer  on  the  oppodte  aide  of  the  Houae* 
On  reference,  however,  to  the  reoordB,  I 
find  that  the  suggestion  oame  from  llie 
noble  Earl  the  Seoretaiy  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  (Earl  Ghranville),  whoniade 
the  proposal  without  a  word  of  oroteet, 
and  apparently  as  affording,  in  his  opi- 
nion, a  perfectly  just  and  equitable  aolU' 
tion  of  tne  difficulty. 

I  will  refer  to  one  more  caae  of  al- 
leged mutilation.  When  the  Bill  came 
up  to  your  Lordships  it  contained  a 
clause  under  which  the  Court  was  em- 
powered to  allow  the  tenant  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  upon  "special 
nounds,"eventhoughhemightbeevioted 
for  non-payment  of  rent,  and,  tiierefore, 
primd  faoie^  not  entitled  to  such  compen- 
sation. This  clause  your  Lordanipe 
undoubtedly  amended:  you  atrack  out 
the  reference  to  "  speciaf  gxoonda,"  and 
you  inserted  words  to  the  effect  thai 
compensation,  where  the  eviction  was 
for  non-payment,  should  be  given  only 
where  the  landlord  had  allowed  arreazs 
of  rent  to  accumulate  over  the  tenant's 
head  for  more  than  three  years,  or  where . 
the  Court  should  be  of  opinion  that  the 
rent  itself  was  an  exorbitant  one.  Now, 
your  Lordships,  perhaps,  imagine  that 
this  alteration  was  imposed  upon  the 
Government,  and  accepted  by  tnem  re- 
luctantly, and  under  protest.  Nothuig 
of  the  sort.  When  the  matter  was  under 
discussion  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  was  then  and  is  now  Chancellor  &r 
Ireland  rose  in  his  place,  and  expUdned 
that  these  cases  were  not  only  tiie  80it<rf 
cases,  but  that  they  were  the  only  oases  &r 
which  the  Oovemment  had  intended  to 
provide,  and  thereupon,  at  the  instanosof 
the  noble  and  leameid  Earl  (Earl  OaixnB), 
and  with  the  ftill  concurrenoe  of  the 
Government,  the  clause  was  amended  ao 
as  to  make  it  point  directly  at  these  two 
cases.  These,  my  Lords,  are  the  mole- 
heaps  out  of  which  mountains  of  arga- 
ment  are  constructed.  The  statement  is 
repeated  until  it  obtains  belief,  and  the 

Sublic  is  persuaded  that  your  Lordships 
eliberately  spoiled  agreat  measure  which 
would  have  worked  well  if  it  had  passed 
in  the  shape  in  which  you  received  it 
I  trust  it  will  not  be  forgotten  thst 
these  three  acts  of  mutilation,  which  are 
the  stock-in-trade  of  those  who  have 
adopted  this  theory,  were  carried  out 
with  the  full  and  caressed  i^iproval  of 
a  Triumvirate  consisting  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack^  Ac  noble 
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Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  and  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland.  It  is 
also  not  unworthy  of  remark  that  very 
little  was  heard  of  those  mutilations 
until  after  the  outbreak  of  the  agitation 
now  prevailing  in  Ireland,  and  after  the 
Oovemment  had  determined  to  abandon 
their  old  lines  and  to  make  a  new  de- 
parture in  legislating  as  to  Irish  land. 
A  few  months  ago  Uie  country  was  de- 
scribed by  the  Prime  Minister  as  being 
in  a  condition  of  unexampled  prosperity : 
the  Peace  Preservation  Acts  were  not 
renewed — not  a  word  was  said  as  to  the 
necessity  of  a  revolution  in  the  Land 
Laws.  It  is  only  when  the  disorder  of 
the  country,  after  being  allowed  to  run 
on  unchecked,  becomes  intolerable,  that 
we  make  this  opportune  discovery,  and 
find  out  that  whatever  goes  wrong  on 
the  other  side  of  St.  George's  Channel 
is  due  to  half-a-dozen  insignificant 
Amendments  made  ten  years  ago  in  the 
Irish  Land  Bill.  Arguments  of  this 
kind,  my  Lords,  are  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bolstering  up  a  weak  case. 
Ministers  arrive  at  a  hasty  conclusion ; 
they  allow  their  hand  to  be  forced,  and 
tiien,  desiring  to  justify  their  action, 
itiey  catch  at  any  pretext,  at  any  plau- 
silue  theory,  in  their  endeavour  to  jus- 
tify the  position  into  which  they  have 
allowed  themselves  to  drift. 

My  Lords,  I  am  certainly  not  one  of 
those  who  believe  that  the  settlement  of 
1 870  was  a  perfect  settlement.  It  was,  I 
believe,  imperfect  in  many  respects.  With 
regard  to  one  x>oint,  I  entirely  share  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
iteesborough)  and  his  Colleagues.  It 
seems  to  me  that  where  landlord  and 
tenant  are  unable  to  agree  upon  a  mere 
question  of  rent  it  should  be  possible  for 
either  to  appeal  to  the  Court  for  its  ar- 
bitration, without  first  compelling  the 
landlord,  as  he  is  now  compelled,  to  put 
aa  end  to  the  tenancy,  so  as  to  bring 
ibe  question  before  the  Court  as  a  ques- 
tion of  compensation  to  the  tenant  for 
his  loss  on  quitting  his  holding.  That 
is  a  point  which  requires  consideration, 
and  there  are,  no  doubt,  many  others ; 
but  remember  this — we  are  not  asked 
to  remove  blots  and  imperfections  in  the 
existing  system,  but  to  substitute  for  it 
an  entirely  new  one ;  and  I  own  that  I 
am  wholly  unable  to  see  why,  because 
a  few  such  blots  have  been  discovered, 
why,  because  the  Bessborough  Commis- 


sion have  brought  to  light  a  few  more 
or  less  apocrypnal  cases  of  misconduct 
on  the  part  of  the  landlords,  whom  the 
Prime  Minister  has  acquitted  as  a  whole, 
we  are  to  concede  to  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land those  *' three F's,"  which,  until  a  few 
weeks  ago,  every  Minister  sitting  on  the 
Bench  below  me  regarded  as  outside  the 
possibilities  of  Irish  legislation. 

The  fact  is,  my  Lords,  that  this  is  not  an 
attempt  to  remove  imperfections  from  the 
existing  law.  It  is  an  attempt  to  quell 
an  agrarian  rebellion  by  the  wholesale 
concession  of  proprietary  rights  to  the 
peasantry  of  Ireland — a  concession  which 
has  been  extorted  by  violence  and  agi- 
tation. These  rights  you  are  asked  to 
create :  do  not  let  us  be  deluded  into  the 
belief  that  we  are  merely  going  to  re- 
co^ize  and  legalize  something  which 
exists  already.  The  Lord  Privy  Seal 
says  that  the  concession  is  called  for, 
because  the  Irish  tenants  have  executed 
improvements  on  their  holdings  ;  but 
you  are  asked  to  concede  the  same  pri- 
vileges even  if  the  tenant  has  never  ex- 
pended 6d,  upon  the  permanent  im- 
provement of  his  farm.  The  Lord  Privy 
Seal,  unintentionally,  no  doubt,  took  us 
into  his  confidence  as  to  these  improve- 
ments, upon  which  he  rests  his  case.  He 
told  us,  m  the  speech  to  which  we  have 

i'ust  listened,  that  the  improvements  in 
reland  **had  almost  all  to  be  done," 
and  the  buildings  ''almost  all  to  be 
built."  What,  then,  becomes  of  the 
argument  founded  on  the  tenant's  im- 
provements ?  But  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
referred,  also,  to  the  general  prevalence 
of  local  customs  as  favouring  the  con- 
tention that  the  tenant  had  a  quasi-pro- 
prietary  riffht.  I  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  those  local  customs  were  ade- 
quately protected  under  the  existing  law; 
but,  be  that  as  it  may,  this  Bill  gives  free 
sale  to  every  tenant  in  Ireland,  whether 
a  local  custom  does  or  does  not  prevail 
in  the  district,  and,  which  is  the  hardest 
case  of  all,  even  where  the  tenant's  in- 
terest under  such  a  custom  has  been 
bought  and  extinguished  by  the  land- 
lord at  the  express  invitation  of  the 
Legislature,  as  declared  in  the  1st  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1870. 

I  should  like  your  Lordships  to  consider 
for  a  moment  what  are  the  factors  in  this 
saleable  right  which  we  are  about  to  con- 
fer upon  the  tenants.  They  are  obviously 
two —  the  rent  at  which  he  will  hold  his 
farm,  and  the  term  during  which  it  is 
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seoored  to  him.  The  rent  is,  I  observe, 
to  be  **a  fair  rent;"  and  I  pre- 
sume no  one  objects  to  that.  I  must 
also  admit  that  this  part  of  the  Bill 
has  been  greatly  improved  by  the 
omission  of  some  of  the  words  which  it 
originally  contained.  The  general  direc- 
tion given  to  the  Court  to  consider  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  holding, 
and  district,  is,  I  think,  a  sufficient  one  ; 
and  I  regret  that  to  that  direction  should 
have  been  added  another  to  the  effect 
that  the  Court  is  also  to  "  have  regard 
to  the  interests  of  the  landlord  and 
tenant  respectively."  These  are  plau- 
sible words ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  they 
are,  if  they  have  any  meaning,  full  of 
danger.  Take,  in  the  first  place,  the  re- 
ference to  the  landlord's  interest.  The 
landlords,  I  am  sure,  will  be  grateful  for 
the  admission  that  they  have  an  in- 
terest ;  but  I  should  like  to  know  how 
the  Court  could  possibly  determine  the 
letting  value  of  a  holding  without  refer- 
ence to  the  landlord's  interest?  The 
reference  to  the  landlord's  interest  is 
surplusage  ;  but  it  is  mischievous  sur- 
plusage, for  the  words  are  made  an  ex- 
cuse for  directing  the  Court  to  have 
reference  in  fixing  the  rent  to  the  tenant's 
interest;  and,  unless  I  am  much  mis- 
taken, this  direction  will  be  regarded  as 
mandatory  on  the  Court  to  reduce  a  rent 
— ^which  may  originally  have  been  a 
perfectly  reasonable  one — in  order  to 
protect  and  keep  alive  the  newly  created 
interest  which  this  Bill  gives  to  the  ten- 
ant, and  which,  judging  from  past  ex- 
perience, will,  in  many  instances,  be- 
come inflated  to  a  very  extravagant 
amount. 

I  will  not,  however,  press  this  point 
further,  and  I  will  pass  to  the  term 
for  which  the  tenant  is  to  be  secured 
in  his  holding.  I  heard  with  great 
pleasure  the  frank  admission  of  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  that  he  **  was  not 
ashamed  of  the  '  three  F's.'  "  I  wish 
equal  frankness  had  been  used  through- 
out by  his  Colleagues,  and  that  we  had 
heard  a  little  less  of  those  ingenious  dis- 
tinctions between  fixity  of  tenure  and 
**  the  very  little  f "  of  which  the  Prime 
Minister  admitted  the  existence,  and  of 
the  difference  between  perpetuity  of 
tenure  on  the  one  hand,  and  continuity 
and  durability  of  tenure  on  the  other. 
These  extenuations  are  ominous  for  the 
future,  when  we  consider  that  they  are 
resorted  to  by  the  statesman  who  may  be 
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regarded  as  the  inventor  of  the  germ 
theory  in  politics,  and  whose  coloeaal 
ingenuity  was  able  to  discover  in  the 
moderate  legislation  of  1870  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 
The  motives,  however,  of  those  who  talk 
of  '*  little  fs,"  and  who  otherwise  ex- 
tenuate the  concessions  of  the  Bill,  are 
obvious  enough.  The  extenuations  serve 
a  double  object — they  serve  to  vindicate 
the  consistency  of  the  Ministry,  most  of 
whom  have,  at  one  time  or  another,  de- 
monstrated the  injustice  and  the  imprac- 
ticability of  these  very  concessions ;  and 
they  serve,  also,  this  purpose — that  in 
whatever  proportion  Ministers  are  able 
to  minimize  the  concessions  which  they 
are  making  to  the  tenants,  in  the  same 
proportion  they  are  able  to  minimize  the 
claims  which  may  be  put  forward  by  the 
landlords,  at  whose  expense  those  con- 
cessions are  to  be  made,  to  be  compen- 
sated for  the  loss  which  they  will  sustain. 
My  Lords,  that  which  this  Bill  gives  to 
the  tenant  is  perpetuity  of  tenure,  sub- 
ject to  revision  of  rent  at  intervals  of  15 
years ;  we  are  told  that  the  landlord  is  to 
have  the  power  of  resumption,  and  that 
resumption  is  inconsistent  with  per- 
petuity. What  is  the  landlord's  power 
of  resumption  under  this  Bill  ?  It  arises 
when  the  tenant  wishes  to  sell,  or  when 
he  has  violated  the  statutory  conditions, 
or  when,  after  15  years,  the  landlord  can 
satisfy  the  Court  that  it  is  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  holding  or  estate  that  he 
should  resume  upon  full  payment  to  the 
tenant  of  any  compensation  which  the 
Court  may  consider  to  be  due.  As  far  as 
I  am  aware,  none  of  the  advocates  of 
fixity  of  tenure  ever  proposed  that  the 
tenant  should  retain  nis  holding,  whe- 
ther he  paid  his  rent  or  not,  whether  he 
burned  his  land  or  not,  whether  he 
wished  to  sell  his  interest  or  not.  Those 
who  deny  the  existence  of  fixity  of 
tenure  in  this  Bill  first  attach  to  that 
expression  a  sense  which  no  one  ever 
attached  to  it,  and  then,  having  shown 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  do  not 
give  fixity  in  their  sense  of  the  word, 
they  proceed  to  argue  that  there  is  no 
fixity  in  the  measure.  These  refinements 
upon  the  meaning  of  words  may  be  an 
agreeable  intellectual  exercise  to  those 
who  indulge  in  them  ;  but  no  one  is  de- 
ceived by  them.  The  landlords  are  not 
quite  so  foolish  as  to  be  misled  by  them; 
the  tenants  are  quick  witted  enough  to 
take  them  for  what  they  are  worth« 
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The  English  puhlic  will,  at  any  rate,  i 
haTe  no  one  bat  itself  to  blame  if  it 
misapprehends  what  is  tating  place,  for 
on  the  day  after  the  Prime  Minister  had 
delivered  his  elaborate  disquisition  upon 
the  difEerence  between  durability  and 
perpetuity  of  tenure,  two  of  the  leading 
organs  of  Liberal  opinion  took  him  to 
task — ^the  first  congratulating  him  on  the 
"  exquisite  felicity  of  his  language/'  but 
pointing  out  to  its  readers  that  it  was 
"  nothing  much  higher  than  a  play  upon 
words  without  any  very  practical  issue;" 
the  seoond  mildly  reproving  him  for 
what  it  termed  his  *' needlessly  candid 
deterioration  of  the  measure." 

And  now,  my  Lords,  I  will,  with  your 
permission,  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  po- 
sition in  which  this  Bill  will  leave  the  two 
parties  whom  it  affects.  Let  us,  in  the 
first  place,  consider  the  position  of  the 
tenants :  it  may,  I  think,  be  disposed  of 
in  a  few  words.  The  advantages  which 
this  Bill  confers  will  be  limited  to  the 
tenanto  already  upon  the  land,  who  will 
be  liberally  endowed  and  given  the 
power  of  selling  that  which  they  never 
Dought.  The  mture  race,  who  will  in 
process  of  time  replace  these,  will  gain 
no  such  advantege.  They  will  pay  two 
rente,  one  to  the  landlord  and  another  to 
their  predecessors ;  and  they  will,  in  too 
many  cases,  be  driven  into  the  arms  of 
the  local  usurers  and  money  lenders, 
whose  authority  will,  to  a  large  extent, 
replace  that  of  the  landlords.  These 
seem  to  me  to  be  the  obvious  conse- 

aaenoes  of  the  Bill.  That  it  will  be  to 
iie  advantage  of  the  existing  tenants 
only  is  admitted  by  a  high  authority  on 
these  matters,  the  Colleague  of  the  noble 
Earl,  Baron  Dowse,  the  agricultural 
Commissioner.  **  The  people,"  says 
Boaron  Dowse — the  remark  is  one  which 
he  interpolated  during  the  examination 
of  a  witness  before  the  Bessborough 
Oommission — "  who  require  protection 
are  those  that  are  in,  not  those  that  are 
out."     Everything,  in  other  words,  is  to 

£>e  way  to  present  convenience.  We 
kve  all  heard  the  saying,  ''  Posterity 
never  did  anything  for  me,  whj  should 
I  do  anything  for  posterity ; "  and  wo 
have  always  understood  that  the  words 
were  those  of  a  distinguished  but  un- 
Imown  Irishman.  Is  it  possible  that 
the  author  of  the  aphqrism  is  at  last 
revealed  to  us  in  the  person  of  the  learned 
Member  of  the  Bessborough  Commission  ? 
Siieh  will  be  the  position  in  which  this 
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Bill  will  leave  the  tenants  of  Ireland — a 
position  which  those  who  are  fortunate 
enough  to  be  in  occupation  of  land 
when  this  Bill  passes  will,  no  doubt, 
find  extremely  advantageous  to  their 
pockete.  I  leave  it  to  your  Lordships 
to  judge  how  far,  if  we  look  to  tne 
ulterior  effects  of  the  measure,  the  ten- 
ante  are  likely  to  be  benefited  by  it. 

And  now,  my  Lords,  let  us  pass  from 
the  tenant  to  the  landlord,  and  consider 
how  he  will  be  affected  by  the  change. 
By  this  Bill,  in  the  first  place  you  de- 
prive the  landlord  of  two  of  the  prin- 
cipal attributes  of  ownership — the  right 
of  determining  whether  he  will  or  will 
not  let  his  own  land,  and  the  right  of 
selecting  the  person  to  whom  he  wishes 
to  let  it.  The  owner  of  a  farm  may  in 
past  years  have  let  the  land  for  dO«.  an 
acre.  He  may  be  willing  and  glad  to 
let  it  at  that  rate ;  under  this  Bill  he 
is  liable  to  be  told  that,  whether  he 
likes  it  or  not,  he  is  to  let  it  at  20«., 
even  though  he  may  much  prefer  to 
retain  it  in  his  own  hands  ramer  than 
part  with  it  upon  such  terms.  When 
this  Bill  has  oecome  law,  any  tenant 
who  happens  to  be  in  occupation  of  a 
farm  may  dispose  of  it  for  the  best  price 
which  he  can  obtein  to  some  person  in 
whose  selection  the  landlord  has  neither 
voice  nor  part.  Even  the  stony  hearte 
of  the  Bessborough  Commissioners  are 
a  little  touched  at  the  hardship  of  the 
step.     The  Commissioners  say — 

"  Tho  right  of  free  sale,  oven  moro  than 
flxity  of  tenure,  interferes  with  the  landlord's 
right  of  control  over  his  property,  in  respect  of 
his  power  to  choose  the  tenants  by  whom  he  is 
siu^ounded,  and  to  surround  himself  with  those 
whom  ho  profors.  It  renders  him  liable  to  the 
intrusion  of  a  tenant  to  whom  lie  may  have  a 
strong  personal  objection,  unless  that  objection 
should  fall  within  the  definition,  as  interpreted 
by  the  tribunal,  of  a  reasonable  veto." — \Report 
of  BeMborough  Commisaion^  par.  77.] 

The  Commissioners  conclude  by  the  ob- 
servation— a  somewhat  wonderful  one 
— that  the  right  in  question  ''  is  not 
calculated  to  lessen  the  value  of  the 
landlord's  property." 

We  shall,  perhaps,  hear  that  the  land- 
lord has  his  remedy  either  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  veto  accorded  to  him,  or  in 
that  of  his  right  of  pre-emption.  The 
exercise  of  the  right  of  pre-emption 
means  that  he  will  have  to  pay  20  or 
30  years'  purchase  of  the  rent  for  the 
sake  of  buying  back  his  own  estate, 
probably  making  enemies  of  half  the 
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oonntry  side  into  the  bargain.  As  for 
the  veto,  that,  in  a  large  number  of 
cases,  will  be  absolutely  valueless.  The 
purchaser  may  be  a  person  unknown  to 
the  landlord  ;  he  may  come  from  a  dis- 
trict notoriously  disaffected ;  he  may  be 
a  returned  American,  with  ideas  of  his 
own  as  to  the  use  and  abuse  of  revolvers. 
How  is  the  landlord  to  discover  his 
antecedents,  or  to  produce  proof  of  them 
in  Oourt,  unless  he  is  prepared  to  at- 
tach to  the  estate  a  sort  of  private  in- 
quiry office  for  the  investigation  of  the 
diaracter  and  circumstances  of  every  in- 
tending purchaser?  My  Lords,  it  is  a 
singular  circumstance  that  this  proposal 
to  substitute  for  the  selection  of  the 
landlord  selection  according  to  the  length 
of  the  incoming  tenant's  purse  comes  to 
us  from  Ministers  who,  10  years  ago, 
abolished  purchase  in  the  Army,  in 
order  to  substitute  selection  in  its  place; 
who,  10  years  hence,  will  very  likely 
abolish  purchase  in  the  Church;  and 
who  are  the  ardent  advocates  of  pro- 
motion by  merit  in  every  Profession  and 
every  branch  of  the  Public  Service. 
Perhaps  I  shall  be  told  that  there  is  a 
wide  difference  between  the  case  of  the 
officer  and  the  case  of  the  farmer.  I 
admit  it;  but  that  difference  appears 
to  me  to  be  this — that  the  officer  did 
not  require  the  capital  which  he  paid 
for  his  commission  in  order  to  serve 
the  Queen  efficiently,  whereas  the  Irish 
farmer  unquestionably  does  require  his 
capital — which  he  will  henceforward  have 
to  pay  away  for  the  goodwill  of  the  farm 
— ^in  order  to  cultivate  it  with  success. 

I  say,  then,  that  the  change  which  we 
are  about  to  make  will  deprive  the  land- 
lords of  two  valuable  incidents  which 
have  hitherto  belonged  to  the  ownership 
of  land ;  and,  if  this  be  so,  it  must  lead  to 
a  large  diminution  in  the  value  of  every 
estate  in  Ireland.  I  should  like  to 
notice,  at  this  point,  a  statement  that  has 
been  made — one,  I  think,  of  the  most 
extraordinary  of  the  many  extraor- 
dinary statements  made  in  support  of 
this  measure — that  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  raised  the  selling  value  of  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  and  that  this  Bill, 
which  goes  much  further  than  the  Act 
of  1870,  is  likely  to  lead  to  a  further 
increase  in  the  price  of  land  in  that 
country.  My  Lords,  it  might  well  have 
been  the  case  that  the  price  of  land  had 
risen  after  the  year  1870.  We  had  im- 
mediately afterwards  more    than    one 
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very  prosperous  season.  Again,  several 
of  the  estates  sold  in  the  following 
years  were  let  at  very  low  rents,  and, 
consequently,  fetched  a  lai^e  number  of 
years'  purchase  of  the  rentaJ.  Nor  must 
we  forget  that  the  settlement  of  1870 
was  accepted  at  the  time  as  final,  and 
that  a  sense  of  security  likely  to  be  re- 
flected in  the  land  mart  was  thereby 
created.  Under  such  circumstances,  even 
if  the  prices  fetched  by  land  in  the 
years  Which  succeeded  1870  had  been 
higher  than  the  prices  of  the  preceding 
years,  I  should  have  been  slow  to  admit 
that  the  legislation  of  that  year  was  the 
cause  of  the  rise.  I  should  have  quee- 
tioned  the  conclusion;  but,  unluckily, 
not  only  is  the  conclusion  questionable, 
but  the  premisses  themselves  are  defec- 
tive. It  is  not  Uie  fact  that  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1870  there  was  a 
general  increase  in  the  price  fetched  by 
the  estates  sold  in  the  Landed  Estates 
Court.  I  hold  in  my  hand  Betums 
which  are  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  which  bear  out  my  statements. 
They  have  reference  to  three  periods — 
the  first  includes  the  three  years,  1 867, 
1868,  1869  ;  the  second  the  years  1872, 
1873,  1874;  the  third  the  years  1875 
and  1876.  There  is,  therefore,  one 
period  prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act,  and  two  periods  subsequent  to  that 
date.  Now,  what  is  the  conclusion  to 
be  drawn  from  these  Eetums  ?  Taking 
the  four  Provinces  separately,  I  find 
that  in  Ulster  the  price  of  land  remained 
stationary  during  the  three  periods.  In 
Munster  it  rose  slightly  during  the 
second  period,  and  feU  in  the  third  be- 
low the  level  at  which  it  stood  in  the 
first.  In  Leinster  it  fell  in  the  second 
and  third  periods  considerably  below  the 
level  of  the  first;  and  in  Connaught 
alone  it  rose  both  in  the  second  and  in 
the  third  periods.  If  we  take  individual 
years  we  find  that  in  Ulster  the  lowest 
year  of  the  whole  eight  was  1872, 
and  in  the  three  other  Provinces  1873  ; 
both  years  being  subsequent  to  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  Whatever  conclu- 
sion these  figures  may  justify,  they  do 
not  justify  the  condusion  that  the  effect 
of  the  Act  of  1870  was  to  increase 
the  selling  value  of  land  in  Ireland. 

The  Land  Act  of  1870,  my  Lords,  di- 
minished the  value  of  land  in  Ireland  ; 
and  this  Bill,  il  it  becomes  law,  will  di- 
minish it  still  further.  How  can  it  do 
otherwise?     We  are  going  to  divide 
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that  which  until  now  has  been  the  pro- 
perty of  a  single  person  between  that 
person  and  another,  and  having  divided 
it  we  are  going  to  say  to  the  one — ''  The 
value  of  your  share  shall  be  closely  re- 
stricted and  confined  by  a  tribunal  to 
which  we  are  going  to  hand  you  over," 
and  to  the  other — **  You  shall  be  free  to 
diroose  of  your  share  to  the  highest 
bidder  in  the  open  market."  Is  it  con- 
ceivable that  under  such  conditions  the 
share  of  the  former  will  not  diminish 
and  the  share  of  the  latter  increase  in 
value  ?  Upon  this  point  there  is  a  com- 
plete concurrence  of  testimony.  We  may 
question  the  evidence  collected  by  the 
Beesborough  Commission,  but  as  to 
this  at  least  it  is  conclusive,  that  in  the 
tenant  right  districts  every  rise  of  rent, 
no  matter  how  moderate,  is  regarded  as 
an  infringement  of  the  tenant's  interest. 
Wherever  you  have  tenant  right  there 
you  will  find  that,  on  the  one  hand,  the 
right  of  the  landlord  to  profit  by  a  rise 
of  prices  is  denied ;  while,  on  the  other, 
if  tne  prices  fall  it  is  expected  that  the 
loss  should  be  met  out  of  the  landlord's 
rent,  and  not  out  of  the  tenant's  share 
in  the  enterprize.  Nor  is  this  a  new  dis- 
covery— ^it  was  clearly  asserted  by  the 
Devon  Oommissioners.  They  saw  that 
the  existence  of  these  customs  must  lead 
to  the  absorption  of  a  large  part  of  the 
landlord's  interest  in  their  estates,  and 
these  are  the  words  in  which  they  warned 
the  landlords  of  the  danger  with  which 
they  were  threatened—- 

<<  It  is  difficult,"  they  said,  ''  to  deny  that  the 
effect  of  this  system  is  a  practical  assumption 
by  the  tenant  of  a  joint  proprietorship  in  the 
Iftad,  although  those  lanolox^  who  acquiesce 
in  it  do  not  acknowledge  to  themselves  this 
broad  fact,  and  that  the  tendency  is  gradually 
to  convert  the  proprietor  into  a  mere  rent- 
charger  having  an  indefinite  and  declining 
annuity  on  the  lord  of  a  copyhold." — [Diffest, 
VoL  I,  p.  2.] 

That,  my  Lords,  is  a  fair  description  of 
the  system  which  we  are  asked  to  create 
all*over  Ireland,  even  upon  the  estates 
of  those  proprietors  who  have  submitted 
to  every  sacrifice  sooner  than  tolerate 
such  a  system ;  and  I  say  that  the  intro- 
duction of  such  a  system,  followed  by 
the  consequences  which  are  inseparable 
from  it,  must  tend  to  deprive  the  owner- 
ship of  land  of  the  incidents  which  have 
hitherto  rendered  it  attractive,  and  must, 
therefore,  diminish  the  number  of  per- 
sons who  will  hereafter  desire  to  acquire 
that  ownership.    If  that  is  the  result, 


as  I  believe  it  must  be,  of  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  it  will  follow  that  the  saleable 
value  of  every  acre  of  land  in  Ireland 
will  be  largely  reduced. 

This  is,  however,  not  the  only  conse- 
quence of  the  Bill  in  so  far  as  it  will 
affect  the  landlord's  position.  There 
remains  the  important  question  of  im- 
provements. I  do  not  wish  to  delay  the 
House  by  a  discussion  of  the  extent  to 
which  Irish  landlords  have  improved 
their  estates.  The  point  is,  I  know,  a 
much  controverted  one.  I  am  ready  to 
admit  that  in  many  parts  of  the  countxy 
the  number  and  small  size  of  the  hold- 
ings renders  it  impossible  that  the  im- 
provements should  DC  generally  carried 
out  by  the  landlord.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  it  is  true,  as  has  been  stated  by  some 
persons,  that  it  is  only  upon  one- tenth 
of  the  area  of  Ireland  that  the  landlords 
have  been  in  the  habit  of  making  im- 
provements, we  must  guard  ourselves 
against  assuming  that  upon  the  other 
nine-tenths  the  tenants  have  done  what 
was  necessary  for  the  proper  maintenance 
and  cultivation  of  the  farms.  My  own 
impression  is  that  in  many  places  the 
improvements  are  either  executed  by  the 
landlord  or  not  executed  at  all ;  and  cer- 
tainly if  you  exclude  the  badly  executed 
works  and  improvements  scarcely  worthy 
of  the  name,  and  confine  your  considera- 
tion to  properly  executed  works  of  an 
exemplary  character,  you  will  find  that 
the  abstention  of  the  landlords  would 
have  been  in  the  past  a  very  serious 
misfortune.  That  abstention  is,  how- 
ever, what,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  we  have  to  look 
forward  to  in  the  future.  The  result, 
thoy  say,  will  be — 

"  To  discourage  still  further  if  not  to  extin- 
guish thoir  (the  landlords')  expenditure  upon 
the  soil  of  land  not  in  their  own  occupation. 
Evidence  has  been  tendered  us  showing  that 
sums  have  been  and  still  are  being  expended  by 
landlords  in  works  on  their  estate.  The  cessa- 
tion to  any  extent  of  this  expenditure  will  bo 
an  evil." — [Report  of  Beasborough  Commission, 
par.  67.] 

The  extent  of  that  evil  we  are  able  to 
appreciate  when  we  read  in  the  evidence 
of  Professor  Baldwin  and  in  the  Eeport 
of  the  minority  of  the  Bessborough  Com- 
missioners a  description  of  the  miserable 
condition  into  which  Irish  agriculture 
has  fallen  in  the  remoter  districts — a 
condition  from  which  I  believe  it  can  be 
raised  only  by  the  efforts  and  the  example 
of    those    improving    landlords    whose 
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existence  is  denied,  but  who  have  done 
so  muoh  for  the  adyancement  of  their 
country.  I  own,  my  Lords,  that  I 
am  filled  with  concern  when  I  con- 
template in  anticipation  the  position  of 
helplessnesci  and  uselessness  into  which 
the  landlords  are  likely  to  be  reduced 
by  this  Bill.  I  read  the  other  day  in  the 
report  of  the  proceedings  of  a  society  of 
entomologists  that  there  is  a  species  of 
wasp  which  is  in  the  habit  of  feeding  its 
young  upon  the  bodies  of  other  insects, 
generally  those  of  a  large  grasshopper. 
These  wasps  have  discoyered  that  their 
victims,  if  killed  outright,  are  apt  to 
decay  and  to  become  worthless.  They 
have  accordingly,  by  a  marvellous  effort 
of  instinct,  hit  upon  the  expedient  of 
stinging  them  in  such  a  manner  as, 
without  actually  killing  them,  to  de- 
prive them  of  all  power  of  movement. 
In  this  miserable  condition  they  languish 
until  they  are  required  for  consumption. 
That,  my  Lords,  is  the  condition  into 
which  the  Lish  landlords  will,  I  fear, 
be  driven  by  their  persecutors.  It  will, 
I  am  sure,  be  a  consolation  to  your 
Lordships  to  know  that  the  distinguished 
naturalist  who  conducted  these  researches 
found  that,  even  after  the  treatment  I 
have  descnbed,  the  victims  retained  some 
power  of  digestion,  and  that  he  was  able 
to  prolong  their  lives  considerably  by 
feeoing  them  on  syrup.  Let  us  hope 
that  in  their  last  days  tne  landlords  will 
be  equally  fortunate  in  the  treatment 
which  they  will  experience. 

It  is  not,  however,  possible  to  ap- 
preciate the  effects  of  this  measure 
merely  by  an  examination  of  the  man* 
ner  in  which  it  will  affect  one  or  other 
of  the  classes  engaged  in  agriculture. 
The  subject  has,  perhaps,  been  too  often 
discussed  from  the  exclusive  stand- 
point of  either  landlord  or  tenant.  I 
admit  freely  that  Parliament  would  be 
justified  in  sacrificing  the  interests  of 
every  landlord  in  Ireland  if  it  was  de- 
monstrable that  the  sacrifice  would  be 
for  the  general  advantage  of  the  com- 
munity. The  landlords  are,  perhaps, 
not  culpable  if,  persuaded  as  they  are  of 
the  wrong  which  you  are  about  to  do 
them,  they  place  their  case  before  the 
public.  Within  these  walls,  however, 
it  is  our  duty  to  take  a  wider  view, 
and,  endeavouring  to  take  such  a  view ; 
I  would  ask  the  House  to  consider  the 
consequences  of  this  legislation,  as  they 
will  affect  the  peace  and  contentment  of 
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Ireland,  and  the  well-being  and  pros- 
perity of  Irish  society.  What,  my 
Lords,  will  be  the  position  in  which  this 
Bill  will  leave  that  country  ?  From  one 
end  of  it  to  the  other  there  will  not  be 
a  sod  of  land — with  the  exception  of  a 
few  demesnes  and  grazing  farms—of 
which  any  human  being  wiU  be  able  to 
say,  "  That  land  is  mine."  Tou  be* 
queath  to  the  future  a  legacy  of  con- 
fusion more  inextricable  than  any  which 
has  yet  distracted  that  unfortunate  coun- 
try. No  landlord  will  be  able  to  say 
what  is  the  value  of  his  estate ;  no  tenant 
will  be  able  to  determine  beforehand  the 
value  of  his  interest  in  his  farm.  Tou 
throw  down  as  an  apple  of  diacord 
the  whole  of  the  soil  of  Ireland  to  be 
struggled  for  by  rivals  who  are  already 
too  ready  to  fly  at  each  other's  throats. 
You  say  to  the  landlord,  *'  Keep  what 
you  can ;  "  and  to  the  tenant,  **  Take 
what  you  can  get."  How  will  your 
new  system  work  ?  On  the  one  hand  is 
the  tenant  ready,  as  we  are  aware,  to 
pay  an  extravagant  price  for  the  posses- 
sion of  a  farm ;  on  the  other  is  the  land- 
lord, knowing  that  in  the  long  ran  the 
payment  of  that  price  will  diminish  the 
value  of  his  estate.  Between  the  two 
will  be  the  Oourt  endeavouring  to  hold 
the  balance.  One  of  two  things  will 
happen— the  extravagant  price  will  be 
paid,  the  landlord  wul  be  saddled  with 
an  insolvent  tenant,  and  the  holding 
with  a  charge  which  will  dominate  and 
ultimately  eat  into  the  landlord's  rent, 
or  the  Oourt  will,  at  the  landlord's  in- 
stance, intervene  and  frustrate  the  trans- 
action. It  can  do  so  by  allowing  the 
landlord  to  raise  the  rent,  or  by  em- 
powering him  to  exercise  his  right  of 
pre-emption.  In  the  one  case  he  will 
commit  the  very  action  for  the  commis- 
sion of  which  the  landlords  have  been 
over  and  over  again  held  up  to  public 
obloquy.  To  demand  an  increased  rent 
at  the  moment  of  a  sale  of  the  tenant 
right  is,  in  the  eyes  of  an  Irish  farmer, 
the  most  heinous  offence  which  an  Irish 
landlord  can  commit.  In  the  other  he 
will  be  placed  in  the  position  of  saying 
to  the  outgoing  tenant  who  is  the  vendor 
— **  It  is  quite  true  that  you  have  an  offer 
of  £500  for  your  interest,  but  I,  to  suit 
my  own  convenience,  require  you  to  part 
for  £300  with  that  for  which  you  are 
able  to  obtain  the  larger  sum."  How 
will  the  outgoing  tenant  and  his  friends 
and  neighbours  receive  such  a  decision 


297 


Zand  Zmg 


(August  1,  1881) 


{Ir$Umi)  B%a, 


298 


on  the  part  of  the  Court  ?  And  yet,  my 
Lords,  that  is  the  sedative  which  Her 
Majesty's  Gkyremment  are  going  to  apply 
to  a  country  on  the  verge  of  rebellion, 
that  is  the  panacea  with  which  they 
expect  toqueU  the  turbulence  of  Limerick 
and  Tipperary,  and  to  relieve  the  chronic 
discontent  of  Oalway  and  Mayo. 

My  Lords,  whenever  these  arguments 
are  used,  we  are  referred  to  the  case  of 
Ulster,  and  we  are  told  triumphantly, 
as  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  has  told  us  to- 
night, that  none  of  these  things  happen 
in  Ulster,  and  that  in  that  Province  ail 
is  prosperity  and  contentment.  I  never 
listen  to  the  Ulster  argument  without 
admiring  the  manner  in  which  those 
who  use  it  are  able  to  look  with  one  eye 
at  all  the  facts  which  fit  in  with  their 
own  theory,  and  shut  out  from  the  vision 
of  the  other  every  circumstance  which 
does  not  Portions  of  Ulster  are,  no 
doubt,  in  remarkable  contrast  to  the 
rest  of  Ireland  in  regard  to  the  pros- 
perity and  loyalty  of  the  population. 
But  are  there  no  differences  between 
the  circumstances  of  Ulster  and  those 
of  the  other  Provinces?  Are  there 
no  differences  of  race,  of  religion,  of 
climate  ?  Does  not  Ulster  stand  almost 
alone  in  the  exercise  of  industries  other 
than  that  of  agrioidture?  Is  not  her 
dvilixation  a  couple  of  centuries  older 
than  of  the  remoter  districts  in  the 
West?  Again,  when  you  point  to  ten- 
ant right  as  the  sole  cause  of  the  supe- 
riority of  Ulster,  ought  you  not  to  bear 
in  mind  that  in  her  case  the  tenant  right 
custom  is  one  having  its  origin  in  the 
first  plantation  of  the  Province  where  it 
has  been  gradually  developed  and  inti- 
mately mixed  up  with  the  habits  and 
social  institutions  of  the  people  ?  Can 
we  predict  with  confidence  that  the  at- 
tempt to  create  such  a  custom  by  arti- 
ficial means,  in  the  midst  of  a  population 
hitherto  unused  to  it,  will  be  followed 
with  equal  success  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland  ?  For,  my  Lords,  is  it  indeed 
the  ease  that  tenant  right  and  proRperity 
alwavs  go  hand  in  hand  ?  Nothing  of 
the  kind.  There  are  parts  of  Ireland 
in  which  prosperity  is  to  be  found  with- 
out tenant  right ;  there  are  others  in 
which  tenant  right  is  to  be  found  with- 
out prosperity.  In  no  part  of  Ulster 
does  tenant  right  prevail  more  than  it 
does  in  Donegal,  and  yet  the  area  sche- 
duled in  that  county  under  the  Eelief  Act 
of  laat  year  was  no  less  than  1,169,000 


acres;  an  area  larger  than  that  scheduled 
in  almost  any  other  county.  Take,  again, 
the  case  of  evictions.  Last  year  the 
Province  of  Ulster  stood  second  in  the 
list  in  point  of  the  number  of  evictions ; 
this  year  it  stands  first.  Try  another 
test.  Of  all  the  causes  which  have  con- 
tributed to  Irish  distress  and  discontent 
none  has  contributed  more  than  the 
minute  sub-division  of  the  holdings. 
How  does  Ulster  stand  in  respect  of 
sub-division  ?  It  is  at  the  head  of  the 
list.  In  Leinster  there  are  86,000,  in 
Munster  93,000,  in  Connau^ht  123,000, 
and  in  Ulster  188,000  holdings  below 
£15  valuation.  Before  we  recommend 
free  sale  as  the  remedy  of  all  the  ills  to 
which  Ireland  js  heir  we  should  satisfy 
ourselves  that  it  has  worked  well  and 
stood  the  strain  of  adverse  circum- 
stances where  it  exists  already.  How 
has  free  sale  stood  the  test  of  adversity 
in  Ulster.  I  will  read  to  your  Lord- 
ships part  of  a  letter  addressed  in  Sep- 
tember, 1879,  to  Mr.  Thaddeus  O'Brien, 
of  Shanballymore,  by  a  well-known  au- 
thority— 

''  Speaking  from  on  Ulster  standpoint,*'  says 
the  writer,  "  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  tenant 
right  custom  has  not  stood  the  test  of  hard 
times.  It  is  vanishing  at  the  first  touch  of 
adversity.  The  value  of  tenant  right  has  been 
reduced  30  per  cent  at  least,  and,  in  many  in- 
stances, forms  cannot  be  sold  at  all.  A  tenure 
which  is  so  easily  affected  by  temporary  circum- 
stances is  unsatisfactory,  and  hence  students  of 
the  Land  Question  here  are  looking  forward  to 
the  extension  of  peasant  proprietorship  as  the 
only  adequate  remedy  for  all  agricultural  ills." 

It  did  not,  by  the  way,  occur  to  the 
writer  that  the  peasant  proprietor  would 
fare  no  better  than  the  tenant  farmer 
under  the  circumstances  doscribed.  Now, 
who  do  your  Lordships  suppose  was  the 
student  of  the  Land  Question  who  ex- 
pressed these  views  ?  It  was  Mr.  M'Elroy, 
the  oracle  of  the  Ulster  farmers,  the 
witness  quoted  again  and  again  by  the 
Bessborough  Commissioners  as  an  ar- 
dent defender  and  apostle  of  that  very 
Ulster  tenant  right  whose  collapse  he 
so  forcibly  desciibes.  That  was  Mr. 
M'Elroy's  description  in  1879  ;  what  has 
been  the  state  of  things  in  Ulster  ever 
since  ?  It  is  impossible  to  read  the  Evi- 
dence on  the  Table  without  perceiving 
that  in  Ulster,  as  in  the  rest  of  Ireland, 
a  deepljr-rooted  agrarian  movement  is 
proceeding.  A  movement  of  resistance 
to  every  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord to  assert  tne  rights  which  even  this 
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Bill  is  by  way  of  retaining  for  him,  of 
opposition  to  all  increases  of  rent,  no 
matter  how  reasonable,  to  all  restrictions 
on  the  tenant's  right  of  sale,  to  all  limi- 
tations on  the  choice  of  a  successor  by 
the  outgoing  tenant.  The  statutory  con- 
ditions of  this  Bill  will  be  bitterly  resisted 
just  as  the  so-called  office  rules  have  been 
resisted  hitherto.  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters will  be  credulous  indeed  if  they 
suppose  that  after  they  have  once  called 
into  existence  this  custom  over  the  whole 
of  Ireland,  they  will,  through  any  tri- 
bunals which  they  may  constitute,  be 
able  to  keep  it  within  the  limits  which 
they  would  prescribe.  Free  sale  is  a 
reality,  the  restrictions  and  reservations 
are  scarcely  worth  the  paper  upon  which 
they  are  written.  I  say,  then,  that  the 
case  of  Ulster  does  not  establish  the 
conclusion  which  you  draw  from  it ;  but 
that,  on  the  contrary,  the  efifects  of  the 
confusion  of  interests  which  the  Bill 
will  create  all  over  Ireland  are  already 
manifesting  themselves,  and  producing 
dangerous  results  in  that  Province.  De- 
pend upon  it  that  confusion  will  be 
worse  confounded  in  districts  where  the 
tenant  right  system  has  been  hitherto 
unknown  and  is  to  be  violently  created 
in  the  midst  of  a  people  who  are  un- 
familiar with  its  operation,  and  who 
have  not  even  the  advantage  of  an  estab- 
lished custom  to  guide  them. 

Is  there,  I  would  ask  the  House,  any 
other  industry,  any  other  profession  in 
which  such  a  confusion  of  interests  exists? 
Partnership  I  understand,  co-operation 
I  understand;  but  this  is  neither  co- 
operation nor  partnership.  We  are 
going,  with  our  eyes  open,  to  create  a 
system  of  tenure  barbarous  in  its  inci- 
dents, and  opposed  to  the  enlightened 
opinion  of  civilized  communities.  I  have 
heard  it  said  that  in  the  legislation  of 
Prussia  is  to  be  found  a  precedent  for 
the  law  which  you  are  going  to  apply  to 
Ireland.  Nothing  could  be  further  from 
the  truth.  The  statesmen  of  Prussia 
found  at  the  commencement  of  this 
century  a  land  system  under  which  the 
great  lords  were  the  nominal  owners  of 
vast  estates,  into  the  actual  possession  of 
which  they  were  unable  to  re-enter.  The 
land  was  occupied  by  tenants  who  en- 
joyed a  species  of  fixity,  and  who  paid  to 
the  lord  feudal  services  in  consideration 
of  their  occupancy  rights.  Neither  party 
was  the  owner  in  the  full  acceptation 
of   the  term;    but   the  two    interests 

Th$  Marquess  of  Lansdoum$ 


were  confused  and  entangled  together. 
It  was  under  these  circumstances  that 
the  Legislature  intervened,  in  order  to 
extricate  and  disentangle  those  interests. 
The  absolute  ownership  of  a  portion  of 
their  land  was  given  to  the  lords,  and  the 
services  of  the  tenants  were  commuted 
for  a  fixed  rent,  which,  by  subsequent 
legislation,  the  tenants  were  allowed  to 
extinguish  so  as  to  effect  the  complete 
enfranchisement  of  their  holdings. 
This  is  not  the  moment  to  inflict  upon 
your  Lordships  a  lecture  upon  the  sys- 
tems of  land  tenure  to  be  found  in  dif- 
ferent European  countries ;  but  I  believe 
I  am  not  wrong  in  saying  that  if  you 
turn  to  France,  to  Spain  and  Portugal, 
to  the  Low  Countries,  you  will  find  that 
everywhere  the  efforts  of  statesmen  have 
been  directed  to  the  disentanglement  of 
interests  before  confused  and  competing 
with  each  other,  and  to  the  establish- 
ment of  full  and  undivided  ownership. 
In  this  country,  of  all  others,  it  has 
been  the  object  of  statesmen,  particu- 
larly of  Liberal  statesmen,  to  give  evezy 
facility  for  the  creation  of  unrestricted 
ownership,  and  to  simplify  and  expe- 
dite all  transactions  relating  to  land.  It 
is  in  Ireland  alone  that  we  are  asked  to 
take  a  step  backwards  in  the  direction 
of  that  chaos  from  which,  in  other  coun- 
tries, the  civilized  communities  of  the 
world  have  emerged.  We  seem,  in  deal- 
ing with  that  country,  to  have  taken 
leave  altogether  of  f^e  patience  which 
makes  allowance  for  human  infirmities, 
of  the  consistency  which  rises  superior  to 
pressure  and  to  excitement,  of  the  states- 
manship which  is  able  to  discern  pro- 
gress even  when  it  is  tardy  and  inter- 
rupted. With  the  passage  of  this  Bill 
we  shall  complete  another  cycle  of  agi- 
tation and  concession.  I  will  venture  to 
say  that  before  the  ink  is  dry  upon  the 
final  print  of  the  measure  a  new  cycle 
will  commence.  This  Bill  cannot  be  a 
settlement  of  the  Irish  Land  Question, 
in  no  single  clause  of  it  is  finality  written : 
it  is  the  reward  of  past  aeitation,  it  will 
be  the  vantage  ground  of  the  agitation 
of  the  future.  I  may  be  asked  why, 
holding  these  views,  I  do  not  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  believe  that  this  House  should, 
on  all  occasions,  content  itself  with  regis- 
tering decisions  arrived  at  "  elsewhere." 
Only  last  year  we  rejected  a  measure 
dealing  with  this  very  question,  and  I 
believe  that  the  pubuo  opinion  of  the 
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oonntiy  supported  us.  The  circum- 
stances, however,  with  which  we  are  now 
confronted  differ  widely  irom  those  under 
which  we  declined  to  give  a  second  read- 
ing to  the  Compensation  for  Disturb- 
ance Bill.  The  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance Bill  was,  in  name,  a  temporary 
measure,  though  it  admitted  principles 
of  permanent  application.  It  came  to 
us  backed  by  diminishing  majorities, 
supported  by  arguments  which  had  been 
demolished,  and  statistics  which  had 
been  discredited  and  disproved.  This 
measure  comes  to  us,  afber  a  discussion 
which  has  extended  over  several  months, 
supported,  so  far  as  its  main  pro- 
▼isions  are  concerned,  by  the  whole 
weight  of  a  powerful  Party.  It  is  pre- 
sented to  us  as  a  permanent  settle- 
ment without  which  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment decline  the  responsibility  of 
administering  the  affairs  of  Ireland.  Its 
rejection  would  be  the  signal  for  a  re- 
crudescence of  the  conflict  cdready  raging 
there :  during  the  coming  autumn  and 
winter  we  should  have  to  deal  with 
anarchy  aud  terrorism  worse  than  those 
which  have  already  made  Ireland  a  bye- 
word,  and  we  should  have  the  spectacle 
of  a  Government  reluctantly  and  half- 
heartedly enforcing  a  law  which  it  has 
itself  declared  to  be  unjust.  These  con- 
ditions could  have  only  one  result — they 
vould  lead  to  a  renewal  of  the  pro- 
posals now  made  to  us  in  a  probably 
more  extreme  and  violent  shape.  The 
Bill  indicates  a  legislative  low  water 
mark  above  which  the  next  tide  may 
rise,  below  which  it  certainly  will  not 
fall.  Under  these  circumstances,  our 
duty,  I  conceive,  lies  in  the  direction  to 
whidi  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  has  pointed.  We  must 
pass  the  BiU,  we  must  amend  it  in  Com- 
mittee, so  far  as  it  may  be  possible  to 
amend  it  consistently  with  its  general 
scope  and  principle;  but  in  doing  this 
we  must  plaoe  upon  record  that  Hor 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  they  alone,  are 
responsible  for  the  injustice  of  the  mea- 
sure which  we  have  exposed,  and  that 
they,  and  they  alone,  will  be  accountable 
for  its  failure,  which  we  are  clearly  able 
to  foresee 

LoBD  INCHIQUIN,  in  protesting 
against  the  Bill,  said,  surely  the  land- 
lords in  Ireland  were  entitled  to  ask  for 
the  same  justice  and  liberty  over  their 
own  property  as  their  brethren  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.     It  could  not  be 


denied  that  in  Ireland  there  was  a  dis- 
affected class  who  were  anxious  to  pos- 
sess the  property  of  others,  and  wnose 
doctrines  were  Communism,  pure  and 
simple.     Their  ultimate  object  was  to 
bring  about  dissension  and  rupture  be- 
tween the  two  countries  ;  and  it  appeared 
to  him,  in  adopting  that  Bill,  the  Go- 
vernment were  endeavouring  to  buy  up 
these  men  to  discontinue  agitation.  They 
would  never,  however,  be  satisfied  by 
any  reasonable  promises,  and  the  proper 
course  to  pursue  was  to  take  a  firm 
stand,  and  say — **  "We  will  insist  upon 
law  and  order  being  respected."     He 
contended  that  many  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  at  variance  with  the 
principles  expressed  in    1870   by  Mr. 
Gladstone,   Judge  Ijongfield,  and  Mr. 
Bonamy    Price.      From    the    landlord 
valuable  proprietary  rights  would    be 
taken,  and  yet  no  compensation  would 
be  given  him.     In  the  case  of  the  West 
Indian  slaveowners,  and  on  the  occasions 
of   the  Disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  and  the  Abolition  of  Purchase 
in   the  Army,  compensation  had  been 
awarded  ;  but  now  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land, though   dispossessed  of  many  of 
their  powers,  were  to  have  no  such  jus- 
tice meted  out  to  them.     The  1st  clause 
in  the  Bill — that  which  related  to  free 
sale — would  be  productive  of  great  in- 
justice.    Ho  would  have  no  objection  to 
indemnify  tenants  for    their  own    im- 
provements;   but  he  strongly  objected 
to  their  being  allowed  to  [sell  what  did 
not  really  belong  to  them.     Purchasers 
of  holdings  would  often,  he  contended, 
have  to  pay  an  extravagant  sum  for  the 
tenant  right ;  and  thus,  though  the  rents 
might  be  greatly  lowered  by  the  Court, 
the    position  of  the  incoming  tenants 
would  be  no  better  than  that  of  tenants 
at  the  present  time.     Ho  thought  the  re- 
sult of  the  measure  would  bo  that,  be- 
fore long,   a  large   amount  of   money 
would  be  taken  out  of  the  country  by 
tenants  who  had  sold  their  interest  in 
their  holdings.     The   incoming  tenants 
would  really  have  to  pay  a  larger  rent 
than  ever  they  had  paid  and  than  the  land 
would  bear.     There  was  great  difficulty 
in  fixing  a  fair  rent,  and  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  make   all  proper  allow- 
ances for  differences  in  the  character  of 
the  land,  and  the  other  circumstances  of 
the  holdings.     He  was  of  opinion  that 
in   the  altered  circumstances  in  which 
I  landlords  would  find  themselves   they 
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ought  to  be  empowered  to  compel  the 
State  to  buy.  He  was  exceedingly  sorry 
that  the  Amendments  to  the  Emigration 
Clause  had  renderedit  a  practical  nullity, 
as  he  regarded  that  clause  as  the  most 
important  in  the  Bill ;  and  he  believed  its 
purpose  had  been  defeated  in  some  mea- 
sure by  the  machinations  of  the  Koman 
Catholic  priests,  who  were  afraid  to  lose 
the  fees  ,  they  derived  from  the  over- 
crowded districts  of  Ireland.  He  ob- 
jected also  to  the  clause  relating  to 
leases.  There  might  be  cases  of  hard- 
ship ;  but  the  tenants  had  entered  into 
those  contracts  with  their  eyes  open,  and 
it  was  inequitable  to  re-open  questions 
thus  settled.  He  regarded  the  Bill  as  a 
whole  as  most  unsatisfactory ;  it  was 
not  a  final  settlement  of  the  question, 
and  he  fully  expected  that  in  six  or  seven 
years  they  would  have  another  Land 
Bill.  He  regretted  that  the  Bill  had 
ever  been  introduced,  and  he  hoped  that 
their  Lordships  would  be  able  to  modify 
in  Committee  some  of  its  most  objec- 
tionable features. 

LoKD  MONTEAGLE  said,  they  could 
all  understand  with  what  great  pain 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  separated  himself  from 
the  Party  with  which  he  usually  acted. 
It  was  frequently  as  difficult,  however, 
to  act  in  opposition  to  one's  class  as  to 
one's  Party.  No  complaint  could  be 
made  with  regard  to  the  references  to  the 
Emigration  Clause;  and  he  was  quite 
convinced  that  the  Eoman  Catholic  priests 
of  Ireland  had  been  actuated  in  this 
matter  by  pure  motives.  With  regard 
to  the  general  question,  they  must  ask 
themselves  whether  there  was  a  griev- 
ance to  be  dealt  with  in  Ireland  ?  One 
was  ashamed  seriously  to  discuss  this 
question  after  all  that  had  come  and 
gone.  One  might  almost,  after  the 
speeches  which  had  been  made,  begin 
to  fancy  that  the  Irish  land  system  was 
the  most  perfect  possible.  The  evidence 
collected  by  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion could  not  be  all  swept  away  by  a 
derisive  cheer.  But  there  was,  besides, 
the  Eichmond  Commission,  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Carlingford)  had  re- 
ferred. The  recommendation  of  that 
Commission  was  most  significant.  It 
could  scarcely  be  maintained  that  before 
1870  there  was  freedom  of  contract  or 
undivided  ownership.  The  latter  implied 
that  the  landlord  had  the  right  to  deal 
with  the  soil  as  he  liked ;  but  that  was 
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far  from  being  the  case.  The  fireedom 
of  contract  which  existed  before  1870 
reminded  him  of  a  passage  in  one  of 
Goldsmith's  plays.  The  old  father  wished 
his  son  to  marry  an  heiress  who  was  the 
father's  ward.  The  son  was  reluctant, 
being  engaged  to  another  lady,  and  he 
was  addressed  by  the  father  in  this 
wise — 

"  You  are  both  of  you  perfectly  free ;  the  is 
free  to  marry  you  or  lose  half  her  fortune ;  and 
YOU  are  free  to  marry  her  or  pack  out  ol  the 
house  without  any  fortune  at  all." 

Consolidation  was  responsible  for  much 
of  the  difficulty  in  which  they  found 
themselves ;  and  it  was  out  of  the  ques- 
tion that  the  right  of  consolidation  could 
be  exercised  freely.  A  right  which  re- 
mained, but  which  he  feared  would  be 
somewhat  damaged  by  the  Bill,  was  that 
of  making  tenants  combine  to  effect  im- 
provements. The  rent  question  was  left 
open  in  1870.  The  Government  were 
then  under  the  impression  they  oould 
adequately  secure  the  interest  of  the 
tenant  by  protecting  him  against  arbi- 
trary eviction .  It  must  be  admitted  that 
there  were  many  cases  in  poorer  parts  of 
the  country  in  which  rents  had  been 
raised  in  virtue  of  the  improvements 
made  by  the  tenants,  and  this  had  im- 
ported a  sense  of  insecurity  into  the  rent 
system.  In  illustration,  he  quoted  the 
particulars  of  a  case  in  which  a  tenant 
had  paid  an  increased  rent  for  10  years 
on  his  own  improvements,  and  a  case 
which  would  not  have  been  brought  to 
light  if  the  landlord  had  not  at  last 
turned  the  tenant  out.  The  great  ma- 
jority of  landlords  were  as  honourable  in 
Ireland  as  in  England,  and  treated  their 
tenants  with  great  consideration.  Bat 
it  was  hardly  necessary  to  remind  their 
Lordships  that  a  smcdl  amount  of  in- 
justice might  create  a  widespread  feeling 
of  insecurity.  The  noble  Lord  read  an 
extract  from  the  Beport  of  the  Devon 
Commission,  in  proof  of  that  statement. 
Their  Lordships  had  heard  but  little 
from  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  as  to  the 
remedies  which  ought  to  be  applied  to 
the  present  state  of  affairs  in  Lrelaad. 
In  his  opinion  the  only  solution  for  pre- 
sent difficulties  was  to  be  found  in  in- 
creasing the  interest  of  the  tenant  in  his 
holding,  and  augmenting  the  number  of 
the  owners  of  the  soil.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  was  in  favour  of  the 
latter.  But  anything  done  in  that  way 
must  be  voluntary,  and  if  it  were  yohin- 
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iary,  many  districts  would  be  untouohed. 
If  they  oonld  not  oonvert  tenants  gene- 
rally into  owners,  he  saw  no  other  alter- 
natire  than  to  develop  the  interest  of 
the  tenant,  and  leave  him  then  to  work 
oat  his  own  salvation.  If  rents  were  to 
be  considered  by  a  Court,  no  doubt,  in 
cases  where  they  were  reduced,  the  land- 
lords mightthinktheirinterests  damaged. 
But  it  was  admitted  on  all  sides  that  the 
enormous  majority  of  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  were  prepared  for  that.  If  they 
did  not  want  to  extract  more  than  a  fair 
rent,  what  reason  was  there  for  fear  on 
that  head  ?  The  part  of  the  Bill  to  which 
most  objection  was  taken  by  noble  Lords 
was  the  dause  relating  to  free  sale.  But 
if  a  Hair  rent  was  fixed,  he  did  not  see 
how  the  landlords  would  be  damaged  by 
free  sale.  He  had  heard  of  various  cases 
in  which  the  rent  had  been  largely  in- 
creasedon  account  of  improvements  made 
by  the  tenant  himself;  but  he  had  never 
heard  of  a  single  case  in  which  a  land- 
lord had  suffered  from  tenant  right.  He 
did  not  see  that  any  of  those  provisions 
were  calculated  to  damage  the  landlord's 
pecuniary  interests,  though,  no  doubt, 
it  would  interfere  with  his  rights  in  some 
respects.  It  had  been  said  that  this 
measure  was  a  concession  to  agitation, 
and  it  was,  no  doubt,  a  ffreat  misfortune 
that  legislation  of  this  kind  should  just 
follow  on  agitation.  He  might,  how- 
ever, remind  their  Lordships  that  the 
same  thing  had  happened  more  than 
once  in  England,  and  that  several  im- 
portant measures,notably  Oatholio  Eman- 
cipation, had  been  passed  deliberately 
as  concessions  to  agitation.  He  would 
only  add  that  it  was  his  firm  belief  that 
the  Bill  would  confer  great  benefit  on 
the  tenants,  and  would  prove  such  a 
settlement  of  the  present  difficulties,  as 
would  render  it  acceptable  to  the  land- 
lords also. 

Ths  Habqxtbss  of  WATEBFORD: 
My  Lords,  I  rise,  as  an  Irish  landlord, 
to  address  you  upon  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant measures  that  have  ever  come 
before  your  Lordships'  House,  and  I  say 
this  advisedly,  as,  although  I  am  aware 
that  tiiis  measure  only  affects  the  Land 
Tenure  of  Ireland,  yet  I  am  satisfied 
that  any  change  which  may  be  made  in 
the  Land  Laws  of  that  country  will 
eventually  find  an  echo  in  legislation — 
in  Badical  legislation — with  regard  to 
tike  Land  Laws  of  Gbeat  Britain.  Up 
•to  the  preoont  tunSi  the  rights  of  pro- 
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perty  have  rarely  been  interfered  with 
by  Parliament;  and,  when  it  has  been 
found  necessary  to  interfere  with  the 
vested  rights  of  individuals  for  the  pub- 
lic good,  it  has  been  invariably  the  cus- 
tom to  give  full  compensation  for  the 
value  taken  away.  But  this  is  a  mea- 
sure of  confiscation  pure  and  simple, 
without  1«.  of  compensation  being  given. 
Ittakes  away  the  justrights,  wheUierpur- 
chased  or  inherited,  of  a  class  who — as 
the  Prime  Minister  himself  has  stated — 
have  been  tried  and  honourably  ac- 
quitted, and  who,  although  so  acquitted, 
are  to  be  heavily  fined  in  the  future  for 
their  conduct  in  the  past.  I  appeal  to 
your  Lordships  to  be  informed  whether 
that  is  in  accordance  with  your  views  of 
English  justice?  It  has  been  ai^ed 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
(Lord  Carlingford)  that  there  is  no  con- 
fiscation in  this  measure,  and  that  the 
landlords  will  not  be  injured,  but  will 
absolutely  gain  by  it,  as  it  will  put  down 
agitation,  and  also  that  there  are  certain 
clauses  in  the  Bill  which  will  render 
their  rents  more  secure.  I  entirely  deny 
both  of  those  statements.  No  one  will 
attempt  to  argue  that  enormous  advan- 
tages, which  represent  many  millions  in 
vfidue,  are  conferred  on  the  Irish  tenant. 
Where  do  those  advantages  come  from? 
There  is  no  intermediate  property  in 
land ;  the  Act  of  1870  drew  a  hard-and- 
fast  line  where  the  landlord's  rights 
ended  and  the  tenant's  rights  began. 
If  advantages  representing  many  mil- 
lions are  to  be  conferred  upon  the  Irish 
tenant,  they  must  have  been  taken  from 
the  landlords,  who  had  previously  en- 
joyed them,  because  there  is  no  other 
place  from  whence  they  can  have  come. 
How,  then,  can  it  be  argued  that  this  is 
not  a  measure  of  confiscation  ?  Then 
there  is  the  statement  that  this  Bill  will 
stop  agitation;  that  it  will  settle  the 
Land  Question  and  render  Ireland  con- 
tented. I  wish  ttom.  my  heart  I  believed 
that  was  the  case;  for,  if  I  believed 
that,  much  as  I  dislike  this  measure 
and  almost  everything  in  it,  I  would 
receive  it  with  open  arms.  But  I  am 
afraid  it  will  be  but  the  starting  point 
for  a  fresh  agitation,  which  will  gather 
force  by  the  stren&fthened  position  of 
the  tenants,  who  wiU  then  have  a  much 
firmer  basis  of  operations  than  they  had 
before.  Then,  as  regards  certain  ciauses 
in  this  Bill  rendering  the  rents  more 
secure,  I  think  that  is  a  ridiculous  sug- 
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festion,  beoanse  every  such  clause  could 
ave  been  conceded  by  the  landlord  of 
his  own  free  will,  if  he  wished  to  secure 
his  rents  by  doing  so.    What  is  the  his- 
tory of  this  measure  ?    Has  it  been  pro- 
duced by  feelings  of  right  and  justice  in 
the  minds  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  is  it  an  answer  to  an  agitation 
which  has  been  a  disgrace  to  the  Em- 
pire and  has  destroyed  all  progress  and 
prosperity  in  Ireland?      I   think    the 
whole  history  of  the  measure  points  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  is  an  answer  to 
agitation,  and  if  we  needed  any  further 
proof  the  changes  that  have  been  intro- 
duced since  the  Bill  first  appeared  would 
supply  it.     There  was  no  mention  of  it 
when  the  Ministry  came  into  power; 
we  heard  then  of  nothing  but  the  '' com- 
fort and  satisfaction"  at  the  state  of 
Ireland;   but  since  the  Bill  has  been 
before  the  House  of  Commons  addition 
after  addition,  all  tending  to  make  it 
much  worse,  have  been  made  at  the  in- 
stigation of  the  Land  League.      But 
what  are  the  aims  of  the  agitation  which 
is  being  pandered  to  by  the  Govern- 
ment ?  It  goes  far  beyond  any  agrarian 
question,  and  aims  at  nothing  less  than 
the  dismemberment  of  the  Empire ;  and 
giving  way  to   it  will  lead   the  Irish 
people  to  believe  that  they  have  only  to 
agitate  in  the  future  to  get  anything 
they  may  require.    This  agitation  is  led 
by  men  who  know  well  that  if  they  can 
destroy  the  landlords  of  Ireland  and 
eliminate  from  the  soil  of  that  country 
those  men  who  up  to  this  time  have 
been  the  most  loyal  and  true  to  the 
British  connection,  they  will  have  gone 
far  to  bring  about  their  real  object, 
which  is  separation  from  England  alto- 
gether.   Mr.  Pamell  himself  stated  that 
he  would  not  have  taken  off  his  coat  to 
this  work  if  he  had  not  something  far 
greater  and  grander  to  bring  about  in 
we  future.     It  would  not  have  been 
easy  to    believe,   after  the  statements 
made  by  the  Liberal  Party  in  1870,  that 
an  Act  including  the  ''three  F's"  would 
be  brought  forward  by  that  Government 
within  11  years,  and  yet  this  is  the  case. 
Is  it  more  difficult  to  believe  now  that  a 
measure  granting  Home  Eule  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House  in  a 
limited  period  ?    For  my  part,  I  believe 
such  a  measure  will  be  brought  forward 
before  many  vears  are  passed,  and  when 
that  takes  place  separation  will  not  be 
flar  distant.    But  I  am  not  one  of  those 
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who  consider  no  change  necessary.    I 
know  the  country  too  well  and  the  ter- 
rible state  to  which  it  is  now  reduced  to 
believe  we  could  go  on  without  a  measure 
of  Land  Keform,  which  has  been  ren- 
dered necessary  by  the  promises  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  have 
excited  such  lively  hopes  in  Ireland, 
which  hopes  it  would  be  impossible  now 
to  blight  and  destroy;  also  by  the  weak- 
ness of  the  present  Government  in  having 
allowed  Ireland  to  drift  into  such  a  fearfiu 
state;  and,  in  addition  to  this,  by  the 
fact  that  the  Act  of  1870  has  been  a 
failure.    I  have  never  believed  that  the 
Act  of  1870  could  be  a  final  settlement 
of  the  question,  because  it  unsettled  the 
basis  upon  which  the  Land  Laws  rested 
—a  basis  that  had  grown  up  by  the 
usage  of  centuries.     But  I  have  never 
objected  to  that  measure  as  regards  the 
interests  of  the  landlords,  except  in  so 
far  as  the  unsettlement    it   produced, 
which  rendered  it  necessary  that  other 
Acts  should  be  passed  to  attempt  to  find 
the  foundation  that  was  lost,  just  as  I 
believe  this  Bill,  which  again  thoroughly 
unsettles  the  question,  will  be  repudiated 
in  its  turn  by  the  very  Government  who 
pressed  it  upon  Parliament  as  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question.     The  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  whom  I  do 
not  see  in  his  place,  has  stated  that  the 
Act  of  187a  carried  out  all  that  was  in- 
tended by  its  framers,  and  therefore  I 
suppose  he  believes  that  it  has  not  been 
a  failure ;  but  I  would  say  that,  in  cer-  . 
tain  instances,  it  carried  out  more  than 
was  intended,  because  it  was  distinctly 
stated  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the 
Government  to  which  the  noble  Duke 
then  belonged,  that  there  was  no  inten- 
tion of  giving  an  interest  in  a  holding 
by  granting  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance.   But  now  it  is  stated  that,  unin- 
tentionally, that  measure  created  a  valu- 
able interest,  which  it  is  now  necessary 
to  pass  this  measure  to  protect.    If  such 
umntentional  advantages  were  granted 
under  an  Act  so  clear  as  the  Act  of  1870, 
we  must  almost  shudder  at  the  idea  of 
the  unintentional  advantages  which  may 
be  conferred  in  an  Act  so  complicated  as 
this.    But,  although  I  have  never  ob- 
jected to  the  Act  of  1870,  except  for  the 
unsettlement  it  produced,  I  think  it  has 
been  a  failure.    I  shall  not  now  go  into 
the  points  whore  that  Act  has  failed ; 
but,  as  it  has  been  a  failure,  and  for  the 
other  reasons  I  have  stated,  I  consider  it 
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an  abfloluie  necessity  in  the  interestn  of 
both  landlords  and  tenants  that  a  change 
should  be  made  and  a  measure  of  Land 
Beform  introduced.  But,  though  I  con- 
sider a  measure  necessary,  I  think  the 
Bill  before  your  Lordships'  House  the 
yery  worst  means  that  could  possibly 
have  been  devised  for  making  such  a 
change.  It  is  so  complicated  that  n0| 
one  can  understand  it,  and  it  will  pro- 
duce an  amount  of  litigation  perfectly 
fearful  to  contemplate;  but  it  is  per-| 
fectly  clear  in  this — that  it  gives  no, 
compensation  to  the  landlords  for  the 
rights  taken  away,  and  it  will  demoralize 
Ireland  and  ruin  the  future  race  of  ten- 
ants. What  was  required  was  a  simple 
measure  anyone  could  understand,  grant- 
ing large  advantages  to  the  Irish  ten- 
ants—  which  any  measure  to  have  a 
chance  of  success  must  grant — and  giving 
full  compensation  to  the  landlords  for 
those  advantages  which  I  have  shown 
must  have  been  taken  from  them.  But, 
my  Lords,  we  have  no  other  measure 
before  us,  and  therefore  I  regard  it  as  a 
necessity,  having  regard  to  the  interests 
of  all  cUsses  in  Ireland,  that  we  should 
give  this  Bill  a  second  reading,  bad  as 
it  is  and  worse  as  it  has  become,  and 
attempt  to  introduce  some  moderate 
Amendments  in  Committee  to  clear  uj) 
some  of  its  ambiguities,  because  what 
the  Prime  Minister  has  stated  is  the 
object  of  certain  clauses  is  not  always 
cImut,  and  also  to  correct  some  of  the 
mistakes,  unfairnesses,  and  anomalies 
which  appear  upon  the  surface  of  it. 
My  Lords,  if  we  are  to  accept  this  Bill, 
it  is  necessary  we  should  look  the  matter 
boldly  in  the  face,  and  see  what  the  effect 
of  it  really  will  be,  and  what  will  be  the 
future  position  of  the  landlords  and  ten- 
ants of  Ireland.  I  will  divide  the  Bill 
into  two  parts — the  first  part  dealing 
with  the  ••  three  F's  "—fixity  of  tenure, 
fair  rents,  and  free  sale ;  the  second  part 
dealing  with  the  "  ornamental  clauses  " 
^peasant  proprietazy,  reclamation  of 
waste  lands,  and  emigration.  The  reason 
why  I  call  them  the  ornamental  clauses 
if,  because  it  is  impossible  they  can  be 
made  use  of  under  the  Bill  as  it  stands, 
and  I  do  not  believe  it  is  intended  they 
should  be,  as  the  first  part  renders  them 
almost  entirely  inoperative ;  and  I  be- 
lieve they  have  been  put  in  to  meet  the 
wishes  and  catch  the  votes  of  certain  of 
the  Oovezmnent  supporters  who  have 
hobbies  on  one  or  other  of  them.  It  is 
not  eaflgr,  my  Lordsi  to  reconcile  the 
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speeches  which  have  been  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to  the 
Bill.  For  instance,  the  Prime  Minister 
has  stated  that  the  *'  three  F's  "  are  not 
given  in  this  Bill.  Now,  no  noble  Lord 
has  said  the  same,  and  the  only  way 
that  I  can  explain  that  statement  is, 
that  he  has  inveighed  so  strongly  against 
the  *' three  F's  "  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible, even  with  the  enormous  powers 
of  rhetoric  at  his  command,  to  explain 
away  the  unanswerable  arguments  which 
he  used  during  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1870  against  the  **  three  F's,"  taken 
iudividualiy  and  collectively,  which,  I 
maintain,  are  the  fundamental  principles 
of  this  Bill.  The  first  thiog  we  have  to 
consider  is  the  right  of  free  sale.  There 
is  nothing  that  the  landlords,  who,  up 
to  this  time,  have  not  allowed  this  right 
upon  their  properties,  and  have  paid 
large  sums  to  keep  it  away,  or,  in  some 
instances,  acting  on  the  suggestion  and 
guarantee  contained  in  the  Act  of  1870, 
who  have  purchased  that  right,  believing 
by  so  doing  they  were  extinguishing  a 
most  iojurious  custom  for  ever,  though 
at  a  large  cost — there  is  nothing,  I  say, 
which  they  look  upon  in  this  Bill  with 
greater  dislike  or  apprehension  than  the 
system  of  free  sale,  founded  as  it  is  on 
the  Ulster  Custom,  but  upon  perfectly 
diflferent  grounds,  because  in  Ulster  the 
tenants  have  paid  for  their  tenant  right, 
therefore  there  is  no  reason  they  should 
not  have  the  power  of  selling  it  again ; 
but  in  the  rest  of  Ireland,  where  this 
right  does  not  exist,  nothing  has  been 
paid  to  gain  a  right  which  represents  an 
immense  money  value,  and  which  will 
be  enjoyed  directly  this  Bill  becomes 
law.  My  Lords,  it  has  been  stated  that 
the  prosperity  of  Ulster  is  due  to  the 
tenant  right  custom.  I  have  had  some  ex- 
perience of  a  property  under  tenant  right, 
and  I  am  quite  satisfied  that  tenant 
right  would  have  ruined  the  population 
of  that  Province  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  manufactories  that  exist  there. 
Again,  the  tenant  right  was  constantly 
limited  by  ofiice  rules  ;  but  for  the  future 
there  will  be  no  limit  of  any  sort,  and 
everyone  will  bo  able  to  sell  his  tenant 
right  for  the  best  price  it  will  command 
in  the  market.  They  will  be  able  to 
sell  what  they  have  enjoyed  through  the 
kindness  and  consideration  of  their  land- 
lords in  allowing  the  rents  to  remain 
below  the  value ;  and  the  more  con- 
siderate the  landlord  has  been,  the 
higher  wiU  be  the  tenant  right.    No  one 
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would  object  to  their  being  allowed  to 
sell  the  improyements  that  had  been 
made  by  themselves  or  their  predeces- 
sors in  title ;  but  the  Prime  Minister 
has  stated  they  are  permitted  to  sell  a 
something  more,  and  this  something  I 
believe  to  be  the  capitalized  difference 
between  their  present  rent  and  a  full 
rent.  My  Lords,  the  landlord  of  the 
Aiture  will  not  be  able  to  make  his  ten- 
ants contented  and  happy,  and  his  rents 
secure  by  having  them  low,  because  the 
lower  the  rent  the  higher  will  be  the 
tenant  right,  and  he  will  be  obliged  to 
have  his  tenants  rack-rented  and  his 
rents  insecure  whether  he  likes  it  or  not. 
Then,  again,  all  improvements  will  be 
stopped,  because  the  landlords  will  not 
consider  improvements  sufficiently  pro- 
tected under  this  Bill,  and  it  is  possible 
his  own  improvements  may  be  made  a 
still  greater  fine  upon  his  future  tenants ; 
and,  again,  he  will  have  no  power  of 
selection.  His  greatest  enemy  may  buy 
a  farm  upon  his  own  property  at  his 
gate,  and  may  insult  him  whenever  he 
goes  in  or  out  of  it.  How  can  it  be  ex- 
pected, under  these  circumstances,  that 
landlords  will  still  lay  out  their  money  in 
improvements?  My  Lords,  I  believe 
this  Bill  is  intended  to  stop  eviction  and 
to  prevent  cruelties  being  perpetrated 
on  the  Irish  tenants— of  wMch  the  Prime 
Minister  states  the  landlords  as  a  class 
have  been  acquitted — but  I  believe  it 
will  enormously  increase  evictions,  which 
will  take  place  in  the  future  in  a  much 
more  cruel  form  than  hitherto.  Up  to 
this  present  time  the  landlord,  and  the 
landlord  alone,  has  had  the  power  to 
evict  a  tenant  or  make  the  sale  of  a 
holding,  because  he  could  refuse  to  take 
any  tenant  who  purchased  under  a 
sherifiPs  sale.  Now  several  other  classes 
are  brought  in,  who  will  have  for  the 
future  almost  the  same  powers  of  evic- 
tion with  the  landlord.  You  will  bring 
in  the  money  lender  or  "gombeen" 
man,  the  shopkeeper,  the  banks,  and 
other  creditors.  Will  they  be  as  con- 
siderate as  the  landlord  of  the  past?  Do 
you  not  think  that  eviction  will  become 
much  more  frequent  under  sales  for 
debt,  created  by  the  powers  of  mort- 
gage which  the  Bill  will  give?  The 
landlords  have  allowed  men  to  run  into 
three  or  four  years'  arrears,  and  then 
have  tried  to  help  them  over  their  diffi- 
culties. Will  the  " gombeen"  man  be 
as  considerate  ?  I  myself  have  protected 
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many  tenants  who  have  fallen  into  diffi- 
culties, through  no  fault  of  their  own, 
by  having  become  security  for  friends, 
who  have  left  them  to  pay,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  other  landlords  have  done  the 
same  thing ;  but  now  we  shall  be  pre- 
vented from  giving  any  protection  what- 
ever. In  10  years'  time  will  the  Prime 
Minister  be  able  to  acquit  the  new 
classes  to  whom  he  has  given  the  power 
of  eviction,  which  he  cmIb  a  "sentence 
of  death,"  as  he  has  acquitted  the  land- 
lords of  the  past  ?  We  have  heard  lately 
how  money  lenders  in  some  places  on 
the  Continent  have  fastened  Uke  vam- 
pires on  the  population,  and  are  socking 
the  life's  blood  out  of  them.  Does  the 
Prime  Minister  wish  to  institute  the 
same  state  of  things  in  Ireland  and  give 
the  Irish  people  another  and  graver 
cause  for  misery  ?  Why  are  the  class 
to  which  the  money  lenders  belong  so 
anxious  for  free  sale?  Because  they 
know  that  it  will  create  a  power  of  mort- 
gage, which  will  be  taken  advantage  of, 
as  it  was  under  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
that  the  monies  lent  on  it  will  be  more 
secure.  My  Lords,  I  believe  the  clause 
will  be  injurious  to  the  interests  of  both 
landlord  and  tenant ;  but  the  Bill  hinges 
on  it,  and  if  it  were  taken  out,  as  some 
people  have  proposed  it  should  be,  it 
would  utterly  destroy  the  measure  and 
render  it  unworkable.  Then  there  is 
another  view  which  I  do  not  think  has 
struck  Gentlemen  who  wish  this  clause 
eliminated,  and  it  surprises  me  it  has 
not  been  mentioned  before.  If  yoa  take 
away  the  right  of  free  sale  as  it  stands 
in  the  Bill,  with  certain  conditions  for 
the  protection  of  the  landlords,  you  leave 
the  right  of  sale  under  Common  Law 
behind,  without  any  conditions  what- 
ever. That  right  has  always  existed, 
but  it  has  been  rendered  useless  by  the 
power  of  eviction;  but  directly  you 
grant  a  judicial  lease,  and  take  away 
power  of  eviction.  Common  Law  sale, 
without  restriction,  comes  in  ;  and,  in  my 
belief,  the  landlord  under  this  Bill  would 
be  in  a  worse  position  if  the  1st  clause 
were  cut  out  than  he  is  at  present,  be- 
cause free  sale  would  still  exist,  only 
in  a  far  more  injurious  form;  and  if, 
to  protect  the  improvements  of  land- 
lords who  manage  their  properties  on 
the  English  system,  sudi  properties 
were  cut  out  from  the  action  of  tiie 
1st  clause,  and  not  out  out  en- 
tirely from  the  action  of  the  Bill,  the 
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tenants  on  those  propertiea  would  have 
far  more  power  of  selling  the  landlord's 
improrements  than  they  had  before. 
And,  therefore,  though  I  consider  the 
dause  most  injurious  to  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  people  of  Ireland,  I  con- 
sider it  a  necessity  that  if  the  Bill  be- 
comes law  the  clause  should  become  law 
with  it.  But  I  hope  Amendments  may 
be  introduced  in  Committee  to  protect 
in  some  manner  men  who,  under  the 
guarantee  of  the  Act  of  1870,  have  pur- 
chased their  tenants'  right  and  paid  their 
tenants  for  it  in  full — which,  as  the  Bill 
now  stands,  the  tenant  can  sell  over 
again — and  also  more  fully  to  protect 
the  improvements  made  by  the  landlord 
upon  ail  estates,  and  more  especially  on 
those  managed  on  the  English  system. 
There  is  another  point  which  I  shall  re- 
fer to  under  the  head  of  peasant  pro- 
prietary, which  I  think  is  the  most  useful 
proposition  made  in  the  Bill,  and  which 
the  clause,  as  it  stands,  will  go  far  to 
prevent.  The  next  question  we  have  to 
consider  is  fair  rents.  No  one  will  deny 
that  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
lair  rents,  and  fair  rents  alone,  should 
be  levied  from  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Ireland.  But  the  reason  the  7th  clause 
enated  so  much  discussion  is,  because 
it  is  not  dear  that  the  rents  of  the  future 
will  be  fiur  rents.  Under  the  enormous 
powers  ffranted  to  the  Commission,  and 
the  wor&ng  of  this  clause,  it  is  provided 
that  the  tenant's  interest  may  mean  his 
interest  in  his  tenant  right.  The  Prime 
Minister  states  that  this  is  not  to  be 
taken  into  consideration  in  fixing  a  fair 
rent;  but,  if  this  is  so,  why  not  make  it 
dear?  If  the  tenant  right  should  be 
tsken  into  consideration — which  I  be- 
lieve it  will,  as  the  dause  is  now  worded 
—it  is  only  a  matter  of  time  when  the 
rents  of  Lreland  will  become  a  minus 
quantity,  because  the  lower  the  rent  the 
higher  the  tenant  right ;  and  when  the 
lent  comes  to  be  fixed,  if  the  tenant 
right  is  hiffh,  the  rent  will  be  lowered, 
tnd  if  a  side  takes  place  during  the  next 
16  years  the  tenant  right  will  again  be 
increased;  so  that  in  time  the  tenant 
right  must  eat  away  the  rents  altogether. 
I  cannot  see  why,  if  the  Prime  Minister 
does  not  wish  this  to  happen,  we  should 
not  adopt  the  wording  of  Mr.  Butt's 
Bill— that  a  fair  rent  is  such  a  rent  as 
t  solvent  tenant  would  undertake  to  pay 
one  year  with  another,  deducting  from 
kaajr  inoieaae  due  to  the  tenant's  im- 
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provements  or  his  predecessors  in  title, 
for  which  he  would  be  entitled  to  com- 
pensation under  the  Act  of  1870.  If 
this  is  adopted  instead  of  the  present 
words — which  I  hope  it  will  be,  and  that 
your  Lordships  will  adhere  to  the 
Amendment — it  will  make  it  clear  that 
tenant  right  is  not  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration, and  will  carry  out  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Prime  Minister  that  a 
fair  rent  should  be  fixed  without  taking 
that  right  into  consideration.  I  am 
quite  sure  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  not  wish  the  rents  of  Ireland  to 
be  rendered  a  minus  quantity  by  a  right 
conferred  on  the  tenants  against  the  ex- 
pressed wish  of  the  landlords ;  but  you 
must  remember  an  unintentional  ad- 
vantage was  conferred  by  the  Act  of 
1 870,  and  it  is  just  possible  there  might 
be  another  unintentional  advantage  con- 
feiTed  by  mistake  under  the  Act  of  1881. 
My  Lords,  the  Prime  Minister  states 
that  if  the  landlords  can  prove  loss 
under  the  Bill  they  have  a  fair  right  to 
claim  compensation  from  Parliament ; 
but  if  they  were  to  lose  their  whole 
rents,  as  they  might  do  under  the  word- 
ing of  this  clause,  they  might,  no  doubt, 
claim  compensation  ;  but  do  your  Lord- 
ships think  they  would  have  any  chance 
whatever  of  getting  it?  My  Ijords,  I 
believe  this  is  not  merely  an  Irish  ques- 
tion— it  is  an  Imperial  question,  because, 
if  an  irresponsible  Court  can  be  con- 
stituted that  could  have  this  effect  upon 
the  rents  paid  for  the  lands  of  Ireland, 
and  it  brought  about  such  a  result,.: 
would  naturally  be  the  means  of  setting 
on  foot  an  agitation  to  bring  about  the 
same  results  in  England,  and  a  strong 
Iladical  Government,  backed  by  such  a 
majority  as  is  at  present  supporting  the 
Prime  Minister,  might  pass  an  Act  which 
would  do  away  in  time  with  all  rent 
from  the  land  of  Great  Britain  as  well 
without  any  compensation.  Well,  my 
Lords,  I  now  come  to  the  **  fixity  of 
tenure"  clause,  or  ** durability  of  ten- 
ure," as  the  Prime  Minister  calls  it, 
though  I  must  own  I  cannot  see  a  dif- 
ference in  the  effect  of  the  two  words, 
the  only  difference  being  that  they  are 
spelt  in  a  different  manner.  The  best 
proof  I  can  give  that  tliis  is  fixity  of 
tenure  is,  that  I  believe  the  clause  to  bo 
drawn  on  the  lines  of  the  old  Irish  lease, 
which  was  called  **  a  lease  of  lives  re- 
newable for  ever."  This  lease,  like  the 
clause  before  your  Lordships,  was  really 
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a  lease  for  ever,  or  a  durable  tenure. 
In  that  lease  there  were  conditions  very 
similar  to  those  contained  in  this  clause ; 
but,  my  Lords,  it  was  found  so  incon- 
Tenient  that  it  was  necessary  to  pass  an 
Act,  forcing  upon  the  owners  who  held 
leases  of  this  description  the  necessity 
of  giving  durable  tenure  by  what  is 
call^  a  ''fee-farm  grant,"  which  is  a 
''  lease  for  ever ;  "  and  the  arguments 
used  to  prove  that  there  was  no  injustice 
in  tumine  a  ''  lease  of  lives  renewable 
for  ever "  into  a  fee-farm  grant  or  a 
lease  for  ever  were,  that  the  original 
lease  was  really  a  lease  for  ever,  and, 
therefore,  there  could  be  no  injustice  in 
making  it  so  by  law.  My  Lords,  if  a 
''  lease  of  lives  renewable  for  ever"  was 
turned  without  injustice  into  a  lease  for 
ever,  and  if  this  clause  is,  as  I  have 
shown,  almost  the  same  as  that  lease,  is 
it  not  a  proof  that  the  lease  for  15  years 
renewable  for  ever  is  really  fixity  of 
tenure  or  a  lease  for  ever  ?  The  Prime 
Minister  says  that  this  clause  is  not  fixity 
of  tenure,  because  of  the  right  of  pre- 
emption reserved  to  the  landlord;  but 
that  right  can  only  come  into  existence 
when  the  tenant  wishes  to  sell,  and  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  him  holding  on  for 
ever,  unless  he  wishes  to  dispose  of  his 
holding,  which  he  can  then  do,  to  the 
landlord  at  the  full  value.  Under  a 
''lease  of  lives  renewable  for  ever" 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  land- 
lord buying  at  the  full  market  value 
if  his  tenant  wished  to  sell,  which 
is  all  that  is  conceded  at  present ; 
and,  therefore,  I  maintain  that  this 
"fixity,"  "  durability,"  or  "  perpetuity 
of  tenure  "  is  identical  with  the  lease  I 
have  referred  to,  which  is  now  turned 
by  Act  of  Parliament  into  a  "  lease  for 
ever."  There  is  yet  another  point  that 
calls  for  notice.  If,  before  the  passing 
of  this  Act,  a  landlord  had  offered  his 
tenants  a  lease  for  ever  at  fair  rents, 
they  would  have  been  prepared  to  pay  a 
large  fee  or  submit  to  a  large  fine  in 
order  to  become  possessed  of  it ;  but  now 
a  lease  for  ever  is  conferred  on  them 
without  requiring  any  fine  at  all,  and 
then  it  is  said  that  this  Bill  is  not  a  mea- 
sure of  confiscation.  Well,  my  Lords, 
if  this  is  a  lease  for  ever,  which  I  have 
shown  it  is,  it  is  a  monstrous  proposi- 
tion that,  unlike  the  clauses  contained 
in  such  leases,  the  landlord  has  not  the 
right  to  re-enter  upon  a  holding  that 
belongs    to    him  upon    the  deliberate 
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breach  of  a  statutory  condition,  without 
being  liable  to  the  full  penalty  for  dis- 
turbance which  he  would  have  to  pay 
consequent  on  a  notice  to  quit ;  and  he 
will  be  in  exactly  the  same  position  as 
if  he  had  capriciously  evicted  his  tenant, 
although  the  tenant,  holding  a  lease  for 
ever,  has  broken  one  of  the  conditionB 
upon  which  he  holds  that  lease.  I  appeal 
to  your  Lordships  whether  this  is  fair 
and  just,  and  whether  an  alteration  in 
this  clause  ought  not  to  be  made  in  Com- 
mittee. Well,  my  Lords,  I  now  oome 
to  the  ornamental  clauses,  and  I  shall 
not  detain  you  long,  because  I  consider 
them  almost  entirely  inoperative.  The 
first  we  come  to  is  the  scheme  for  creat- 
ing a  peasant  proprietary,  which  I  be- 
lieve is  the  best  proposition  made  in  this 
Bill,  because  I  have  long  thought  that 
it  is  the  only  possible  manner  of  settling 
the  Irish  Lsmd  Question,  and  bringing 
back  peace,  contentment,  and  prosperity 
to  that  country;  but  this  scheme  will,  I 
believe,  be  inoperative,  because  I  do  not 
see  any  arrangement  made  to  produce 
funds  sufficient  to  cany  it  out,  and  there 
are  none  existing  in  Ireland  for  the  pur- 
pose ;  and  also  because  I  believe  "  free 
sale  "  will  act  directly  against  it.  Have 
your  Lordships  considered  that  if  a  nuui 
has  purchased  his  tenant  right,  he  will 
be  paying  twice  over  the  fee  simple  of 
his  holding,  if  he  wishes  to  purohase 
the  freehold  in  addition  to  wnat  he  at 
present  possesses  ?  For  instance,  a  ten- 
ant whose  rent  is  £20  a-year,  put  the 
tenant  right  at  20  years'  purohase — a 
very  moderate  sum  in  the  North — ^thia 
would  equal  £400 ;  if  he  buys  the  fee 
at,  say  25  years'  purchase,  that  will  be 
£500  more,  or,  taking  them  together, 
45  years'  purchase.  Do  your  Lordships 
believe  that  anv  land  in  Ireland  will  be 
worth  45  years'  purchase,  or  £900  for  a 
farm  rented  at  £20  a-year,  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act  ?  What  will  happen 
if  he  wishes  to  realize  ?  Do  you  think 
he  will  be  able  to  sell  both  rights  at  Uie 
same  time  ?  I  think  that  is  impossible 
to  suppose ;  but,  if  he  should  wish  to  do 
so,  I  doubt  very  much  whether  he  would 
get  more  than  the  fee,  or  25  years'  pur- 
chase, for  what  he  had  paid  45  years' 
purchase  to  become  possessed  of.  I 
think  for  this  reason  that  free  sale  is 
enormously  agaiitst  the  possibility  of 
tenants  taking  advantage  of  the  Pur- 
chase Clauses  of  the  BiU ;  and  I  think 
this  is  a  great  pity,  because  I  have  long 
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oonaidered  that  to  make  property  secure 
in  Ireland  it  is  necessary  largely,  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  peasant  proprietors, 
and  it  is  the  only  means  of  escape  for 
those  landlords  who  do  not  wish  to  sub- 
mit to  the  penalties  contained  in  this 
measure,  for  their  position  under  it 
would  be  intolerable.  Their  property 
would  be  rendered  unsaleable,  as  the 
pnrdiaser  would  only  giye  such  a  price 
for  it  as  the  Land  League  would  allow 
him  to.  I  have  several  times  mentioned 
the  necessity  for  compensation;  but  I 
belieTe  it  would  be  most  difficult  to  ar- 
riye  at  the  absolute  value  of  rights  taken 
away  under  this  Bill,  some  of  which  re- 
present a  large  money  value,  but  others, 
equally  valuable,  are  matters  of  senti- 
ment. The  only  possible  way  of  arriv- 
ing at  compensation  would  be  purchase 
by  the  State  at  a  given  number  of  years' 
purchase  where  the  landlords  could  show 
they  had  had  loss.  This  might  have  been 
anrived  at  without  costing  the  British 
taxpayer  one  shilling,  because  the  estates 
Bo  bought  could  have  been  mortgaged, 
and  the  money  borrowed  at  a  very  low 
rate  of  interest.  It  has  been  said  that 
if  the  landlords  cannot  collect  their  rents, 
how  could  the  State  collect  them,  and 
that  it  would  not  do  for  the  State  to  be- 
come the  landlords  of  Ireland.  But,  my 
Lords,  the  State  would  not  become  the 
laibdlords  of  Irelimd,  it  would  be  merely 
the  holder  of  a  mortgage  on  the  lands 
purchased,  which  mortgage  was  being 
paid  off,  principal  and  interest,  each 
year  during  85  years ;  the  farmers 
would  not  look  upon  it  as  rent,  because 
rent  goes  on  for  ever,  and  this  would 
cease  at  a  given  time,  and  by  every  pay- 
ment they  would  be  reducing  their  debt 
to  the  State.  Therefore  they  would  not 
repudiate  it,  because  by  so  doing  they 
would  lose  the  money  they  had  fdready 
paid — ^just  like  a  man  who  had  insured 
his  life  will  go  through  any  privation 
rather  than,  oy  giving  up  paying  his 
premium  for  one  year,  lose  all  he  has 
paid  before.  But,  my  Lords,  if  the  Gk>- 
veznment  are  so  blind  to  the  facts  as  to 
say  there  is  no  confiscation,  they  can 
htfdly  deny  that  for  the  future  there  is 
only  one  possible  buyer  of  Irish  land. 
The  whole  British  and  Irish  public  are 
■wept  from  the  market ;  the  occupier 
will  be  the  onlv  buyer,  and  he  will  be 
prevented  from  buying  by  what  I  have 
pointed  out.  My  Lords,  if  there  are  no 
odier  losses  to  tiie  Xrish  landlord  under 


this  Bill,  I  cannot  see  how  it  can  be 
denied  that  his  property  is  rendered  un- 
saleable, and  the  value  of  it  enormously 
deteriorated.  As  it  is,  I  believe  the  in- 
tention of  this  measure  is  to  fetter  the 
landlords  to  their  properties,  so  that 
in  the  future,  when  the  next  agitation 
takes  place,  the  British  Government 
will  be  able  to  confiscate  the  only  thing 
then  left  to  them — namely,  the  head- 
rent  of  the  estates  which  they  once  called 
their  own.  Now,  my  Lords,  with  regard 
to  emigration,  which  always  finds  such 
flreat  advocates  on  this  side  of  the 
Channel,  for  wherever  the  English  peo- 
ple find  Ireland  difficult  to  govern,  they 
alwajrs  propose  a  wholesale  depopula- 
tion of  that  country.  My  Lords,  I 
think  it  a  poor  thing  that  this  great, 
this  rich  Empire,  should  only  be  able  to 
find  two  remedies  for  the  constantly  re- 
curring distress  in  Ireland,  and  that 
one  of  those  remedies  should  be  the 
confiscation  of  the  landlords'  properties, 
and  the  other  the  stiU  ^eater  removal 
of  a  population  which,  m  many  places, 
is  alreaay  too  small.  I  will  not  deny 
that  in  certain  poor  districts  in  the  West 
of  Ireland  the  population  is  much  greater 
than  the  produce  of  the  land  can  sup- 
port ;  but  that  is  not  the  case  over  by 
far  the  greater  area  of  that  country. 
I  believe  that  every  emigrant  who  is 
likely  to  succeed  in  foreign  lands  is  an 
enormous  loss  to  the  land  of  his  birth. 
I  ventured  to  point  out  on  a  former  oc- 
casion that  State-aided  manufactories 
were  the  only  true  way  of  relieving 
distress  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  and 
I  was  met  by  the  answer  that  it  would 
be  against  the  principles  of  political 
economy.  But  I  have  noticed  since 
the  Liberal  Party  introduced  the  Oom- 
pensation  for  Disturbance  Bill  of  last 
year  and  the  present  measure  that  they 
have  given  up  talking  about  political 
economy  altogether;  and  I  cannot  see 
the  great  difference  between  advancing 
money  to  Companies  for  the  establish- 
ment of  manufactories,  and  advancing 
money  for  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands,  of  which  there  is  a  proposal  under 
this  Bill.  But,  my  Lords,  I  need  not 
deal  with  either  the  questions  of  recla- 
mation or  emigration,  because  neither 
of  these  clauses  can  possibly  be  made 
the  least  use  of  as  they  are  at  present 
worded.  Who  would  suppose  that  any 
Company  would  lay  out  money  on  recla- 
mation, when  they  know  that  the  moment 
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the  lands  were  let  to  a  tenant,  he  would 
have  perfect  power  to  sell  all  their  im- 
provements for  his  own  advantage? 
Well,  my  Lords,  I  shall  not  detain  your 
Lordships  by  dealing  with  the  questions 
of  leases,  or  of  arrears,  or  of  that  much- 
to-be-pitied  class,  the  farm  labourers, 
and  I  shall  leave  these  most  important 
subjects  to  be  dealt  with  by  other  noble 
Lords,  who,  I  have  no  doubt,  will  dis- 
cuss them  ;  but  this  I  must  say,  that  the 
way  leases  and  arrears  are  dealt  with 
seems  to  me  the  most  demoralizing  fea- 
ture in  this  demoralizing  Bill.  My 
Lords,  I  have  confined  my  remarks  to 
the  main  features  of  this  Bill,  which  I 
have  said  is  a  measure  of  confiscation, 

Sartly  rendered  necessary  by  the  present 
eplorable  state  of  Ireland,  and  that  I 
believe  full  compensation  ought  to  be 
given,  more  especially  as  the  present  state 
of  Ireland  has  been  mainly  brought  about 
by  the  weakness  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment. The  Irish  Executive  reminds  me 
of  an  indifferent  rider  on  an  impetuous 
horse,  who,  instead  of  riding  him  with 
a  steady  seat  and  firm,  but  gentle 
hand,  throws  the  reins  upon  his  neck 
and  holds  on  by  the  spurs,  thereby  irri- 
tating him  into  a  state  far  beyond  con- 
trol. My  Lords,  I  believe  the  policy  of 
the  Irish  Government  has  been  a  policy 
of  weakness  and  irritation.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  blame  the  Govern- 
ment for  not  having  renewed  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act  last  year;  because  it 
would  have  been  impossible,  in  my 
opinion,  having  regard  to  the  state  of 
Ireland  when  they  succeeded  to  power, 
having  regard  to  the  statements  made 
on  the  hustings  that  Ireland  was  in  a 
state  of  comfort  and  satisfaction,  that 
the  first  measure  of  a  Government, 
pledged  up  to  the  eyes  to  give  every- 
body everything  they  wanted,  could 
have  been  the  renewal  of  an  Act  sus- 
pending the  liberties  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple. But,  my  Lords,  I  find  the  greatest 
fault  with  every  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment since  that  time.  Every  measure 
taken  to  preserve  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land has  invariably  been  taken  two 
mouths  after  it  would  have  been  effec- 
tive, and  has  merely  acted  as  an  irritant 
upon  the  people.  My  Lords,  I  believe 
that  the  Act  which  was  passed  last 
winter,  and  which  no  one  can  deplore 
the  necessity  of  more  than  I  do,  would 
have  been  perfectly  unnecessary  if  the 
ordinary  law— as  stated  in  a  Oiroular 

Tk$  Mmrfueu  of  JTaterford 


sent  round  to  the  maffistrates  of  Ire- 
land— ^had  been  properly  enforced.  But, 
my  Lords,  the  Chief  Secretanr  for  Ire- 
land has  at  last  thrown  off  the  mask, 
and  the  mist  that  has  hung  over  the  ex- 
traordinary proceedings  of  the  Irish 
Executive  during  the  past  year  is  now 
cleared  away.  The  intention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  throughout 
must  have  been  the  ruin  of  the  Irish 
landlords,  because  no  man  in  the  United 
Kingdom  can  be  so  well  aware  of  what 
the  effect  would  be  of  the  addition  to 
the  Bill  which  he  allowed  to  be  made  at 
the  end  of  last  week,  and  for  which  he 
thanked  Mr.  Pamell.  He  waited  nntil 
the  measure  was  nearly  passed  to  ahow 
his  real  intentions,  for  fear  of  lighten- 
ing his  followers,  and  then,  when  he 
considered  it  safe,  he  threw  off  the  mask 
and  appeared  in  his  true  colours.  My 
Lords,  1  sincerely  wish  that  I  could  be- 
lieve that  this  measure  will  really  be  a 
«  message  of  peace*'  to  Ireland,  and 
that  by  the  sacrifice  of  the  landlords' 
rights  a  lasting  settlement  of  this  much* 
vexed  question  will  be  brought  about; 
but  my  oelief  is  that  when  the  measure 
becomes  law,  things  will  become  even 
worse  in  Ireland  Sian  they  are  at  pre- 
sent, and  that,  acting  up  to  the  apparent 
wishes  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, tenants  will  refuse  to  pay  any 
rent  at  all  until  a  judicial  rent  has  been 
fixed.  If  this  takes  place — and  I  already 
see  signs  that  it  will — it  will  proye  that 
right  cannot  come  out  of  wrong,  and 
that  laws  framed  contrary  to  all  prin- 
ciples of  political  economy,  and  against 
all  theories  upon  which  nations  have 
been  governed  in  the  past,  can  lead  to 
nothing  but  dire  and  desperate  disaster 
in  the  future. 

Thb  Eabl  of  DUNRAVEN  said, 
that  before  attempting  to  unravel  the 
mysteries  of  this  Bill  he  would  say  one 
word  in  protest  about  the^way  in  which 
it  was  introduced.  The  Bill  was  nndar 
discussion  in  the  other  House  late  on 
Friday  evening,  and  was  read  a  first 
time  &e  same  night  at  a  special  Sitting 
of  this  House,  and  the  seoond  reading 
fixed  for  this  evening.  The  Bill  was  not 
printed  until  Saturaay  afternoon,  and 
their  Lordships'  House  had,  therefore, 
practically  speaking,  one  da]%and  that 
a  Sunday,  for  the  consideraEhliLof  a  . 
measure  of  vast  importance  t^ttiJ 
country.  He  was  not  a  strict  SabflM 
tarian,  and  had  even  advocated  in  thaft^ 
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Hoose  the  desirability  of  enjoying  rea- 
sonable reoreation  on  the  Sunday ;  but 
it  was  impossible  to  say  that  racking 
one's  brains  over  the  tangled  intricacies 
of  that  Bill  could  be  considered  whole- 
some recreation  for  anyone.  If  they 
were  not  to  consider  a  measure  carefully 
and  critically  then  they  might  as  well 
abstain  from  the  empty  semblance  of 
doing  so ;  and  if  a  measure  of  that  kind 
was  to  receive  proper  consideration,  it 
onght  not  to  be  taken  for  second  reading 
on  Monday  when  it  was  only  printed  on 
the  preceding  Saturday  afternoon.  Such 
indecent  haste  was  not  complimentary  to 
their  Lordships.  He  had  no  desire  that 
the  passage  of  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
tardM  in  any  way.  On  the  contrary,  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  sit  on 
Wednesdays  and  Saturdays,  as  far  as 
convenient ;  but  it  was  asking  too  much 
to  propose  that  a  Bill  of  that  nature 
should  be  read  a  second  time  after  it 
had  been  in  their  Lordships'  hands  only 
a  few  hours.  If  it  were  a  simple  mea- 
sure, the  time  would  be  short  enough ; 
but  the  first  thing  that  struck  one  in 
contemplating  a  measure  which,  in  order 
to  cany  out  its  intentions,  should  be 
comprehensible  to  all  those  to  whom  it 

SrpUed,  was  its  complicated  nature  and 
e  number  and  intricacies  of  the  checks 
and  balances  which  it  contained,  and  the 
ambiguous  nature  of  its  language.  A 
measure  which  oueht  to  be  clear,  simple, 
and  precise  was  about  the  most  compli- 
cated measure  that  ever  had  been  intro- 
duced into  Parliament;  and  if  any 
Amendment  were  made  in  it,  one  pro- 
vision should  be  that  a  properly  qualified 
interpreter  should  be  employed  on  every 
townland  to  explain  the  Bill  to  the  tenants. 
When,  after  some  difficulty,  a  conclu- 
sion was  arrived  at  as  to  what  was 
meant  by  the  terms  of  the  Bill,  the 
nature  at  it  became  pretty  clear,  and  it 
was  possible  to  form  an  estimate  as  to 
what  the  result  of  the  Bill  would  bo, 
and  how  far  that  result  would  bring 
about  the  ends  and  objects  which  it  was 
intended  to  gain.  What  did  tho  Bill 
do?  He  contended  that  it  changed  the 
whole  system  of  land  tenure  in  Ireland. 
The  rights  of  ownership  were  taken 
away  from  landlords  and  given  partly 
to  tenants  and  partly  to  a  Land  Com- 
ndssion.  Landlord  and  tenant  wore  for 
Ae  future  to  have  certain  rights  and 
in  the  soil  subject  to  the 
ity  and  direction  of  a  Commis- 
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sion,  which  was  practically  the  landlord 
— the  lord  of  all  the  land  in  Ireland  in 
all  respects,  except  in  the  enjoyment  of 
the  money  value  of  the  land.  Tenants 
wore  given  new  and  valuable  rights,  or, 
to  put  it  another  way,  which,  however, 
involved  an  entire  fallacy,  ancient,  nomi- 
nal, and  valueless  rights  were  revived 
and  made  valuable,  and  the  value  was 
taken,  and  must  be  taken,  from  the 
landlord.  The  landlord  lost  this  value 
in  his  estate,  and  he  lost  also  whatever 
value  might  be  attached  to  rights  of 
real  ownership.  He  was  no  longer  a 
free  man  and  an  absolute  owner  of  his 
property ;  he  became  a  partial  owner 
only,  subject  to  the  scrutiny  and  inter- 
ference of  an  authority  superior  to  him. 
His  position  was  as  different  from  what 
it  was  as  was  that  of  a  man  under  con- 
trol from  that  of  a  free  man.  The  Bill 
took  away  all  liberty  of  contract  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord ;  but  it  left  ^most 
complete  liberty  of  contract  between 
tenant  and  tenant,  who,  for  the  future, 
would  have  the  disposition  of  the  land 
of  Ireland  in  his  hands.  The  Bill 
granted,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  the 
**  three  F's;  "  and  fixity  of  tenure,  free 
sale,  and  fair  rent  constituted,  if  taken 
together,  a  tenure  as  different  to  the 
present  tenure  founded  on  free  contract 
as  any  two  systems  could  possibly  be. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  take  the 
view  that  the  Bill  revolutionized  the 
system  of  land  tenure  \  that  it  instituted 
a  new  system  which,  if  it  were  better 
than  the  existing  system,  could  prove  its 
superiority  only  by  being  largely  ap- 
plied, a  system  which  certainly  offered 
great  advantages  to  tenants  for  the  pre- 
sent, advantages  worth  money  to  them, 
and  which  deprived  landlords  of  rights 
and  privileges  of  great  value  to  them. 
If  the  Bill  was  much  restricted  it  could 
do  little  good  to  Ireland.  If  it  passed 
Parliament  without  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation being  recognized,  he  believed 
an  Act  would  have  obtained  the  sanction 
of  the  British  Parliament  more  unjust 
than  any  measure  that  had  ever  been 
approved  by  any  Legislative  Assembly 
in  a  civilized  community.  He  was  not 
particularly  hopeful  of  the  general  and 
permanent  results  which  this  Bill  was 
likely  to  have  in  Ireland.  He  was  very 
doubtful  as  to  the  future  effects  which 
the  change  of  tenure  would  produce. 
But  that  was  a  question  which  expe- 
rience alone  could  settle.     The  change 
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would  chime  in  with  the  feelings  of 
the  people.  They  were  taking  a  new 
departure  in  Irish  politics.  It  was 
an  experiment — a  leap  in  the  dark — 
and  it  was  hard  to  form  a  sound 
opinion  as  to  how  far  the  **  three 
Irs"  were  likely  to  prove  beneficial. 
Judging  by  the  former  opinions  of  very 
able  men,  the  change  was  not  unlikely 
to  be  injurious,  and  certainly  involved 
injustice  to  the  present  owners  of  pro- 

Serty  in  land.  Baron  Dowse,  when 
olicitor  General  for  Ireland  in  1870, 
spoke  of  such  an  interference  by  a 
Court  as  was  contemplated  in  that  Bill 
as  being  '^  completely  subversive  of  all 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant." In  the  course  of  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  of  1870,  Mr.  Gladstone 
deprecated 

**  Any  provimon  by  which  men  shall  be  told 
that  there  shall  be  an  authority  always  existing 
ready  to  release  them  from  the  contracts  they 
have  deliberately  entered  into," 

and  he  could  not  then  conceive 

**  A  plan  more  calculated  for  throwing  into 
confusion  the  whole  economical  arrangements 
of  the  country,  and  carrying  widesproad  de- 
moralication  uiroughout  the  whole  mass  of  the 
Irish  people." — [3  Mantard,  cxciz.  1846.] 

It  was  true  that  the  Prime  Minister  de- 
nied that  fixity  of  tenure  was  granted 
by  this  Bill,  though  he  formerly  stated 
that  valuing  rents,  which  that  Bill  cer- 
tainly did,  would  be  tantamount  to 
granting  perpetuity  of  tenure.  He  said 
fiiat  perpetuity  of  tenure  was  not  given, 
only  security  and  durability.  Practi- 
cally speaking,  perpetuity  of  tenure  was 
granted,  and  they  had  the  high  autho- 
rity mentioned  for  saying  that  such  per- 
petuity was  not  likely  to  be  beneficial  to 
the  country,  and,  moreover,  that  it  could 
not  be  given  to  the  tenant  without  taking 
away  something  valuable  from  the  land- 
lord. On  that  point,  Mr.  Gladstone 
said — 

"Perpetuity  of  tenure  on  the  part  of  the 
occupier  is  yirtually  expropriation  of  the  land- 
lord, and  in  such  cases  compensation  would 
have  to  be  paid  to  the  landlord  for  the  rights 
of  which  he  would  be  deprived." 

He  appealed  to  any  unprejudiced  man 
to  say  whether  the  new  tenure,  16  years' 
leases  renewable  for  ever,  was  not  prac- 
tically perpetuity  of  tenure ;  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to  prove  that  perpetuity  of  tenure 
was  practically  expropriation,  and  that 
expropriation  should  be  paid  for.  On 
The  Earl  of  Dunraven 


the  second  reading  of  the  BiU  of  1870 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon  the 
Woolsack  said  that 

"  Fixity  of  tenure  in  plain  English  amounted 
to  the  taking  away  of   the   property   of   one 

man    and   giving   it    to    another No 

doubt  we  may  take  a  man's  property ;  but,  in 
that  case,  we  must  compensate  him  for  it.*' — 
[Ibid,  1666.] 

The  noble  and  learned  Lord  spoke  of 
fixity  of  tenure,  and  said  that  ''  fixity 
required  compensation."  But  now  that 
"durability"  and  **securitv"  were 
given,  there  was  no  mention  of  compen- 
sation. It  would  require  the  ingenuity 
and  casuistry  of  the  whole  Jesuit  Col- 
lege to  show  any  practical  difference  be- 
tween perpetuity  or  fixity  and  such  dura- 
bility and  security  as  were  provided  by 
this  Bill.  This  Bill  did  grant,  practi- 
cally speaking,  perpetuity  of  tenure  sub- 
ject to  periodical  valuations.  The  same 
conditions  as  to  rent,  payment,  waste, 
and  sub -division  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Oarlinffford)  said  in  1870  would 
be  ineffectual  were  contained  in  this 
Bill.  Why  were  they  to  suppose  that 
sub-division  was  better  guarded  against 
now  than  then  ?  But  sub-division  had 
been  one  of  the  chief  causes  of  Irish  dis- 
tress. He  did  not  see  why  public  men 
should  not  change  their  opinions.  If  a 
man  might  not  change  his  opinions 
there  was  no  sense  in  ur^ng  anything 
before  Parliament.  But  m  this  matter 
of  Irish  leg^lation  the  opinions  of  the 
most  prominent  men  had  been  chansed 
to  a  very  remarkable  extent.  The 
Prime  Minister  denied,  over  and  over 
again,  that  joint  proprietorship  between 
landlord  and  tenant  was  a  good  thing. 
But  in  introducing  this  Bill  he  said  that 
"  he  did  not  admit  that  joint  partner- 
ship was  a  bad  thing."  As  for  free 
sale,  the  Prime  Minister  stated,  in  the 
debate  on  the  Bill  of  1870,  that  he  and 
his  Colleagues 


I'  Distinctly  declined  to  admit  that  they  ^ 
g^oing  to  proTide  the  same  legislation  andtiie  i„ 
compensation  for  men  who  had  paid  nothing  at 
all  when  they  took  their  holdings  as  they  would 
provide  for  those  who  had  invested  large  sums 
of  money."— [/6iVf.  1840.] 

But  that  was  precisely  what  this  present 
Bill  did.  On  that  point  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  spoke  of 
extending  the  Ulster  Oustom  to  the  rest 
of  Ireland  as  a  '<  manifest  violation  of 
the  principles  of  justice."  But,  as  hi 
as  free  sale  was  concerned^  the  present 
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Bill  did,  to  all  intents  and  porposes,  ex- 
tend the  Ulster  Custom  oyer  the  whole 
of  Ireland.  In  contradistinction  to  all 
the  assertions  made  10  years  ago  by 
the  Prime  Minister  to  the  effect  that 
free  sale  oyer  the  whole  of  Ireland  was 
not  allowable  and  conld  not  be  granted 
without  great  injustice  to  the  landlord, 
the  same  Prime  Minister  now  said  that 
it 


"  Distmctly  and  decidedly  the  least  open  to 
objection  of  any  part  of  the  BiU,"  and  that  '*  it 
waa  almost  absolutely  ingrained  in  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case  and  in  the  circumstances 
with  which  we  have  to  deal." 

These  were  maryellous  ohanges  of  opi- 
nion. He  could  understand  men  chang- 
ing their  opinions  as  to  the  expediency 
of  a  measure ;  but  he  oould  not  compre- 
hend how  they  oould  change  their  yiews 
as  to  any  hardship  or  injustice  accruing 
to  individuals  under  it.  The  right  of 
assignment  might  have  existed  in  law 
200  or  300  years  ago  ;  but  it  was  yalue- 
less,  because  there  was  nothing  to  assi&^n. 
The  present  Bill  made  yery  yaluable 
tiiat  whic^  was  previously  valueless, 
and  pretended  that  that  value  was 
created  out  of  nothing  at  all.  Accord- 
ing to  that  Bill,  the  only  way  in  which 
Ireland  could  return  to  nreedom  of  con- 
tract was  by  present  tenancies  becoming 
future  tenancies ;  and,  as  far  as  he  could 
see,  the  only  way  in  which  that  could 
be  done  was  by  a  breach  of  the  statu- 
toiy  conditions.  It  was  only,  therefore, 
by  a  breach  of  the  statutory  conditions 
of  this  Act  that  Irishmen  could  arrive 
at  Uie  freedom  of  contract  which  was  to 
be  some  day  so  beneficial  to  them.  In 
oUier  words,  Ireland's  social  relations 
would  permit  of  freedom  of  contract 
whenever  Irish  farmers  were  prepared 
to  break  the  conditions  on  wmch  they 
held  their  land.  That  was  a  somewhat 
curious  view  to  take  of  the  social  rela- 
tions of  a  country.  At  one  time  the  at- 
tention of  the  Irish  people  was  called 
to  file  fact  that  outrages  led  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Disestablishment  of 
tiie  Church.  At  another  they  were  told 
that  a  notice  of  eviction  was  tantamount 
to  a  sentence  of  death.  Last  Session  a 
Bill  was  introduced  which  would  have 
enabled  tenants  to  avoid  payment  of 
rent  if  they  only  chose  to  swear  hard 
enough  that  they  could  not  pay.  And 
now  the  people  of  Ireland  were  told  that 
freedom  of  contract  was  the  best  thing 
that  ^ey  oould  baye  if  they  were  fit  for 
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it,  but  that  they  were  not  fit  for  it  yet, 
and  could  only  be  made  fit  for  it  by 
breaking  the  statutory  conditions  of  this 
Bill.  The  only  wonder  was  that  there 
was  any  morality  at  all  left  among  the 
people.  ["Oh!"]  Ministers  had  stated 
the  objections  to  this  measure,  in  lan- 
guage much  better  and  stroneer  and 
clearer  than  any  at  his  command.  This 
did  not  prove  that  the  ''three  F's,"  or 
the  terms  in  which  they  were  granted 
by  this  Bill,  must  of  necessity  be  in- 
jurious to  Ireland.  As  they  were  con- 
sidered by  these  ^preat  authorities  to  be 
both  unjustand  injurious  avery  fewyears 
ago,  they  should  not  build  their  hopes 
too  high  on  such  a  very  ricketty  founaa- 
tion  as  the  opinions  now  expressed  by 
the  same  authorities.  The  Bill  was 
satisfactory  in  one  respect.  It  protected 
the  undoubted  rights  of  the  tenant 
in  his  improvements.  He  had  a  per- 
fect right  in  equity  to  the  enjoyment 
of,  or  the  value  of,  any  improvements 
he  had  made,  and  to  nothing  else,  and 
in  this  respect  the  law  should  be  made 
to  conform  to  equity.  The  fatal  error 
in  the  Act  of  1870,  and  perpetuated  in 
this  Bill,  was  the  principle  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance.  That  principle 
once  admitted,  tenants  would  not  rest 
until  it  was  developed  to  the  fullest 
extent,  and  would  claim  that  they  had 
a  right  to  their  holdings  under  all  and 
any  circumstances.  That  the  tenants' 
improvements  only  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered was  borne  out  by  that  clause  in 
the  Bill  which  exempted  estates  on 
which  the  landlords  had  made  all  the 
improvements  from  the  Bent  Glauses  of 
the  Bill.  If  in  such  cases  the  owner 
might  raise  rent  to  such  an  extent  as  to 
preclude  any  tenant  ri^ht,  it  was  proved 
that  tenant  right  consisted  in  the  value 
of  the  tenants'  improvements.  If  the 
Oommission  had  been  instituted  to  assess 
the  full  value  of  tenants'  improvements 
in  all  cases,  and  if  it  had  been  autho- 
rized to  act  as  an  arbitrator  in  all  dis- 
puted cases  of  rent  voluntarily  submitted 
to  it  by  both  parties,  under  those  cir- 
cumstances a  fair  settlement  would  have 
been  arrived  at.  The  whole  circum- 
stances of  the  case  would  have  to  have 
been  taken  into  consideration  in  deter- 
mining the  value  of  the  improvements, 
and  if  the  interest  of  the  tenant  was 
confined  to  that  they  would  be  able  to 
arrive  at  a  standpoint ;  but  if  they  gave 
any  further  rights  to  the  tenant,  they 
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miglit  depend  upon  it  that  he  would 
carry  them  out  to  the  fullest  extent  and 
great  confusion  would  ensue.  The  Bill 
endeavoured  to  run  with  the  hare  and 
hunt  with  the  hounds — to  guard  the 
people  against  all  the  evils  which  might 
possibly  arise  from  landlordism,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  to  keep  for  the  people 
all  the  good  results  of  landlordism.  It 
strove  to  do  too  much,  and  in  that  re- 
spect might  fail.  The  people  could  not 
be  both  independent  of  landlords  and 
also  reap  the  benefit  of  wise  and  im- 
proving landlords.  The  existence  of 
laud  hunger  and  of  a  few  bad  landlords 
were  some  of  the  reasons  given  by  the 
Prime  Minister  for  legielating.  The 
latter  was  a  bad  reason.  It  would  be 
madness  to  legislate  to  counteract  the 
evil  effect  of  a  few  Irish  landlords  if  by 
doing  so  they  also  counteracted  the  good 
effect  produced  by  many  prudent  and 
improving  landlords.  '  *  Land  hunger  " 
was  ODly  another  term  for  scarcity  of 
land,  and  that  was  only  another  way  of 
stating  that  there  were  too  many  people 
bidding  for  land.  Scarcely  anything 
was  done  by  this  Bill  either  to  diminish 
the  demand  for  land  by  helping  the 
people  to  find  the  means  of  subsistence 
elsewhere,  or  by  providing  them  with 
some  other  means  of  subsistence  here. 
The  evil  had  been  counteracted  by  the 
action  of  the  landlords.  They  were 
content  to  take  less  than  they  could  get 
for  their  land,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
would  not  aUow  tenants  to  give  more 
for  a  farm  than  it  was  worth  in  the  way 
of  premium.  As  it  was  now,  land  would 
be  subjected  to  almost  unbridled  com- 
petition. A  check  was  provided  by  the 
provision  giving  landlords  the  right  of 
pre-emption  at  a  fair  price ;  but  the 
action  of  the  landlord  would  be  greatly 
hampered  by  the  fact  that  the  principle 
of  free  sale,  the  right  of  selling  in  the 
open  market,  was  conceded  in  the  Bill. 
It  was  hard  upon  the  landlord  that,  in 
order  to  check  competition,  he  should  be 
forced  to  place  himself  in  direct  opposition 
to  a  privilege  granted  by  this  Bill.  Com- 
petition would  be  increased  instead  of 
checked  on  the  whole.  The  real  differ- 
ence would  be  that  the  advantages  to  be 
gained  by  competition  would  be  trans- 
ferred from  the  landlord  to  the  tenant ; 
that  was,  transferred  from  the  man  who 
used  it  with  moderation  to  men  who 
were  not  likely  to  be  moderate  in  the 
use  of  it.    What  other  reasons  were 


there  for  legislating  ?  He  put  on  < 
side  the  Heport  of  the  Beaeboroi 
Commission.  That  Beport  was  not  wo 
a  row  of  pins.  The  noble  Doke  ( 
Duke  of  ArgyU)  the  other  day  cone 
sively  showed  up  the  value  of  the  i 
dence;  and  although  the  conolosi 
arrived  at  might  be  perfectly  com 
they  must  be  considered  merely  as 
opinions  of  certain  individuals,  founi 
on  their  personal  observations  or  evoL 
out  of  tneir  moral  consciousness,  i 
not  as  opinions  founded  upon  eviden 
Practically,  the  case  was  this — A  sf 
of  things  existed  in  Ireland  requir 
some  remedy,  and,  in  order  to  meet 
views  of  those  who,  having  heard  soi 
one  say  '*  Force  is  no  remedy,"  thoaj 
it  rather  a  nice-sounding  phnise  anc 

{)ret^  catch- word  to  repeat,  "so 
egislation  must  be  tried."  Onhr  a  i 
months  ago  the  Prime  Minister  aedm 
that  Ireland  was  enjoying  a  state 
comfort  and  prosperity  hitherto  nnkno 
in  its  history ;  and  they  now  knew^ 
the  authority  of  a  former  Cabinet  1 
nister  that  an  Irish  Land  Bill  did  : 
form  part  of  the  original  programme 
the  Gbvemment.  Nothing  had  ocenn 
since  then  to  make  legislation  neoessa 
Harvests  had  been  exceptionally  go< 
Landlords  had  not  been  acting  in  a 
unusual  way,  except  that,  insikead 
being  paid  their  just  debts,  they  I 
been  buying  their  own  rents.  NothJ 
had  occurred  in  Ireland  except  an  a 
tation  and  a  reign  of  terror ;  and  H 
were  forced,  however  reluctantly,  to  1 
inevitable  conclusion  that  this  Bill  ^ 
a  sop  to  that  agitation.  In  Boss 
when  travellers  were  pursued  by  a  pi 
of  wolves,  something  was  chucked  ot 
board  to  keep  off  the  hungry  woIt 
and  so  in  Ireland,  whenever  there  ^ 
any  outcry,  some  landlord's  props] 
was  chucked  out.  Whatever  the  n 
tives  for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill, 
allowed  that  they  ought  to  look  at  1 
Bill  and  judge  of  it  on  its  merits,  a 
consider  it  with  reference  to  the  state 
things  in  Ireland  at  the  present  mome 
The  one  thing  they  haia  to  consider  n 
whether  the  system  would  be  more  soil 
to  the  Irish  ideas  than  the  present  m 
tem,  and  he  did  think  that  the  £ 
would  be  more  suitable  to  the  Irish  6t 
racter  in  that  respect.  Irish  tenants  h 
always  looked  upon  their  holdings  as 
a  certain  extent  their  own  proper^ ;  ai 
an  Act  legalizing  that  customi  ai^  tai 
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ing  ihiir  idea  into  veality,  would  be 
qmte  in   aocordaace  with  their  senti- 
BMots.    It  might  be  for  the  benefit  of 
tilie   oountiy  to  transfer  certain  rights 
from  the  landlord  to  the  tenant.    If  bo, 
by  all  means  let  it  be  done.    Only  it 
uoold  be  done  with  due  regard  to  the 
principle  that  the  State  was  bound  in 
such  oases  to  make  good  any  loss  aooru- 
ing  to  individuals.     Compensation  for 
loM  of  property  taken  by  the  State  from 
individuals  for  the  benefit  of  the  com- 
muniiy  was  the  great  principle  upon 
which  all  civilized  society  rested,  and  it 
was  most  dangerous  to  invade  it.   There 
were  many  mings  which  had  occurred 
in  Ireland  for  which  no  compensation 
could  be  given.     They  could  not  com- 
pensate the  people  of  Ireland  for  having 
allowed  tiiem  to  be  so  evilly-entreated 
by  agitators.    They  could,  not  compen- 
sate the   law-abiding   people  of    that 
country  for  allowing  mem  to  be  outraged 
by  a  lawless  agitation,  and  for  the  dis- 
trast  of  law  and  the  Executive  power 
which  they  had  learned,  through  the 
failure  to  afford  them  proper  protection. 
They  could   not  compensate  landlords 
for  the  fact  that  the  feelings  of  their 
tenants  had  been  estranged  from  them. 
They  could  never  compensate  him  for 
the  fact  that  men  among  whom  he  was 
bom,  and  with  whom  he  had  lived  op 
terms  of  intimacy  and  friendship,  had 
been  forced  to  put  themselves  into  an- 
iag^Hiism  to  him.    These  were  matters 
for  which  no  compensation   could   be 
made.    The  effect  and  the  recollection 
of  them  would  die  out  in  time,  but  per- 
hi^  not  during  the  lives  of  the  present 
generation.     In  some  ways,   however, 
ue  landowner  might  have  been  com- 
pensated.    Compensation    could    have 
been  given  without  costing  the  State 
anything,  by  authorising  Uie  Oommis- 
•ion  to  take  over  existing  mortgages  at 
the  present  rate  of  interest,  wluoh  was 
4^  per  cent,  and  allowing  1|  P®^  ^^^  of 
ihaX  interest  to  go  to  forma  sinking  fund, 
whereby  ^e  capital  of  the  mortgage 
debt  would  be  paid  off  in   a  certain 
number  of  years.    As  the  State  could 
tK»rrow  at  8  per  cent,  this  transaction 
would  not  cost  the  State  a  penny.   Com- 
pensation was  denied  on  the  ground  that 
th^re  was  no  confiscation ;  and  confisca- 
tion was  denied  on  two  grounds — first, 
that  landed  property  would  increase  in 
value ;  and,  secondly,  that  the  rights  of 
whioh  laadloids  were  deprived  were  n<^ 


£Qunded  in  equity.    As  fiar  as  file  first 
contention  was  concerned,  it  was  quite 
impossible  to  prove  that  land  would  in- 
crease in  value.     Even  if   die  selling 
price  of  land  did  increase,  that  was  no 
reason  for  refusingoompensation.  If  they 
took  away  certain  rights  from  owners  of 
land,  they  could  not  refuse  in  justice  to 
compensate  them  for  the  loss  by  proving, 
even  if  it  were  possible  to  do  so,  that 
the  value  of  their  property  would  be  im- 
proved.   If  the  nghts  were  legal,  that 
was  sufficient  to  found  a  daim.    It  was 
no  argument  to  say  that  the  landlord 
should  never  have  been  given  the  rights 
he  had  enjoyed,  or  that  certain  rijp^hts 
should  never  have  been  taken  away  from 
the  tenants.    They  could  not  remedy  one 
injustice  by  committing  another.    The 
opinions  of  people  as  to  the  equity  of 
any  law  or  system  of  tenure  or  usage  of 
any  kind  might  vary  from  generation  to 
generation  or  from  year  to  year ;  but  if 
there  was  to  be  any  social  stability,  if 
individuals  were  to  devote  their  capital 
and  energies  to  those  pursuits  and  in 
those  directions  which  caused  a  people 
to  progress  in  civilization,  individuals 
must  be  guaranteed  against  fear  of  those 
changes  and  from  their  effects  by  know- 
ing mat  they  would  receive  an  equiva- 
lent for  any  loss  of  property  involved  in 
such  change.    On  most  estates  in  Ire- 
land landlords  had  contributed  half  the 
costs  of  maintenance  and  improvement, 
and  had  charged  nothing  in  the  way  of 
additional  rent.    Was  the  landlord  to  be 
deprived  of  his  share  in  those  improve- 
ments ?    If  the  custom  of  an  estate  had 
been  for  the  landlord  to  find  half  ^e 
cost  of  maintenance  and  improvement  up 
to  the  present,  would  he  be  able  to  ob- 
tain compensation  on  the  occasion  of  a 
sale  that  might  take  place  25  or  50  years 
hence?    They  forbade  the  proprietor, 
who  had  contributed  a  portion  of  the 
maintenance  and  improvement  and  had 
charged  no  interest  whatever,  to  raise 
his  rents  sufficiently  to  cover  his  ex- 
penditure.    If  that  were  to  be  done, 
rents  would  be  almost  universally  raised 
throughout  Ireland,  and  the  whole  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  would  be  frustrated;  for, 
if  the  result  was  to  raise  rents,  the  Bill 
would  be  perfectly  useless.  It  was  hoped 
that  the  Bill  would  not  be  universal  in 
its  application — that  portion  of  it  which 
enabled  the  tenant  to  apply  to  the  Court 
to  have  his  rent  fixed.    It  was  obvious 
that  if  every  tenant  were  to  do  so  the 
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Commission  and  the  Courts  would  never 
get  through  the  work.  If,  therefore, 
the  Bill  was  to  work  at  all,  such  cases 
must  be  comparatively  rare.  He  did 
not  think  himself  that  the  amount  of 
litigation  would  be  so  great  as  was  sup- 
posed. One  or  two  tenants  on  an  estate 
or  townland  would  try  the  rent  question, 
and  the  result  would  be  looked  upon  as 
a  test  affecting  the  whole  townland  or 
property.  It  was  hoped  idso  that  on 
many  estates  the  tenants  would  prefer 
to  remain  as  they  were,  and  would  prefer 
the  amenities  of  a  good  landlord  to  the 
stem  justice  of  the  Courts.  But,  in  such 
cases,  the  landlord  should  surely  be  safe- 
guarded against  any  change  of  mind  on 
the  part  of  his  tenants,  otherwise  he 
would  scarcely  venture  to  lay  out  much 
money  for  fear  of  being  suddenly  called 
upon  to  fulfil  the  disagreeable  and,  per- 
haps, veiy  difficidt  task  of  proving  every 
penny  to  the  Court.  To  the  other  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  he  would  only  briefly 
allude.  He  trusted  that  the  attempt  to 
create  a  peasant  proprietary  would  prove 
successful ;  but  probably  no  very  great 
number  of  Irish  tenants  would  avail 
themselves  of  that  provision  from  the 
fact  that  they  woula  prefer  to  remain 
statutory  tenants.  He  had  little  faith  in 
peasant  proprietors  in  Ireland,  as  neither 
the  soil  nor  the  climate  of  the  country 
was  suitable  to  the  existence  of  a  pros- 
perous and  numerous  body  of  very  small 
freeholders.  The  result  would  be  that 
they  woidd  o^et  into  debt,  and  their  pro- 
perties wotdd  fall  into  the  hands  of 
money-lenders  and  shopkeepers  in  small 
towns  and  villages ;  so  that  the  creation 
of  a  body  of  peasant  proprietors  would 
be  followed  by  the  creation  of  a  number 
of  small  landlords,  who  would  deal  very 
hardly  with  their  tenants.  The  Emigra- 
tion Clause  was  too  restricted.  It  would 
do  good,  no  doubt,  to  a  certain  extent ; 
but  the  amount  of  money  was  too  small 
for  permanently  affecting  the  prosperity 
of  the  country.  It  was  a  mistcuke  to 
suppose  that  assisting  emigration  was 
unpopular  in  the  coimtry.  He  did  not 
believe  that  to  be  the  case,  though  it 
was  unpopular  with  those  agitators  whose 
stock-in-trade  consisted  of  a  starving  and 
discontented  people.  In  no  way  could 
public  money  be  better  employed  than 
in  assisting  the  people  to  emigrate  at 
the  least  possible  inconvenience  and  pain 
to  themselves ;  and  nobody  would  deny 
that  the  rent  difficulty  in  Ireland  would 
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be  settled  satisfEtotorily  if  the  people  of 
the  country  showed  so  little  msindina- 
tion  to  leave  Ireland  that  sooner  than 
pay  more  than  they  ought  for  a  farm  at 
home  they  would  seek  for  a  farm  in 
some  other  portion  of  the  British  Empire. 
He  hoped  that  Irish  landlords  would  do 
their  duty  to  the  best  of  their  ability 
under  an  altered  condition  of  things; 
but  they  could  scarcely  be  expected  to 
taJke  the  same  pride  or  pleasure  in  their 
properties,  or  to  occupy  themselves,  as 
they  had  hitherto  done,  in  regarding  the 
welfare  of  the  labourers  and  the  poorer 
classes  upon  their  estates.  Whether  the 
Bill  worked  well  or  not  would  depend 
upon  the  moderation  of  the  tenants  in 
the  exercise  of  their  new  rights,  and 
upon  the  landlords  doing  the  best  they 
could  under  the  new  circumstances.  He 
hoped  the  action  of  the  Bill  would  not 
be  restricted  or  modified  in  any  material 
respect,  and  that  leases  would  not  be 
excluded  from  its  operation,  nor  ought 
those  tenancies  to  be  excluded  where 
the  present  rent  had  been  paid  for  a 
certain  length  of  time ;  that  would  be 
merely  punishing  the  honest  men  for 
their  honesty.  He  should  prefer  to  see 
the  application  of  the  Bill  as  extensive 
as  possible.  Its  only  chance  of  being 
beneficial  lay  in  its  action  being  as  wide- 
spread as  possible.  If  the  country  did 
not  settle  down  quietly  under  it,  it  could 
not  have  fair  play,  and  the  country 
would  not  settle  down  quietly  under  it 
if  great  districts  were  excluded  from  it. 
The  new  system  of  land  tenure  should 
have  a  fair  field  and  a  fair  trial ;  but 
the  landowner  ought  to  be  compensated 
for  the  loss  which  he  sustained  under  it. 
If  he  were  not,  a  great  injustice  would 
be  done.  No  one  could  pretend  to  say 
that  the  new  tenure  was  as  valuable  to 
the  landlord  as  the  old  tenure,  of  which 
he  was  to  be  deprived ;  and  even  if  ti^e 
debt  were  not  paid  it  diould  be  acknow- 
ledged. He  hoped  the  Bill  would  pass; 
first,  because  imder  the  condition,  the 
lamentable  condition,  to  which  Ireland 
had  been  allowed  to  fall  it  would  be 
most  disastrous  to  that  country  if  this 
measure  should  not  become  law.  He 
trusted  that  this  Bill  might  be  read  a 
second  time,  and  that  its  scope  and 
sphere  of  action  would  not  be  materially 
curtailed  in  Committoe.  The  happiness 
and  welfare  of  his  countrymen  in  Ireland 
were  very  dear  to  his  heart,  and  he 
should  be  much  pleaaed  if  ihie  Session 
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of  1881  should  be  marked  by  giving  to 
his  country  peace  and  contentment. 

The  Earl  op  LYTTON  :  There  are 
so  many  of  your  Lordships  whose  per- 
sonal interests  are  immediately  and  ma- 
terially affected  by  the  Bill  before  us 
that  I  must  apologize  for  attempting  to 
occupy  any  portion  of  the  time  that  has 
at  last  arrived  for  the  discussion  of  it ; 
and  if  I  could  look  upon  it  as  a  purely 
local  measure,  raising  questions  exclu- 
sively Irish,  I  would  not  have  taken  part 
in  this  debate.      But  no  one  who  has 
watched  the  origin  and  progress  of  the 
Bill  can  doubt  for  an  instant  that  we  are 
now  dealing  with  a  measure  of  moment- 
ous consequence  to[all  parts,  all  classes, 
and  all  interests  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
I  believe  this  measure  is,  in  the  highest 
degree,    mischievous    and    dangerous; 
hut,  in  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case,  there  are  reasons  why  your  Lord- 
ships may  hesitate  to  reject  it.    I  wish, 
however,  for  my  own  part,  to  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  disclaiming  any 
acquiescence  in  the  principles  and  ob- 
jects of  this  Bill,  and  to    record  the 
strongest  protest  in  my  power  against 
this  sort  of  legislation,  wmch  may  here- 
after be  cited  as  a  precedent.    I  make 
this  protest  on  a  threefold  ground.    In 
the  first  place,   I  think  it  is  a  revolu- 
tionary concession  to  ihe  threats  of  re< 
bellion,  and  it  is   a  concession  which 
never  would  have  been  required  if  timely 
iteps  had  been  taken  to  protect  the  unity 
of  the  Kingdom  and  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty and  of  person.    In  the  next  place, 
I  am  sure  this  Bill  will  fail  to  secure  the 
only  result  which  could  possibly  justify 
its  introduction — namely,   the  pacifica- 
tion of  Ireland.  And,  in  the  third  place, 
it  is  a  step,  and  it  is  a  long  step,  to  a 
course  which  cannot  lead  to  any  other 
issue  than  Uie  disruption  of  the  nation  on 
the  one  hand  or  a  civil  war  on  the  other. 
These  are  the  three  grounds  on  which  I 
join  issue  with  the  Bill.    Allow  me  to 
explain  them  as  shortly  as  I  can.     I 
have  said  that  the  Bill  is  a  revolutionary 
concession  to  threats  of  rebellion ;  and 
I  say  this  because  no  other  view  of  the 
case  can  possibly  account,  and  because 
this  view  of  it  does  completely  account, 
for  the  peculiar  character  of  the  measure 
which  now  lies  upon  the  Table  of  your 
Lordships'  House.    For  what  does  this 
measure  propose,  and  what  are  the  only 
pinoipleB  upon  which  its  proposals  can 
DO  based  F    My  Lords,  I  am  not  going 
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to  enter  at  any  length  into  the  details  of 
this  Bill,  which  is  very  intricate  in  its 
arrangement,  and  very  obscure  in  its 
language.  But  this  I  think  I  may  say 
of  it  in  general  terms,  without  fear  of 
^ing  far  wrong,  or  doing  it  any  in- 
justice. It  proposes  to  ti^e  from  the 
landlords  and  tenants  of  Ireland  the 
power  of  makine  their  own  bargains 
with  each  other  about  the  land  in  which 
they  are  mutually  interested;  it  pro- 
poses to  institute  a  Court  of  Justice  for 
the  regulation  of  their  business  trans 
actions  and  relations,  on  a  basis  giving 
to  the  tenant  an  interest  in  the  land  at 
once  more  permanent  and  more  valuable 
than  any  to  which  he  is  at  present  en- 
titled ;  and  it  cannot  be  denied  that  it  is 
entirely  at  the  landlord's  expense  that 
the  tenant  will  acquire  this  new  and 
considerable  interest.  Broadly,  and 
apart  from  all  questions  of  detail,  this 
is  a  Bill  for  diminishing  the  proprietary 
rights  of  Irish  landlords ;  it  is  a  Bill  for 
emarging,  at  their  expense,  the  interest 
of  the  tenants  in  the  land  they  occupy ; 
it  is  a  Bill  for  destroying  all  freedom  of 
contract  in  respect  of  the  occupation  of 
such  land ;  and  for  regulating  the  rela- 
tions between  landlords  and  tenants  by 
the  decrees  of  a  Court  of  Justice.  I  do 
not  stop  to  dispute  whether  it  is  an  abuse 
of  language  to  apply  the  word  **  confis- 
cation''  to  such  a  measure.  I  do  not 
specially  insist  on  the  proposition, 
though  it  appears  to  me  unanswerable, 
that  the  Bill  is  revolutionary.  Whatever 
name  may  be  given  to  the  Bill  its  main 
features  speak  for  themselves.  It  de- 
prives of  proprietary  rights,  and  with- 
out compeuRation,  a  whole  class  and  a 
most  important  class  of  the  community. 
This  is  commonly  called  confiscation. 
It  forcibly  introduces  a  sudden  and  a 
sweeping  change  into  the  social  position 
and  the  habits  of  life  of  the  greater  part 
of  the  population  of  Ireland ;  and  this 
is  commonly  called  revolution.  To  me, 
therefore,  the  terms  seem  perfectly  ap- 
propriate ;  but  I  do  not  care  to  insist 
upon  them.  Confiscations  are  not  always 
bad ;  they  arc  sometimes  necessary,  they 
are  sometimes  salutary.  Revolution 
may,  under  certain  circumstances,  be 
largely  beneficial ;  and  if  I  regard  this 
particular  measure  with  misgiving  and 
dismay  it  is  not  because  it  involves  con- 
fiscation, but  because  the  confiscation  it 
involves  appears  to  me  to  be  unneces- 
sary,  unjust,   and  injurious.     I  recoil 

Digitized  uy  ->.,^^>^%^pLt.i^ 


885 


Zand  Law 


(LOKDSI 


{£r$Umi)  Bitt. 


886 


from  it,  not  because  it  is  revolulionary, 
but  because  the  reyolution  is  certain,  I 
think,  to  inflict  upon  the  whole  body  of 
the  nation  a  wound  which  must  be 
serious,  and  may  be  fatal.  But  now, 
my  Lords,  to  pass  from  words  and  come 
to  things.  I  suppose  it  will  not  be  de- 
nied that  those  who  propose  changes  of 
this  nature  ought  to  be  prepared  to 
justify  them.  The  burden  of  proof  is 
upon  them.  How  do  they  sustain  it? 
What  foundation  do  they  lay  for  their 
Bill?  I  have  carefully  followed  what 
has  been  said  upon  this  subject  both 
here  and  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  by  the  Ministerial  organs  in 
the  Press,  and,  substantially,  I  think 
it  all  amounts  to  this.  We  are  told 
in  every  variety  of  tone  and  form  that 
something  must  be  done — as  though 
it  were  of  no  practical  importance  whe- 
ther the  thing  done  were  a  right  thing 
or  a  wrong  tmng,  so  long  as  it  is  done 
and  done  quickly.  It  is  said  that  matters 
have  come  to  such  a  pass  in  Ireland  that 
they  can  no  longer  be  left  as  they  are  ; 
that  whether  this  Bill  or  another  be 
adopted,  legislation  of  a  radical  funda- 
mental kind  has  become  indispensable 
for  the  re-settlement  of  relations  between 
the  landlords  and  tenants  of  Ireland. 
Nothing  else,  it  is  said,  and  nothing  less, 
can  now  satisfy  the  expectations  that 
have  been  raised  or  allay  the  agitation 
that  has  been  brought  within  a  measure- 
able  distance  of  civil  war;  and,  this 
being  so,  it  is  best  to  take  the  remedy 
provided  by  those  who  are  at  present 
responsible  for  the  treatment  of  the  dis- 
order lest  a  worse  thing  happen  to  us. 
I  am  by  no  means  prepared  to  dispute 
the  probable  truth  of  all  this.  Here,  I 
think,  and  now,  the  truth  of  it  may  be 
unreservedly  assumed.  It  is  quite  pos- 
sible that,  as  matters  now  stand,  the  re- 
jection of  this  Bill  might  be  the  signal 
for  insurrection  in  Ireland ;  and  I  fear 
it  is  more  than  probable  that,  in  that 
case,  the  authors  and  abettors  of  the 
Bill  would  endeavour  to  throw  the  whole 
responsibility  for  the  result  upon  your 
Lordships'  House,  while,  at  the  same 
time,  the  protection  afforded  by  Govern- 
ment to  the  lives  and  properties  thus 
endangered  would  be  timid,  scanty,  and 
ineffectual.  All  this  I  acknowledge; 
at  least,  I  do  not  contest  it.  To  your 
Lordships  it  may,  as  I  have  said,  suggest 
many  reasons  for  not  summarily  reject- 
ing the  Bill  which  is  now  before  us.  But 
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between  submission  and  approval  there 
is  a  difference.  To  my  own  mind  it  does 
not  constitute  a  conclusive  argument  in 
favour  of  the  Bill ;  and  for  the  simple 
reason  that  I  cannot  recognise  in  the  Bill 
a  final  settlement  of  any  of  the  serious 
questions  it  raises  and  disturbs.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  Bill  wiU  pacify  Ireland. 
I  do  not  believe  it  can  long  postpone  the 
dangers  it  is  professedly  designed  to  pre« 
vent ;  and  I  am  persuaded  that,  sooner 
or  later,  we  shall  be  placed  by  it  in  a 
position  which  will  oblige  us  either  to  see 
the  independence  of  Ireland  established 
by  the  menace  of  civil  war,  or  else  firmly 
and  unfiinchingly  to  accept  the  challenge 
thrown  out  to  such  a  war.  I  must  con- 
fess I  look  upon  acquiescence  in  revolu- 
tionary legislation  as  a  greater  national 
evil  than  resolute  resistance  to  open  in- 
surrection. But  I  admit  the  plea  of  ne- 
cessity  in  the  limited  sense  of  the  con« 
siderations  which  I  have  mentioned. 
What  I  do  not  acknowledge  or  admit  is 
that  any  sort  of  necessity,  or  even  justi- 
fication, can  be  shown  for  the  present 
measure  in  a  wider,  a  worthier,  or  a 
higher  sense.  Fear,  my  Lords,  is  a  per- 
fectly intelligible  argument  in  favour  of 
anything.  But,  if  you  put  aside  the 
argument  of  fear,  what  justification  re- 
mains for  the  Bill  now  before  us  ?  Is  it 
desirable  on  the  broad  ground  of  gene- 
ral expediency  ?  Several  reasons  make 
such  a  contention  absolutely  impossible. 
They  are  so  obvious,  so  conclusive,  so 
little  disputed  even  by  those  against 
whom  they  press  most  strongly,  that  it 
would  be  a  waste  of  time  to  enlarge 
upon  them.  There  are,  however,  some 
essential  features  of  the  Bill  which,  in 
relation  to  the  question  of  general  ex- 
pediency, we  cannot  afford  to  lose  sight 
of.  In  the  first  place,  this  Bill  intro- 
duces, or,  if  you  will,  confirms  and 
establishes,  a  system  of  divided  owner- 
ship. Henceforth  the  land  of  Ireland 
will  not,  in  the  full  sense  of  tiie  word, 
belong  to  anyone.  The  landlord  will 
have  no  motive  to  invest  capital  in  it^ 
but  every  motive  to  avoid  any  outlay  at 
all  upon  it.  He  will  have  just  enough 
interest  in  it  to  prevent  the  tenant  f^m 
feeling  himself  the  owner  of  the  land, 
and  no  more.  You  thus  drive  from  the 
land  of  Ireland  the  very  thing  of  which 
it  stands  most  in  need.  Tou  deprive  it 
of  the  judicious  application  of  capital ; 
and  you  deprive  it  of  the  master's  eye, 
whidi  is  just  as  neoessazy  for  the  good 
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management  of  the  field  as  for  the  good 
management  of  the  household.     And 
this  bad  state  of  things  will  be  made 
wone  by  another  part  of  the  measure, 
which  is  even  more  efficacious  for  mis- 
chief.    Tou  do  away  with  freedom  of 
contract.    The  land  is  capable  of  being 
impvoyed  in  a  thousand   ways.     The 
obTioQB  and  usual  way  of  effecting  such 
improyements  is  by  contracts,  the  terms 
of  which  enable  the  landlord  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  tenant  on  the  other,  to 
protect  his  interests.     These   are  the 
means  by  which,  in  Ireland  as  elsewhere, 
the  land  must  be  improved,  if  it  is  to  be 
improved  at  all,  by  those  who  are  in- 
terested in  it.    No,  says  the  BUI,  you 
shall  do  no  such  thing.    The  landlord 
and  tenant  are  not  to  be  trusted  to  look 
after  their  own  interests,  or  make  their 
own  bargains,  except,  perhaps,  through 
the  intervention  of  a  lawsuit.     But,  on 
more  general  grounds  of  expediency,  the 
Bill  is  open  to  most  serious  objection.  A 
large  part  of  Ireland  is  hardly  fit  for  the 
habitation  of  human  creatures,  to  say 
nothing  of  a  dense  ^pulation,  even  if 
the  land  were  given  to  its  occupiers  in  fee- 
simple.     There  are  parts  of  Oonnemara, 
Donegal,  and  Mayo  where  the  land  is  so 
poor  that  the  population,  if  large,  can 
uve  on  it  only  at  the  risk,  as  sad  expe- 
zisnce  has  taught  us,  of  famines  and 
nfferings  which  have  no  parallel  out 
of  India.      But  this   Bill  will  root  to 
the  soil  a  pauper  population,  and  will 
thus  lay  the  K>unaaaon  for  more  fa- 
minee,  more  discontent,  more  agitation. 
It  will  organize  ^uperism  at  one  end  of 
the  social  scale,  it  will  paralyze  capital 
tt  the  other,  and  throughout  the  inter- 
miing  grades  of  Uie  whole  agricultural 
oommnnity  of  Ireland  it  will  place  the 
peasant  and  proprietary  classes  of  the 
wuntry  in  a  conmtion  of  inevitable  and 
interminable  antagonism  to  each  other. 
It  will    convert   every  tenant   into    a 
potential   lawsuit,  eveiy  landlord   into 
ft  nthless  creditor.    The  landlords  of 
heland  would  be  more  than  human  if, 
ifier  this  Bill  has  passed  into  law,  they 
£d  not  ezerdse  whatever  legal  rights 
tnd  remedies  it    leaves  them  in    the 
itemest  oommerdal  spirit.    Henceforth, 
I  Piesume,  the  landlords  will  have  no 
ioauoement  to  tolerate  bad  debts ;  and 
*veiy  tenant  who  again  falls  into  arrears 
ttnit  expect  to  be  summarily  sold  up. 
Boir  all  this  can  improve  the  relations 
hetween  the  landkirda  apd  tenants,  or 


conduce  to  the  contentment  and  well- 
being  of  Ireland,  I  am  quite  unable  to 
understand.  But  it  would  be  superfluous 
to  multiply  proof  of  the  absolute  im- 
possibility of  defending    or   accepting 
this  Bill  on  the  broad  ground  of  generid 
expediency.     To  understand  or  discuss 
such  a  Bill  as  this  we  must  quit  that 
ground.     We  must  altogether  abandon 
the  only  ground  hitherto  regarded  by 
statesmen  as  a  sound  basis  for  legisla- 
tion, and  we  must  try  to  find  some  other. 
Well,  then,  what  are  the  arguments  we 
are  to  accept  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  not  on 
the  ground  of  general  expediency,  but 
with  special  reference  to  the  exceptional 
condition  of  Ireland  ?    We  have  lately 
heard  a  great  deal  about  justice  to  Ire- 
land.   Let  me  say  at  once  that  I  look 
upon  justice  to  Ireland  as  a  national 
duty  which  cannot  be  evaded;  but  I 
presume  that  justice  to  Ireland  requires, 
as  its  first  condition,  a  just  appreciation 
of  the  practical  difference  between  Irish 
facts  and  Irish  fictions.     Much  vague 
talk  we  have  heard  of  the  wrongs  of 
Ireland,  of  governing  Ireland  by  Irish 
ideas,  of  the  passionate  craving  of  the 
Irish  peasant  for  the  land  he  occupies, 
of  the  wickedness  of  Irish  landlords, 
and  other  such  topics ;  but  it  has  passed 
my  powers  to  condense  all  this  vaporous 
language  into  any  clear,  definite,  and 
intelligible  statement  of  reasons  for  the 
present  Bill.  The  j ustice  to  Ireland  argu- 
ment, as  I  understand  it  in  reference  to 
the  present  Bill,  rests  on  two  proposi- 
tions.    The  first  is  this — the  Irish  pea- 
santry, it  is  said,  hate  the  Irish  land- 
lords, because  most  of  the  landlords  are 
Protestants,  whereas  most  of  the  pea- 
santry are  Catholics;  because  many  of 
the  landlords  are,  or  because  their  pre- 
decessors were,  absentees;  because  the 
landlords  represent  and  are  supported 
by  the  English  Government,  which  for 
a  length  of  time  treated  the  Irish  in  an 
oppressive  manner  as  regards  both  their 
creed  and  their  commerce  ;  and  because 
the  title  of  the  Irish  landlords  to  their 
land  rests  more  or  less  upon  confisca- 
tions, the  latest  of  which  took  place 
about  200  years  since,  when,  the  pea- 
santry believe,  the  rights  of  their  pro- 
genitors were  sacrificed.    Besides  this, 
the  peasantry  would  exceedingly  like  to 
have  the  land,  apart  from  their  hatred 
of  the  landlords;    and  this  hatred  of 
the  landlord,  coupled  with  the  love  for 
the  landlords'   land,    constitute,  it   is 
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suggested,  a  justification  for  the  present 
BiU  so  far  as  it  aims  at  taking  from  the 
one  class  and  giving  to  the  other  a  por- 
tion of  the  proprietary  rights  in  the  soil. 
The  second  arrament  is  that  the  land- 
lords have  neglected  their  duties  as  land- 
lords, and  have  thus  become  morally, 
though  not  legally,  liable  to  have  the 
consequences  of  their  default  repaired 
at  their  expense.  My  Lords,  unless  all 
that  has  been  spoken  and  written  on 
this  subject  and  in  this  sense  was  meant 
to  support  one  or  other  of  these  two 
propositions,  I  do  not  see  what  it  can 
haye  had  to  do  with  the  matter.  As  for 
the  first  proposition,  I  have  tried  to  do 
it  justice,  and  if  I  have  not  stated  it 
fairly  I  should  feel  deeply  indebted  to 
any  noble  Lord  who  will  point  out  to 
me  the  manner  in  which  the  so-called 
wrongs  of  Ireland  can  be  brought  into 
any  sort  of  logical  relation  to  the  present 
Bill ;  but,  if  it  is  fairly  stated,  it  rests 
on  an  argument  which  obviously  requires 
no  answer  at  all.  **  We  are  Irish,  you 
are  English ;  or  we  are  Catholics,  you 
are  Protestants.  Therefore  we  hate  you; 
and  therefore,  to  appease  our  hatred, 
you  must  give  us  your  land  or  your 
money."  My  Lords,  in  reason,  in  jus- 
tice, in  common  sense,  in  everything  ex- 
cept intimidation,  that  is  no  argument 
at  all,  unless  this  also  is  an  argument — 
''I  am  poor  and  you  are  rich,  therefore 
stand  and  deliver."  That  is  the  argument 
used  by  highwaymen  in  all  ages.  It  was 
the  argument  addressed  to  the  Jews  in 
the  Middle  Ages,  often  with  great  effect ; 
and,  my  Loi^ds,  I  am  ashamed  to  add 
that,  if  you  put  aside  all  phraseology  and 
mystification,  it  is  in  truth  and  in  fact 
the  only  intelligible  argument  in  favour 
of  this  Bill.  In  my  own  mind  there  is 
no  doubt  how  such  an  argument  ought 
to  be  answered ;  but  if  it  is  to  be  ac- 
cepted or  entertained  for  a  moment, 
allow  me,  at  least,  to  remind  the  House 
of  the  extent  to  which  such  an  argument 
may  be  carried.  I  do  hope  that  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  especially 
everyone  who  has  anything  to  lose,  will 
take  it  carefully  to  heart.  What  is  to*day 
the  fate  of  the  landlord  mav  be  to-mor- 
row the  fate  of  the  capitalist.  If  the 
history  of  200  years  is  to  be  re-opened, 
mills  and  machinery,  and  money  in  the 
funds,  will  not  be  found  any  safer  from 
the  operation  of  this  sort  of  historical  j  us- 
tice  than  houses  and  land.  I  am  unable 
to  perceive  any  moral  or  material  differ- 
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ence  between  the  two  cases.  What  sort 
of  Statute  of  Limitation  can  that  be 
which  bars  the  one  claim  and  treats  the 
other  as  open  to  discussion  ?  Either  we 
must  take  the  existing  state  of  facts  as 
we  find  it,  and  regard  established  rights 
of  property  as  sacred,  making  these 
the  basis  of  our  legislation,  or  else  we 
must  open  up  interminable  social  con- 
troversies, wnioh  cannot  be  brought 
by  peaceable  means  to  anything  like  a 
satisfactory  conclusion,  and  which  may 
rapidly  be  brought  far  within  your  mea- 
surable distance  of  civil  war.  My  Lords, 
you  cannot  indulge  in  the  luxury  of  class 
legislation  for  Ireland,  which  subverts 
universally-established  principles,  with- 
out eventually  raising  class  questions  in 
Ene^land.  You  cannot  invalidate  the 
rights  of  property  in  land  without  weak- 
ening the  security  of  property  in  other 
things.  My  Lords,  for  my  part,  I  de- 
precate historical  discussions,  and  the 
revival  of  ancient  subjects  of  dispute 
in  the  practical  treatment  of  economic 
questions ;  but  when  they  are  intro- 
duced, I  think  it  necessary  to  remark 
that  I  can  by  no  means  admit  that  all 
the  merits  of  the  discussion  are  upon 
one  side.  By  all  means  I  would  say  let 
bygones  be  bygones.  But  if  the  past  is 
to  be  re-opened  and  discussed  in  defence 
of  such  principles  as  those  on  which  you 
are  now  legislating,  the  discussion  will 
not  turn  entirely  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Irish  peasant  and  his  friends. 
Wrongs  may  have  been  inflicted  on 
the  Insh  by  the  English ;  but  wrongs, 
and  grievous  ones,  were  inflicted  on  uie 
EngUsh  by  the  Irish.  I  have  no  wish 
to  attempt  the  balancing  of  an  acoonnt 
which  has,  no  doubt,  heavy  items  on 
both  sides  of  it;  but  this  I  say  with 
confidence — if  Ireland  had  been  idlowed 
to  become  an  independent  nation,  go- 
verned according  to  Irish  ideas,  under 
James  11.,  the  most  glorious  events  in 
modem  English  history  would  never 
have  happened,  the  greatest  services  ren- 
dered by  England  to  the  whole  human 
race  would  never  have  been  performed. 
Ireland,  throughout  the  18th  century 
and  downwards,  would  have  been  ruled 
by  a  race  of  Kings  in  close  alliance  with 
the  most  despotic  and  bigoted  Powers 
on  the  Continent,  and  bitterly  hostile  to 
all  that  Englishmen  still,  I  hope,  recall 
with  pride  and  cherish  with  affection. 
Had  England  thus  been  placed  between 
France  and  Spain  on  the  one  side,  and 
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Irdand  on  the  other,  would  she  ever 
have  conquered  Canada,  or  founded  her 
Indian  and  Colonial  Empires  ?  I  oan- 
aot  help  regretting  that  England's  as- 
eendancj  in  Ireland  has  been  so  com- 
monly called  Protestant  ascendancy ;  for 
the  question  involved  in  it  is  not  a  theo- 
logi(»l,  but  a  political,  one.  The  estab- 
liwment  and  maintenance  of  that  ascend- 
ancy were  essential  to  the  growth,  and 
are  still  essential  to  the  preservation,  of 
the  greatness  of  this  counby .  England 
was  right  to  establish  it,  and  she  will 
be  right  to  maintain  it.  Much  of  the 
legislation  by  which  she  formerly  sought 
to  support  it  was,  no  doubt,  oppressive 
and  ill-judged.  I  rejoice  that  it  has 
been  removed.  But,  my  Lords,  I  main- 
tain that  in  what  is  still  the  great  and 
vital  question  at  issue  between  English 
ideas  and  Irish  ideas,  as  regards  the 
government  of  Ireland,  Engliui  ascend- 
ancy has  represented,  however  clumsily 
and  harshly,  the  cause  of  reason,  good 
sense,  and  general  improvement ;  and  I 
maintain  that  Irish  disaffection  has  never 
represented,  and  never  can  represent, 
any  cause  which  is  not  irreconcilably  in- 
oompatible  with  all  these.  My  Lords, 
feeling  this  as  deeply,  and  believing  it 
as  firmly  as  I  can  feel  any  national  inte- 
rest, or  believe  in  any  national  prin- 
cq^e,  I  iniplore  your  Lordships  not  to 
entertain  the  dangerous  suggestion  that 
because  certain  laws,  long  since  repealed, 
were  undoubtedly  unjust  in  one  direc- 
tion, therefore  we  ought  now  to  violate, 
in  the  opposite  direction,  the  very  first 
piindples  of  justice ;  or  that,  because 
former  generations  of  Englishmen  were 
harsh  and  heavy-handed  in  their  deal- 
ings with  the  Msh  people,  we,  their 
successors,  must  now  be  abject,  and 
lawning,  and  cowardly.  Our  fathers, 
it  is  said,  have  eaten  sour  grapes,  and 
our  teeth  are  set  on  edge.  Be  it  so.  But 
do  not  pull  out  our  tee&  merely  to  please 
certain  persons  who  have  set  up  a  false 
daim  to  the  vines.  What  position  can 
be  more  irrational  or  more  humiliating, 
I  would  even  say  more  despicable,  than 
that  of  a  person  who  allows  himself,  or, 
what  is  worse,  his  friend,  to  be  plundered 
and  maltreated  by  a  little  man  not  half 
his  own  size  or  strength,  because  he  is 
onder  an  impression  that  many  years 
ago  his  father  did  not  treat  the  little 
man's  father  quite  fairly  about  a  trans- 
aeticm  in  which,  after  all,  the  little 
man's  father  waa  substantially  in  the 
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wrong  ?  I  shall  say  no  more  upon 
the  first  branch  of  the  ''Justice  to 
Ireland  "  argument.  I  now  pass  to  the 
other.  It  is  said  that  the  present  mea* 
sure  may  be  justified  as  a  penal  one, 
brought  upon  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
by  their  own  demerits.  This  argument 
has  been  so  much  discredited  that  I  need 
say  little  about  it.  Indeed,  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  who  brought 
this  subject  of  the  Bessborough  Com* 
mission  before  the  House  a  short  time 
ago,  so  effectually  disposed  of  the  evi« 
dence  on  which  it  was  supposed  to  be 
founded  that  his  arguments  are  hardly 
strengthened  by  the  Prime  Minister's 
admission  that  die  landlords  of  Ireland 
have  been  tried  and  acquitted.  It  must 
have  been  satisfactory  to  all  your  Lord- 
ships, and  I  hope  it  was  satisfactory  to 
the  Irish  landlords  themselves,  to  leam 
from  so  high  an  authority  that  they  have 
been  tried  and  acquitted.  It  would,  per- 
haps, have  been  more  satisfactory  to  all 
of  us  could  we  have  been  equally  assured 
that,  in  these  circumstances,  they  are  not 
about  to  be  executed.  We  cannot,  how- 
ever, conceal  from  ourselves  that,  al- 
though this  reckless  and  cruel  mjth 
about  the  intolerable  misdeeds  of  Irish 
landlords  is  now  practically  abandoned, 
it  had  produced  all  the  popular  effects 
it  was  designed  to  produce  before  it  was 
discredited.  For  years  and  years  the 
alleged  abominations  of  Irish  landlords 
have  been  the  favourite  theme  of  Eng- 
lish Hadioals.  Eleven  years  ago,  Mr. 
Bright  declared  that  if  Ireland  were 
1,000  miles  away  from  England,  justice 
would  be  done,  or  the  landlordJs  would 
be  exterminated  by  the  vengeance  of 
'the  people.  No  one  can  say  what  out- 
rageous wronff  has  been  done  by  the 
Irish  landlords.  Yet  these  unaltered 
views  have  prevailed  in  the  conception 
of  the  Bill.  I  acknowledge  that  the 
moral  duties  of  landowners  go  beyond 
their  legal  duties.  It  may  even  be  right 
to  impose  upon  them  penalties  for  the 
neglect  of  duties,  or  to  supply  by  law 
terms  omitted  from  contracts.  If  the 
Government  had  said  the  landlords  had 
grossly  neglected  their  duties,  I  should 
have  been  prepared  to  discuss  such  a 
measure  on  its  merits.  We  should  then 
have  been  dealing  with  a  bond  fids  penal 
law.  But  to  such  a  law  this  Bill  bears 
no  resemblance.  It  resembles  no  legis- 
lation ever  sanctioned  in  cold  blood  by 
a  civilized  conununity.    I  have  heard  it 
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said  that  it  bears  some  analogy  to  the 
land  legislation  of  Prussia  during  the 
first  half  of  the  present  century.  But 
surely  this  is  a  delusion.  The  entire 
land  legislation  of  Prussia  is  one  long 
series  of  emphatic  protests  against  divided 
ownership,  and  the  first  result  of  this 
Bill  will  be  to  establish  divided  owner- 
ship. It  does  not  openly  proclaim  the 
State's  approval  of  that  mischievous 
principle ;  but  the  most  repulsive  feature 
of  this  Bill  is  what  I  cannot  help  calling 
its  dishonesty.  It  professes  one  object, 
and  it  aims  at  another.  It  persuades 
with  the  voice  of  Jacob,  while  it  betrays 
with  the  hand  of  Esau.  Its  most  ardent 
supporters  are  encouraged  to  look  to  it 
for  results  which  its  official  authors  do 
not  frankly  avow.  Oommenting  on  the 
hope  expressed  by  an  eminent  social 
critic,  that  the  persons  who  avail  them- 
selves of  the  Purchase  Glauses  of  this 
Bill  will  soon  find  divided  ownership  in- 
tolerable, and  contrive,  in  some  way  or 
other,  to  get  rid  of  it  altogether,  a 
writer  let  the  revolutionary  cat  out  of 
the  official  bag.  ''For  this,"  he  ex- 
claimed, ''is  just  what  the  authors  of 
the  Bill  hope  also.  Only  it  can't  be 
done  at  once.  There  is  an  interval  to 
be  bridged  over."  My  Lords,  you  may 
call  this  a  modus  vivendi.  Applied  to 
existing  proprietary  rights  it  is,  of 
course,  a  modus  moriendi.  It  may  be 
clever  manas^ement,  it  may  be  adroit 
policy  ;  but  I  must  take  leave  to  call  it 
insincere  and  dishonest  legislation.  And 
when  you  have  bridged  over  your  in- 
terval, when  you  have  built  your  bridge, 
when  you  have  crossed  your  bridge, 
when  you  have  got  to  the  other  side  of 
it,  what  will  you  have  arrived  at  ?  The 
transfer  of  the  soil  of  Ireland  from  com- 
parative capitalists,  for  no  better  or 
other  assignable  reason  than  that  their 
ancestors  were  Saxons  or  Scandinavians, 
to  comparative  paupers,  only  because 
their  ancestors  are  supposed  to  have 
been  Spaniards  or  Phoenicians.  If  the 
authors  of  this  Bill  suppose  they  can 
establish  throughout  Ireland  a  system 
of  divided  ownership  which  will  not 
eventually  result  in  a  complete  change 
of  ownership  altogether,  I  must  say  their 
expectation  is  exceedingly  sanguine,  and 
it  has  no  warrant  in  experience  and 
common  sense.  But  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  foresee  and  accept  this  oon- 
Bequence  of  their  present  legislation, 
then,  considering  the  novelty  and  im- 


portanoe  of  sneh  a  purpose,  surel  j  they 
were  bound  under  every  obligation  A 
fair  dealing  and  plain  speaking  to  write 
that  purpose  large  into  the  tide  of  thmi 
BiU.  My  Lords,  I  repeat,  if  thia  BiU 
were  a  himd  fide  penal  Bill,  it  woold, 
at  least,  be  an  honest  one.  Bnt  it 
is  not  a  penal  Bill.  It  cannot  ba 
a  penal  BiD,  for  the  obvions  reason 
that  you  have  no  evidence  on  which  to 
found  or  to  defend  a  penal  Bill.  !%«« 
is  nothing  penal  about  it  beyond  the 
undoubted  fact  that  it  imposes  penalties. 
It  defines  no  offence,  it  provides  no  test 
or  trial,  it  merely  inflicts  promiscooiu 
punishment.  From  the  fanuliar  line  in . 
which  Virgil  has  described  the  proce- 
dure of  Bhadamanthns  this  BUI  strUns 
out  Q"^^  word  except  the  word  ^'  casti- 
g^"  And  Her  Majesty's  Mimsters  art 
virtually  dealing  with  Uie  landlords  of 
Ireland  just  as  a  Judge  would  deal  widi 
a  batch  of  prisoners  in  the  dock,  if  he 
solemnly  said  to  them — «  Gentlemen,  I 
am  delighted  to  have  the  pleasure  ol 
making  your  acquaintance  and  inform* 
ing  you  that  your  past  lives  having 
been  carefully  examined,  no  fault  is  to 
be  found  with  them.  A  mass  of  evideaei 
which  was  supposed  to  reflect  on  your 
character  in  some  unascertained  way 
(for  I  am  happy  to  say  you  were  never 
accused  of  anything  in  particular)  tuxni 
out  to  be  mostly  irrelevant  hearsay,  and 
I  hasten  to  assure  you  that  in  senteno^ 
ing  you  to  seven  years'  penal  servitude 
I  do  not  intend  to  say  anything  ofibn- 
sive.  Ton  leave  that  dock  for  the  punish- 
ment which  now  awaits  you  witiumt 
a  stain  on  your  characters."  Buoh,  ia 
my  opinion,  are  the  only  grounds  on 
which  the  Bill  can  be  justified.  U 
all  parties  had  loyally  combined  to 
tell  the  Irish  people  that  no  fiomda- 
mental  alteration  of  the  Land  Laws 
would  be  tolerated,  our  position  would 
have  been  different  from  what  it  is  now, 
and  less  humiliating.  I  well  know  that 
in  1 870  the  Gbvemment  had  no  intention 
of  taking  from  the  Irish  landlord  what 
legally  belonged  to  him,  or  of  giving  to  the 
Irish  tenant  what  hecouldnot&irlyelaim. 
And  yet,  without  knowing  or  intend- 
ing it,  the  thing  was  done.  You  fonni 
in  Ulster  a  custom  which  you  rightly  be- 
lieved congenial  to  the  tenants  and  eon- 
ducive  to  their  oontentment,  and  yoa, 
not  unnaturally,  decided  to  legalise  and 
extend  it.  But,  my  Lords,  the  legalisa- 
tion of  custom  is  always  %  luttardoas 
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ozpeHment.  Wheneter  you  legalue  li 
ovsloiii  yim  change  it,  and  yon  cannot 
quite  foresee  or  foretell  the  practical 
operation  of  the  change.  Tonr  object 
in  1870  was  to  limit  fr^dom  of  contract 
and  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  those 
nrho  did  not  possees  legal  rights  and  re- 
xnediee.  Then,  as  now,  yon  were  legis- 
lating in  the  dark.  What  has  been  the 
practical  result  ?  You  havd  not  contents 
the  tenioitry  in  other  parts  of  Irdand. 
And,  fot  tiie  first  time  in  the  history  of 
Iridi  land  agitation,  you  have  added 
XTlster  to  the  ranks  of  the  discontented. 
My  Lords,  in  connection  with  the  fresh  and 
more  far-reachnig  experiment  we  are 
now  asked  to  undertake,  I  cannot  help 
reeallinff  a  somewhat  remarkable  speech 
deliyer^  in  1869  by  a  gentleman,  of 
whom  we  have  lately  heaid  a  good  deal, 
and  who  was  then  Mr.  Serjeant  Dowse. 
In  reviewing  Mr.  Gladstone's  ffreat 
aeries  of  remedial  measures  for  Ireliand, 
Mr.  Scffjeant  Dowse  was  so  transported 
Yxj  his  enthusiasm  that  his  language,  like 
that  of  Old  Exprnmee^ 

«  did  attain 
*'  To  sometihiiig'of  prophetie  Bteain." 

After  observinc;  that  the  Ohurch  Bill 
would  give  rehgioos  freedom,  and  the 
Land  BiU  agricultural  security,  to  Lre- 
land— 

**  These  things  aooompliihed,"  he  said,  ''they 
would  then  have  a  happy,  a  proflperooi,  and  a 
united  people— happy,  Decause  no  sense  of  in- 
tuftioe  muled  in  their  breasts;  prosperoits, 
baottttse  they  enjoyed  the  froits  of  their  own  in- 
dvstzy;  ana  muted,  because  the  fell  spirit  of 
ascendancy  would  be  banished  for  eyer." — 
[S  Bmiori^  oxcit.  1964.] 

My  Lords,  how  haye  these  glowing  pre- 
dictions been  fulfilled?  Where  is  the 
happinessi  where  the  prosnerity  of  Ire- 
land? In  harrests  whion  cannot  be 
reaped,  rents  which  cannot  be  collected, 
and  wares  which  cannot  be  sold  ?  What 
are  the  tropes  of  your  great  remedial 
legislation  ?  Menaced  homes ;  mangled 
herds  and  flocks;  murdered  men;  the 
more  and  more  openly  and  yiolently  ex- 
pressed impatience  of  the  majoriiy  of 
the  Irish  population  to  be  altogether 
rid  of  English  rule;  and  the  wame- 
lUIy ineffectual  administration  of  avery 
serere  Coercion  Bill.  Where,  too,  is  the 
unity  of  tilie  Irish  people  ?  In  the  files 
of  a  League  openly  organixed  for  resist- 
aaoe  to  law.  And  thenre  also  I  think  we 
diaU  find,  in  all  its  fbrce,  the  fell  roirit 
of  aasendAfisy.  Meaawhile,  the  auttiors 


of  a  legislation^  which  has  r^sidted  in 
this  wretched  state  of  things,  sit  there 
unabashed  on  their  Ministerial  Benches, 
and  apparently  comfort  themselves  with 
the  reflection  that  force  is  no  remedy. 
But,  my  Lords,  your  remedies  haye  had 
no  force,  and  you  are  now,  after  all  your 
abortire  messages  of  peace,  strengthen- 
ing, to  an  extent  unprecedented  in  time 
of  neace,  the  milittuy  garrison  of  Ire- 
land. My  Lords,  what  confidence  can 
we  possibly  repose  in  the  ci^adty  of 
physicians  whose  drugs  we  know  to  be 
compounded  of  the  most  nauseous  and 
suspicious  ingredients  unused  by  ^e 
faculty,  when  we  thus  find  that  their 
diagnosis  has  been  wrong  fh>m  beffin- 
ning  to  end,  and  that  all  their  previous 
prescriptions  have  only  aggpravated  by  a 
series  of  inflammatory  palliatives  the 
disorder  intrusted  to  their  treatment? 
Beally,  in  these  circumstances,  the  cheer- 
ful confidence  of  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters appears  to  me  appalling.  Another 
Bill  or  two  of  this  kind  will  put  an  end 
to  the  present  class  of  Irish  landlords. 
When  tney  are  gone,  what  will  be  left 
in  Ireland  ?  A  mass  of  jpeasant  proprie- 
tors who  for  generations  have  oeen 
hating  you  intensely,  and  who  will  then 
regard  England  as  a  foreign  country 
whose  power  and  whose  purpose  they 
have  already  foiled,  defeated,  and  humi- 
liated. By  what  messap^  of  peace,  or 
what  measures  of  coercion  will  you  ex- 
ercise any  control  over  their  passions  or 
their  proceedings  ?  I  cannot  too  stronfflv 
protest  against  the  onlv  principle  which 
has  consistently  pervaded  the  course  of 
Irish  legislation  since  1869.  The  present 
Prime  Minister  then  told  us  that  all 
Iriflh  questions  are  to  be  regarded  as 
grievances,  growing,  like  so  many 
branches,  out  of  the  trunk  of  a  single 
poisonous  tree. 

«« That  tree,"  he  said,  « is  Protestant  ascend- 
ancj,  and  against  Protestant  ascendancy  we  are 
handed  together  to  make  war." 

Is  it  too  late  to  ask  what  you  mean  by 
the  Protestant  ascendancy  you  have  re- 
solved to  destroy  ?  Is  it  not  an  ascend- 
ancy derived  m>m  causes  which  give 
legitimate  pre-eminence  to  any  class  of 
men  in  any  community  ?  Are  not  those 
the  causes  in  which  every  enlightened 
Oommonwealth  rejoices  to  find  sources 
of  influence  and  power — superior  pro- 
perty, superior  probity,  superior  habits 
of  intellectutd  cusoipline  and  social  con- 
dueti  insuring  greater  immunii^  from 
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crime  and  a  profounder  reverence  for 
law?  My  Lords,  I  had  hitherto  sup- 
posed it  was  the  hoast  and  pride  of  Eng- 
land to  represent  in  Europe  what  our 
Protestant  kinsmen  represent  in  Ireland 
— the  ascendancy  of  a  Protestant  few  in 
the  midst  of  a  Boman  Catholic  many — 
an  ascendancy  derived  £rom  that  ener- 
getic independence  of  character  which  it 
is  the  tendency  of  your  present  legisla- 
tion to  destroy.  My  Lords,  you  may 
call  this  Protestant  ascendancy,  and 
think  you  are  giving  it  a  bad  name. 
But  history  identifies  it  with  English 
ascendancy.  You  cannot  destroy  the 
one  and  preserve  the  other.  And  it  is 
against  this  English  ascendancy  that 
you,  an  English  Cabinet,  are  banded  to- 
gether to  make  war.  My  Lords,  in  such 
a  war  I,  for  one,  will  never  enlist.  I 
am  convinced  that  the  principle  on  which 
you  wage  it  will  prove  fatal  for  Ireland, 
as  it  has  already  proved  calamitous  and 
humiliating  for  England.  But  behind 
and  beyond  this  miserable  policy  I  re- 
cognize disasters  worse  than  civil  war — 
worse  oven  than  separation.  The  power 
of  England  has  survived,  and  may  again 
survive,  many  an  Irish  rebellion.  But 
let  England  onCe  prove  false  to  that  tra- 
ditional integrity  of  national  character 
which  refuses  to  bully  or  to  bubble  a 
man  out  of  what  is  honestly  and  legally 
his  own,  and  England  will  deservedly 
perish,  under  the  scorn  of  a  civilization 
whoso  paramount  interest  she  has  be- 
trayed. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
said,  that  before  being  asked  to  vote  for 
the  Bill  their  Lordships  ought  to  be 
told  whether  the  Government  would,  for 
the  future,  discountenance  the  continu- 
ance of  those  outrages  which  Mr.  Glad- 
stone and  Mr.  Bright  had  directly  en- 
couraged. 

Earl  SPENCEE  :  I  regret  to  have  to 
rise  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  evening, 
and  if  I  trespass  some  short  time  upon 
your  Lordships*  attention,  you  will  fool, 
I  am  sure,  that  I  do  so  only  on  account 
of  the  vast  importance  of  the  question 
before  us.  I  do  not  propose  to  follow 
the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  addressed 
us  into  the  variety  of  subjects  upon 
which  he  has  touched.  I  will  not  say 
anything  about  ascendancy  in  Ireland, 
the  restoration  of  the  Protestant  Church 
there,  or  the  confiscations  of  past  times. 
All  those  subjectfl  have  left  their  mark  in 
Lreland.  They  have  left,  I  am  afraid,  a 
great  deal  of  ill-feeling  and  sorenessi 
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from  which  a  great  many  of  thedifflool- 
ties  with  which  we  have  now  to  deal 
spring.    I  should  like  to  refer  without 
further  delay  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne). 
My  noble  Friend   referred  in  rather  a 
sneering  way  to  the  Purchaae  Clause  in 
the  Bill  which  is  now  before  us,  saying 
that  it  was  intended  to  mark  the  dislike 
felt  by  the  Gbvemment  for  large  pro- 
prietors in  Ireland.    Now,  I  wish  to  say 
distinctly  that  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
I  ment  do  not  look  with  indifference  upon 
;  this  part  of  the  Bill,  or,  to  use  the  phrase 
i  of  another  noble  Marquess,  do  they  look 
\  upon  it  as  merely  ornamentation.     They 
\  conceive  that  it  is  one  of  the  most  import- 
I  ant  means  of  restorinfi;  peace,  miiet,  and 
!  contentment  to  Irelan£    If  the  ForohaBe 
!  Clauses  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870  can  be 
carried  out  in  a  more  perfect  and  general 
manner,  and  if  we  can  torn  a  large 
number  of  occupiers  of  land  into  pro- 
prietors,  we  shall  be  much  more  likely 
to  gain  recruits  in  the  cause  of  law  and 
order    than    by  pouring  into    Ireland 
countless  soldiery  and  constabulary.    It 
was  in  the  Act  of  1870  that  the  principle 
contained  in  the  Purchase  OUtuse  of  this 
Bill  was  first  introduced ;  but  tihe  danses 
in  that  Act  were  not  efficacious.    But 
Her  Majesty's  Government  hope  to  im-^ 
prove  very  much  the  working  of  this 
clause.    One  of  the  defects  of  the  Act 
of  1870  was  that  there  was  no  especial 
provision  for  a  body  of  men  to  carry  out 
this  important  work.    In  the  Bill  now 
before  your  Lordships  the-  Land  Com- 
mission are  especially  directed  to  cany 
out  this  measure.    It  was  found  in  prac- 
tice that  the  purchase  of  their  holcunga 
by  tenants  was  exceedingly  difficult,  be- 
cause it  was  conducted  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Court,  and  also  for  this  reason 
— that  it  constantly  happened  that  part 
of  the  tenants  were  able  to  pay  and  an- 
other part  unable,  so  that  the  estate  was 
!  left  in  a  disjointed  state.     But  the  Oom- 
I  mission  will  be  empowered  to  buy  estates 
I  themselves,  provided  a  sufficient  number 
I  of  tenants  can  be  found  ready  to  por- 
I  chase.     The  noble  Marquess  opposite 
I  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury]  said,  witii 
regard  to  this  part  of  the  Bill,  that  the 
I  Government  did  not  lay  great  stress  on 
!  it.    Certainly  the  measure  has  not  been 
I  in  any  way  diminished  since  it  was  in- 
I  troduced  into  the  other  House  with  re- 
I  spect  to  those  clauses.    We  have  had  to- 
night reference  to  the  different  systems 
of  management  of  estates  in  England 
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and  Irelaad  respectively.  I  will  dwell 
for  a  yery  few  minutes  on  that  part  of 
the  sabjecty  because  these  differences 
are,  to  a  great  extent,  the  cause  of  the  - 
difficulties  which  have  led  to  the  neces- ' 
aity  of  dealing  with  the  Land  Question ' 
in  Ireland.  1  do  not  mean  to  cast  any 
blame  upon  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  i 
The  difference  arises  from  the  very  ne- 1 
ceasity  of  the  case.  In  England  we  < 
have  a  system  of  lars^  farms,  where  the  j 
owner  finds  almost  a&  the  capital  neces-  ■ 
aazy  to  work  the  farm.  In  Ireland  we 
hare  a  system  of  small  farms,  where  it  I 
woidd  be  perfectly  impossible  for  the  | 
landlord  to  do  this  work,  Why,  in  Ire- 
land there  are  274,000  tenants  holding 
under  15  acres.  In  Oalway,  Kerry,  and 
tiie  adjoining  counties  118,000  out  of 
189,000  holdmgs  are  under  £10  valua- 
tion. How  would  it  be  possible  for  the 
landlords  dealing  with  these  small  hold- 
ings to  find  all  uie  capital  necessary  for 
the  equipment  of  these  farms?  My 
noble  Fnend  the  noble  Duke  behind  me 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll),  in  a  short  debate 
which  took  place  a  few  nights  ago  on 
oottier  tenants,  quoted  the  case  of  an 
estate  where  there  were  nearly  4,000  ten- 
ants paying  £4  rent  and  under.  Well, 
my  tx>rds,  now  would  it  be  possible  for 
the  landUnrd  to  make  the  permanent  im- 
provement on  holdings?  In  the  case 
quoted  by  my  noble  friend  the  landlord 
would  be  mined  if  he  attempted  such  a 
thing  without  charging  interest  on  his 
ootiavi  and  the  tenant  would  be  totally 
unable  to  pay  such  a  large  addition  to 
his  rental.  The  fact  is,  that  rent  repre- 
sents different  things  in  the  two  coun- 
tries. Speaking  roughly,  in  England 
it  represents  the  value  of  the  land  and 
the  interest  of  the  landlord's  capital 
■pent  on  the  land.  In  Ireland  it  only 
xepreaents  the  letting  value  of  the  land. 
My  noble  Friend  opposite  speaks  of  the 
landkirda'  improvements  as  being  con- 
siderable. But  I  can  quote  a  very  high 
authority — that  of  Mr.  Elavanagh — to 
■anport  what  I  am  now  saying.  But  I 
wJlf  more  particularly  refer  to  the  Be- 
port  of  an  influential  body  of  men  in  Dub- 
fin — the  Landlords'  Committee — who 
have  circulated  a  statement  on  this  sub- 
ject. What  do  we  find  in  the  Beport  of 
tills  Committee  ?  They  made  a  survey 
o?er  a  great  part  of  Ireland — over  more 
than  half  tiiat  ooantiy;  but  that  half 
nay  be  taken  as  typical  of  tho  whole. 
Kern  that  Beport  we  find  that  during 
40  yettrs  the  landlords  have  spent,  on 


an  average,  S^d,  per  acre  per  annum  in 
improvements.  In  some  cases — about 
one-seventh  of  the  whole— the  whole  of 
the  improvements  have  been  effected  by 
the  landlord;  in  others  by  the  tenant 
alone;  and  in  the  rest,  partly  by  the 
landlord  and  partly  by  the  tenant.  I 
may  say  that  the  rent  per  acre  of  this 
large  territory  is  about  11«.  4e^.,  so  that 
the  average  cost  of  the  landlord's  im- 
provements is  about  4^  per  cent  on  the 
rental;  whereas  in  England,  on  well- 
managed  estates,  the  annual  expendi- 
ture of  the  landlord  on  improvements 
varies  iroixi  10  to  25  per  cent  on  the 
annual  rental.  It  may  oe  true  that  the 
Irish  tenants  have  not  improved  their 
holdings  as  much  as  they  might  have 
done ;  but  what  improvements  have 
been  made  have  been  done,  at  least  to 
a  large  extent,  by  the  tenants.  This 
constitutes  and  creates  that  intense  love 
of  his  holding  which  is  the  peculiar 
characteristic  of  tho  Irish  people.  It 
also  creates  that  confusion  between  the 
interests  of  the  landlord  and  the  tenant 
which  very  often  leave  matters  in  such 
a  tangled  skein  that  it  is  almost  impos- 
sible to  unravel  it,  and  to  separate  the 
interests  of  the  landlord  from  those  of 
the  tenant.  This  is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  it  is  so  necessary  to  deal  with  this 
subject  of  rent.  There  has  arisen  in 
Ireland  a  peculiar  custom,  to  which 
frequent  reference  has  been  made.  I 
refer  to  the  Ulster  tenant  right.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  need  not  dwell  upon  all  the 
principles  of  that  custom,  such  as  the 
power  of  the  landlord  to  raise  the  rent, 
the  veto  which  he  has  upon  the  incom- 
ing tenant,  or  the  security  of  the  tenant 
provided  that  he  pays  his  rent.  These 
highly  important  matters  will,  no  doubt, 
be  discussed  in  Committee.  They  are 
more  or  less  incidents  common  to  £nelish 
tenancies  ;  but  I  wish  to  notice  an  inci- 
dent which  specially  marks  the  Ulster 
Custom — namely,  the  right  of  the  tenant 
to  sell  the  goodwill  of  his  holding.  Now, 
as  far  as  this  part  of  the  custom  goes, 
when  exorcised  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
pensation for  improvements  made  by  the 
tenant  himself,  I  can  conceive  that  there 
can  be  no  objection  whatever  to  it ;  but 
when  tho  price  given  goes  beyond  the 
improvements,  I  admit  that  in  theory  I 
have  always  seen  great  objection  and 
faults  in  the  system.  The  price  of  the 
tenant  right  beyond  actual  just  compen- 
sation for  work  done  and  money  ex- 
pended seems  to  be  money  unnecessarily 
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laid  out  by  the  tenant  and  money  which 
would  be  useful  to  him  for  improyements 
or  other  investments.  So  far,  my  Lords, 
in  theory  I  agree  with  those  who  are 
against  the  Ulster  Custom  ;  but  t  am 
bound  to  say  that  in  practice  the  custom 
has  worked  well  and  is  agreeable  to 
Irish  ideas.  The  origin  of  the  custom  is 
matter  of  dispute  :  but,  in  my  opinion,  it 
is  probable  that  it  arose  in  consequence 
of  the  difficulties  there  were  in  settling 
about  the  improvements  made  by  the  ten- 
ant on  the  farm.  The  tenant  made  im- 
provements, and  this  custom  in  the  out- 
set sprang  up  from  an  endeavour  to 
compensate  him.  I  am  sure  the  noble 
Duke  behind  me  would  not  object  to 
that.  In  practice,  the  Ulster  Custom  has 
worked  exceedingly  well.  Ulster  is  the 
only  part  of  Ireland  in  which  anything 
like  prosperity  prevails  among  the 
people.  Although  there  have  been 
more  evictions  in  Ulster  than  elsewhere, 
it  has  been  comparatively  free  from  the 
agrarian  crime  which  usually  accompanies 
them  in  other  parts  of  Ireland.  This  is 
evidence  of  the  smooth  working  of  ten- 
ant right  in  Ulster.  Changes  of  tenancy 
take  place,  owing  to  the  existence  of 
tenant  right,  quietly  and  without  the 
violence  which  accompanies  such  changes 
elsewhere.  Last  year  the  proportion  of 
crimes  to  convictions  was  two  to  one  in 
Ulster,  and  out  of  Ulster,  three  to  one. 
The  changes  the  Bill  introduces  are 
founded  on  strict  analogy  to  the  Ulster 
Custom,  which  will  be  reproduced  more 
or  less  in  other  parts  of  the  country. 
It  is  said  that  certain  consequences  will 
follow ;  but  do  they  exist  in  Ulster  ? 
Are  the  amenities  of  ownership  fewer 
in  Ulster  than  elsewhere  ?  No  evi- 
dence of  that  is  to  be  found.  The  pro- 
portions of  resident  to  non-resident  pro- 
Erietors  are  in  Ulster  as  five  to  one,  in 
leinster  three  and  a-half  to  one,  in 
Munster  three  to  one,  and  in  Connaught 
four  to  one ;  so  that  in  Ulster  there  are 
more  resident  proprietors  than  in  other 
parts.  These  facts  are  worthy  of  our 
consideration,  when  we  are  told  so  much 
against  the  extension  of  tenant  right  to 
the  rest  of  Ireland.  We  have  heard  a 
good  deal  about  the  confiscation  of  the 
landlord's  property.  It  has  been  said 
that  rent  will  be  diminished,  and  the 
landlord  deprived  of  what  he  ought  to 
receive.  But  in  Ulster,  notwithstan^g 
tenant  right,  the  prioe  of  land  has  been 
higher  than  in  any  other  parte  of  the 
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country.  This  is  proved  bj  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Stewart  Trench,  before  the 
Lords'  Committee  in  1867.     He  says — 

*'  I  think  the  land  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
with  which  I  am  acquainted  is  let  higher  in 
proportion  to  its  intrinsic  value,  nothwithatand- 
ing  the  tenant  right  which  exists  there,  than 
the  land  in  other  counties  which  I  have  to  deal 
with." 

Mr.  Filgate,  also  Lord  Downahire's 
agent,  states — 

*<  If  there  was  no  tenant  right  upon  the  estate 
he  would  not  place  a  higher  rent  upon  tiie  farms. 
When  putting  a  value  upon  the  farm,  the  fact 
of  the  existence  of  tenant  right  would  not  indues 
him  to  impose  a  lower  rent  upon  the  land  than 
he  would  impose  supposing  there  was  no  tenant 
right." 

This  evidence  showed  that  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  has  not  lowered  the  Talne 
of  estates  in  that  part  of  the  country. 
I  could  quote  Betums  as  to  the  sales 
of  property  throughout  Ireland  since 
1870  to  prove  this.  These  Betuins 
show  that  the  prices  of  land  sold  in 
the  Landed  Estates  Court  during  three 
years  ending  October  31,  1874,  wore 
higher  in  Ulster  than  in  any  otI\er  part 
of  Ireland.  I  am  quite  aware  that 
there  may  be  considerable  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  whether  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  custom  is  the  outcome  of 
the  prosperity  of  Ulster,  or  tiie  pros- 
perity of  Ulster  the  outcome  ox  the 
Ulster  tenant  right.  I  will  not  give 
any  dogmatic  opinion  on  the  subject; 
but  I  am  justified  in  saying  that  there 
is  no  evidence  that  the  lauadlords  are 
driven  away,  that  crime  is  greater, 
or  land  less  valuable  where  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  has  existed  for  so  many 
years  past.  Therefore,  I  think  that  aU 
the  fears  with  regard  to  this  Ulster 
Custom  in  practice  are  not  well  founded. 
The  noble  Marquess  opposite  used  some 
very  strong  expressions  to-night,  and 
told  us  that  the  Bill  was  the  result  of 
fear.  But  the  noble  Marquess  himself 
answered  that  accusation  aeainst  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  for  he  imme- 
diately afterwards  admitted  that  he 
thought  there  was  reason  for  legisla- 
tion, as  it  had  been  always  ezpeoted.  I 
would  like  to  quote  an  opinion  whioh 
the  opposite  Benches  will  treat  with  con- 
siderable respect,  the  opinion  of  Master 
Fitzgibbon,  who  took  the  greateet  inte- 
rest in  the  Land  Question,  was  conneoted 
through  his  official  position  with  many 
large  estates,  and  wrote  sevoral  worki 
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on  the  Bnbjeot.  He  said  this — ^the  cor- 
roding social  disease  of  Ireland  from 
irliicli  all  others  radicate  is  the  mutual 
distrust  of  landlords  and  tenants.  I  am 
really  afraid  that  this  distrust  is  at  the 
bottom  of  the  necessity  for  all  the  legisla- 
tion that  has  taken  place  at  various  times. 
Wefind  it  dwelt  upon  by  the  Devon  Oom- 
misaion.  I  need  not  quote  again  what  has 
been  already  quoted  to-night,  the  passage 
where  the  Devon  Clommission  points 
out  the  grave  position  of  affairs  in  Ire- 
land, owing  to  the  great  distrust  which 
existed  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
That  cannot  be  illustrated  more  forcibly 
than  was  done  by  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  the  other  night,  when 
he  referred  to  the  conflicting  evidence 
given  before  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion. There  we  have  landlord  and  ten- 
ant directly  contradicting  each  other.  Is 
not  that  a  sign  how  much  this  mutual 
distrust  exists  in  Ireland?  Then  we 
have  the  evidence  of  the  unhaiipy  agita- 
tion that  has  been  going  on  for  the  last 
year  or  so.  Would  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships believe  that  the  Land  League 
oomd  exercise  its  baneful  influence  if 
tiiere  had  been  no  sympathy  amon^  the 
tenants  and  no  want  of  confidence  in  the 
landlords  ?  I  think  it  is  childish  to  sup- 
pose that  such  an  agitation  could  be  car- 
ried on  successfully  without  some  grave 
cause  of  discontent.  We  have  heard  re- 
peatedly of  the  various  Acts  to  remedy 
this  disoontent ;  we  had  the  Act  of  1860, 
and  the  more  recent  legislation  in  1 870, 
which  last  attempt,  as  most  persons  ad- 
mity  has  conferred  great  benefits  on  the 
Iridi  tenanti^.  It  legalized  the  Ulster 
tenant  right,  it  checked  capricious  evic- 
tions, and  g^ve  the  tenants  compensa- 
tion in  certain  cases  ;  but  its  principles 
were  not  carried  out  to  their  logical  con- 
clusions. There  was  the  famous  clause 
by  which  the  tenant  obtained  compen- 
sation whenever  he  was  evicted,  except 
lor  non-payment  of  rent ;  and  what  hap- 
pened ?  It  was  not  foreseen  or  Intended, 
Dut  a  ^M-proprietary  right  was  given 
to  the  tenant  by  that  Act.  The  tenant, 
however,  found  that  he  lost  all  the  bene- 
fits of  the  Act  when  the  season  was  so 
bad  that  by  nor  fault  of  his  own  ho  was 
nnaUe  to  pay  his  rent,  and  he  naturally 
thought  himself  hardly  treated.  It  has 
been  said  that  there  are  always  quoted 
the  oases  of  about  half-a-dozen  apocry- 
l^ial  landlords  who  unjustly  raised  their 
lent;   but  I  think  the  Eeports  prove 
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that  the  unjust  raising  of  rent  is  much 
more  common.  The  Bill  itself  has  been 
described  so  often  to-night  that  I  need 
not  dwell  upon  its  provisions  at  any 
length.  In  some  quarters  too  much 
stress  has  been  laid  on  the  power  of  the 
Court;  but  it  should  be  remembered 
that  application  to  the  Court  can  only 
be  made  in  the  case  of  present  tenancieSi 
and  that  in  many  instances  the  tenants 
on  well-managed  estates  will  not  wish  to 
go  to  the  Court.  As  for  the  right  of 
free  sale,  which  is  taken  from  the  Ulster 
Custom,  it  is  in  conformity  with  the 
wishes  and  habits  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  is,  in  fact,  the  only  mode  in  which 
they  understand  a  payment  for  the  im- 
provements they  have  made  in  their  hold- 
ing. The  Court  about  to  be  established 
wul  be  a  court  of  conciliation  between 
the  tenant  and  the  landlord.  It  is  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  about  a  peace- 
ful and  satisfactory  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion that  we  have  for  a  time  to  resort  to 
this  exceptional  mode  of  proceeding.  I 
need  not  dwell  at  any  length  on  other 

Eortions  of  the  Bill.  Some  noble  Lords 
ave  spoken  as  if  the  Emigration  Clause 
was  a  mere  farce,  and  not  intended  to 
have  any  effect.  I  believe  the  clause, 
which  is  a  voluntary  clause,  may  be  of 
vast  importance  in  relieving  the  over- 
populated  and  poverty-stricken  parts  of 
the  country.  The  tenant's  right  of  sell- 
ing his  interest  will  also  contribute  to 
the  same  result.  From  Ulster,  where 
the  right  already  exists,  there  is  often 
more  emigration  than  from  elsewhere. 
With  regard  to  the  clause  relating  to 
waste  lands,  I  cannot  say  that  I  look 
very  hopefully  upon  its  provisions,  for  I 
boliove  that  capital  will  always  flow  to 
the  channel  in  which  it  is  wanted ;  and  if 
thero  had  been  any  possibility  of  re- 
claiming waste  land  in  Ireland  to  any 
large  extent,  I  believe  some  of  the  sur- 
plus capital  of  this  country  would  al- 
ready have  found  an  outlet  in  that  direc- 
tion. Others,  however,  held  different 
views,  and,  consequently,  wo  have  in- 
troduced into  the  Bill  a  clause  facili- 
tating loans  to  public  bodies  for  purposes 
of  reclamation.  Before  I  conclude  I 
wish  to  say  one  word  on  a  point  about 
which  we  have  heard  a  great  deal.  It  is 
constantly  said  that  compensation  ought 
to  be  given  to  the  landlords.  But  the 
Government  deny  that  there  will  be  any 
confiscation  of  the  landlords'  property, 
and  therefore  they  cannot  assent  to  the 
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principle  of  oompensation.  When  we 
are  told  of  the  serious  responsibilities 
which  we  have  undertaken  in  intro- 
ducing this  measure,  it  would  sometimes 
seem  as  if  noble  Lords  had  forgotten  the 
condition  in  which  various  parts  of  Ire- 
land are.  I  will  only  call  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  one  yery  painful  sign 
of  the  sad  state  of  that  country.  I 
allude  to  the  sympathy  that  is  shown 
with  lawlessness  and  the  preyailing  anti- 
pathy to  law.  In  many  parts  of  the 
country  the  people  have  a  law  of  their 
own,  which  they  prefer  to  the  law  of 
the  country.  What  is  the  result  ?  That 
odium  justly  due  to  crime  is  thus  per- 
verted into  sympathy  with  the  criminal, 
and  duty  to  society  is  overborne  by  what 
is  considered  as  a  sacred  obligation  to 
screen  a  fellow-sufferer  from  a  law  which 
they  neither  value  nor  respect.  I  have 
shown  that  there  is  need  for  a  reform  of 
the  landlord.  There  is,  therefore,  some 
justice  in  the  views  of  these  farmers.  If 
these  views  are  not  just,  no  Government 
ought  to  give  way  to  them.  If  they  are, 
I  mink  we  ought  to  do  our  utmost  to 
reconcile  the  people  of  Ireland  to  the 
laws  and  excite  their  sympathy  instead 
of  their  antipathy.  My  Lords,  this  Bill 
is  exceptional  in  its  character,  but  it  is 
not  more  exceptional  than  the  condition 
of  Irelimd.  The  measure  is  a  strong 
one ;  if  it  were  weaker  it  would  have  no 
effect  in  Ireland.  It  is  necessary  to 
reconcile  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland; 
it  is  necessary  to  create  a  permanent, 
sound,  and  cordial  good  will  between  the 
Irish  and  the  English  nations ;  it  is  neces- 
sary if  we  are  to  maintain  the  Union 
between  the  two  countries  by  peaceable 
means,  and  not  by  armed  force.  I 
sincerely  trust  that  your  Lordships  will 
not  only  give  a  second  reading  to  the 
Bill,  but  send  it  to  the  oi^er  House  of 
Parliament  without  any  material  altera- 
tion. 

Moved f   ''That  the  Debate    be   now 
adjourned."— (7%tf  Duhe  of  Argyll.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate    further    adjourned    till    7b- 
morrow, 

SHOP  H0UB8  REOTJLATIOW  BILL   [h.L.] 
A  Bill  to  regulato  the  houn  of  labour  in  Bhops 

and  warehouBeB—Was  presented  by  The  Etil 

Stanhope  ;  read  Is     (No.  191.) 

Houge  adjourned  at  half  past  One 

o  clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 

Ilarl  Spencer 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  Ut  August,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— «m«»ifor^rf  in  Committer 
— Sesolutiotis  [Juhr  29]  reported. 

Public  Bills  —  Afsolvtions  in  Committee  — 
Savingrs  Banks  and  Post  OfiSce  Savings  Banks, 
and  Securities  in  Chancer}'  Division;  East 
Indian  Loans,  Annuities,  &c.  *. 

Ordered  —  Firtt  Reading  —  Irish  Church  Act 
Amendment  ♦  [235]. 

Fint  Reading — Universities  (Scotland)  Regis* 
tration  of  Parliamentary  VotOTS,  &c.  •  1 282] ; 
British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal)  *  [238] ; 
Pedlars  (Certificates)  ♦  [2841. 

Select  Committee — Report  —  Conveyancing  and 
Law  of  Property  [No.  96], 

Committee  —  2£f|9or^— Regulation  of  the  Forces 
[193];  Wild  Birds  ftotection  Act  (ISSO) 
Amendment  [226];  Superannuation  (Post 
Office  and  Works)  •  [2281; 

Considered  as  amendea— Third  Reading — Soxn- 
mary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Amendment* 
[216],  9Sid.  passed. 

Third  Reading—VMiti  Works  Loans «  [211], 
and  passed. 

Withdrawn  —  Augmentation  of  Benefices  Act 
Amendment  *  [68] ;  Educational  Endowments 
(Scotland)  ♦  [65  J ;  Rivers  Conservancy  and 
Floods  Prevention  {re'Comm.)  *  [120] ;  En- 
tailed Estates  Conversion  (Scotland)  *  [2031 ; 
Imprisonment  for  Debt  Abolition*  [170 J; 
Bouer  Explosions*  [39]. 

QUSaTIONS. 


LAW  AND  POLICE-FLOWER  SELLERS 
IN  ISLINGTON. 

Mb.  OAEINOTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  two  poor  women  who  were 
charged  by  the  police  at  Islington  Police 
Court  on  the  20th  of  July  1881  and  fined 
sixpence  and  four  shillings  costs  for  caus- 
ing an  obstruction  by  selling  flowers  in 
High  Street,  Islington ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  women  have  been  in  the  habit 
of  selling  flowers  at  that  same  spot  for 
the  last  twenty-five  years,  and  that  flie 
women  did  not  occupy  any  part  of  the 
pavement,  but  only  stood  in  the  gutter ; 
whether  he  will  inform  the  House  why, 
if  any  obstruction  really  exists,  the 
tradesmen  of  that  locality  whose  goods 
are  displayed  on  the  pavement,  thereby 
causing  a  great  obstruction  to  foot  pas- 
sengers and  also  temptation  to  theft, 
were  not  summoned  also ;  and,  whether 
he  will  issue  orders  to  the  police  not  to 
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interfere  with  these  poor  women  in  the 
fiiture  and  thereby  prevent  them  from 
earning  an  honest  Imng,  and,  in  the 
case  of  one  of  them,  from  supporting  her 
aged  parent  and  her  family  ? 

Sra  WILLIAM  HAECOURT,  in  reply, 
said,  that  since  the  hon.  Member  had 
ffiven  Notice  of  the  Question  he  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  inquiring  into  it, 
and  he  found  that  summonses  were  issued 
as  stated  in  the  Question ;  but  that  it  was 
on  the  application  of  the  shopkeepers  in 
the  neighbourhood,  which,  in  the  par- 
ticular spot  mentioned,  was yerycxowaed, 
and  it  was  complained  that  the  baskets 
that  were  put  there  interfered  with  the 
narrow  footway.  There  had  been  pro- 
posals made  to  the  women  who  sold 
flowers  there  to  take  a  station  at  a  spot 
not  very  far  distant.  That,  however, 
they  did  not  seem  disposed  to  adopt ; 
other  summonses  had  consequently  been 
issued.  He  had  communicated  with  the 
police  on  the  subject,  and  they,  as  well 
as  himself,  were  averse  to  persons  en- 
gaged in  these  harmless  occupations 
being  interfered  with.  The  Chief  Super- 
intendent of  Police  had  communicated 
with  the  President  of  the  London  Flower 
Brigade  Mission,  and  it  was  hoped  that, 
witn  the  oo-operation  of  the  Mission,  the 
flower  girls  would  be  induced  to  remove 
to  new  stations  selected  for  them.  In 
the  meantime  the  summonses  had  been 
withdrawn. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  (IRELAND)  LEGIS- 
LATION. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  his 
intention,  during  the  comine  Recess,  to 
prepare  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  Endowed 
Schools  of  Ireland  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
would  be  considered;  but  as  he  could  not 
tell  what  would  be  the  General  Businesa 
or  the  Irish  Business  of  next  Session,  he 
oould  not  say  at  what  time  a  Bill  would 
be  introduced. 

INDIA  —  PROTESTANT   MISSIONAKIES 
IN  CALCUTTA. 

Mb.  DALRYMFLE  asked  the  Secro- 
taxy  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  six  Protestant  missionaries 
haye  been  or  are  about  to  bo  put  upon 
thflir  trial  for  open  air  preaching  in  Cal- 
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cutta ;  and,  whether  he  and  Lord  Ripon 
approve  the  action  of  the  Government  of 
Bengal  in  endeavouring  to  suppress  this 
form  of  work  by  Protestant  missionaries 
which  has  hitherto  been  unmolested  ? 

TnE  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  no  official  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  referred  to  had 
been  received  at  the  India  Office;  but 
on  reference  to  the  Indian  newspapers 
he  found  that  three  Protestant  mis- 
sionaries had  been  prosecuted  in  the 
Magistrate's  Court  at  Calcutta  for  dis- 
obeying an  order  of  the  Commissioner 
of  Police  prohibiting  the  holding  of  open 
air  preaching  in  the  enclosed  squares  of 
Calcutta,  except  by  permission  in  writing. 
The  magistrate,  on  July  3,  decided  that 
the  Commissioner  of  Police  was  not 
legally  empowered  to  make  such  an 
order,  and  that  in  doing  so  he  had  acted 
ultra  vires.  Other  missionaries  were  sum- 
moned on  a  similar  charp^e ;  but  the 
cases  against  them  had  not  been  brought 
forward.  Since  the  judgment  of  the 
magistrate  was  delivered,  the  Calcutta 
Missionary  Conference  had  communicated 
with  the  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Bengal, 
who  had  replied  in  a  conciliatory  spirit, 
proposing  an  amicable  discussion  of  the 
subject  with  a  view,  if  possible,  of  recon- 
ciling all  conflicting  interests  and  secur- 
ing the  maintenance  of  peace  and  order 
during  preaching  in  the  enclosed  squares 
of  Calcutta.  Although  he  had  received 
no  official  information,  he  had  heard 
very  fully  in  an  unofficial  manner  from 
the  Viceroy  in  reference  to  those  pro- 
ceedings. The  action  taken  by  the  police 
and  municipal  authorities  was  in  no  way 
instigated  by  the  Viceroy  or  the  Indian 
Government.  The  Viceroy,  in  fact,  knew 
nothing  of  the  proceedings  until  he  read 
an  account  of  them  in  the  newspapers, 
and  ho  had  done  all  in  his  power  to 
promote  a  friendly  settlement  of  the 
matter,  which  ho  hoped  would  now  be 
arrived  at. 

AKMY— HEAVY    RIFLED    ORDNANCE- 
CASE  OF  MR.  LYNALL  THOMAS. 
Mr.  LEAKE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  has  road  a 
Petition  presented  to  the  House  by  Mr. 
Lynall  Thomas  begging  that  his  daims 
in  connection   with   the  invention   and 
I  introduction   into  the  services  of  large 
rifled  guns  may  be  referred  to  a  Select 
I  Committee  of  the  Ilouse ;  and,  whether 
,  he  will,  in  consideration  of  all  the  cir- 
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oumstances  of  the  case,  accede  to  an  in- 
yestigation,  as  prayed  for  by  Mr.  Thomas, 
and  thereby  terminate  a  litigation  which 
appears  to  haye  impoyerished  that  gen- 
tleman without  securing  for  him  the 
compensation  awarded  by  a  special  jury 
in  the  suit  of  Thomas  r.  the  Queen 
tried  before  the  Chief  Baron  in  Feb- 
ruary 1877,  and  amounting  in  full  to 
£8,790  11«.  6(;.? 

Mr.  OHILDERS:  Sir,  I  asked  my 
hon.  Friend  to  postpone  until  to-day  this 
Question,  which  he  originally  put  down 
at  short  Notice  for  the  25th  of  July,  and 
I  haye  thus  been  able  to  read  carefully 
the  shorthand-writer's  notes  of  the  trifd 
before  the  late  Lord  Ohief  Baron  in 
February,  1877,  and  the  arguments  and 
judgment  of  the  Diyisional  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  in  June,  1877.  The  facts 
are,  shortly,  these.  Mr.  Lynall  Thomas 
claimed  to  haye  originated  certain  im- 
proyements  in  heayy  ordnance,  and  he 
sought  to  haye  certain  expenses,  incurred 
in  1854  and  subseauent  years,  re-im- 
bursed  to  him,  together  widi  a  payment 
for  the  yalue  of  his  inyention.  After 
repeated  refusals  on  the  part  of  succes- 
siye  Secretaries  of  State,  he  commenced 
proceedings  at  law  against  the  War  De- 
partment, and  in  March,  1877,  obtained 
a  yerdict  for  £6,500,  a  portion  of  the 
expenses  which  he  stated  he  had  in- 
curred, and  was  entitled  to  recoyer, 
under  a  contract  with  the  War  Office. 
La  June,  1877,  the  War  Office  applied 
to  the  Full  Court  to  set  aside  the  yerdict 
on  the  ground  that  no  such  contract 
existed,  and  that  the  yerdict  was  against 
the  eyidence,  and  the  Full  Court  unani- 
mously decided  that  no  contract  existed 
so  as  to  entitle  Mr.  Thomas  to  prefer 
any  claim  against  the  Crown,  and  they 
let  it  to  Mr.  Thomas  to  appeal.  He  has 
not  appealed,  and  the  judgment  is,  there- 
fore, final.  My  hon.  Friend  now  asks 
me  whether  I  will  accede  to  an  inyesti- 
tion  of  the  subject  by  a  Select  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  regret  that 
I  cannot  consent  to  this  course.  Mr. 
Thomas  has,  in  my  opinion,  no  claim, 
legal  or  equitable,  on  the  Exchequer; 
and  if,  out  of  compassion  for  him,  a 
Oonmiittee  were  appointed  to  reyiew  the 
decisions  of  the  responsible  Ministers  of 
the  Crown,  commencing  in  1860,  and  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justice  four  years 
ago,  the  House  would  be  called  upon  by 
the  shoals  of  speoulatiye  inyentors  who 
haye  made  claims  on  the  War  Office  and 

Mr,  I^eakp 


Admiralty  to  extend  the  same  compas- 
sion to  them,  and  it  would  be  difficult, 
if  not  impossible,  to  refuse  them  what 
was  granted  to  Mr.  Thomas. 

WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  ACT,  1S78— 
THE  DECIMAL  SYSTEM. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULUVAN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  is  aware  that,  although 
many  of , the  principal  jewellers  and  sil- 
yersmiths  haye  complied  with  the  proyi- 
sions  of  ''The  Weights  and  Measures 
Act,  1878,"  whereby  the  adoption  of  a 
decimal  system  of  weights,  with  the 
ounce  troy  and  grain  as  bases,  was  made 
compulsory  on  iewellers  and  sLLyeramiths, 
no  effort  has  oeen  made  to  enforce  this 
proyision  generally;  and,  whether  he 
will  direct  measures  to  be  taken  either 
to  repeal  the  section,  or  compel  its  uni- 
form obseryance  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  he  had 
been  requested  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
to  reply  to  this  Question.  The  adoption 
of  the  troy  system  of  weights  for  certain 
articles  was  made  permissiye,  not  com- 
pulsory, by  the  20th  section  of  the  Act 
referred  to  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  He  had  no  power 
to  enforce  the  uniform  adoption  of  the 
principle,  nor  did  he  think  it  desirable. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  ELECTIONS— 
REPORTED  MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney Qeneral,  If  all  the  justices  of  the 
peace  whom  the  Lord  Chancellor  re- 
cently called  upon  to  show  cause  why 
they  should  not  be  remoyed  from  the 
Bench  in  consequence  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices in  connection  with  Parliamentary 
Elections,  haye  now  either  resigned  or 
been  struck  off  the  roll ;  and,  if  so,  if 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  complete 
list  of  them  ? 

Mb.  T.  COLLINS  asked  whether  it 
was  the  intention  to  publish  a  list  of 
these  magistrates  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James),  in  reply,  said,  it  had 
been  decided  that  28  Justices  of  the 
Peace  had  been  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices in  connection  with  Parliamentary 
Elections,  and  one  death  reduced  the 
number  to  27.  Of  that  number,  25  had 
been  directed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
that  their  names  should  be  remoyed  from 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace,  and  of 
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these  14  had  resigned.  Several  of  the 
other  cases,  for  good  and  sufficient  rea- 
sons, were  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor.  In  answer  to  the 
Question  whether  he  would  lay  on  the 
Table  a  complete  list  of  those  Justices 
who  had  resigned  or  been  struck  off  the 
rolls,  he  womd  say  that  complete  lists 
of  tiie  names  of  those  Justices  had  al- 
ready been  published  in  the  districts  in 
whidi  they  exercised  jurisdiction,  and  it 
was  known  in  those  localities  that  they 
had'  received  this  practical  censure  from 
the  Lord  Chancellor;  and,  as  there  might 
be  very  different  degrees  in  the  breaches 
of  the  law  which  they  had  committed — 
many  of  them  being  of  a  purely  technical 
chaiaoter — ^he  must  say  that  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  fair  to  lay  on  the 
Table  a  full  list,  inasmuch  as  to  do  so 
would  be  to  presumably  include  in  the 
same  category  all  the  offending  Justices, 
without  reference  to  the  relative  gravity 
of  the  offences  which  they  had  com- 
mitted. He  thought  thoy  had  already 
received  sufficient  punishment  without 
the  additional  disgrace  of  being  thus 
placed  together.  If,  however,  the  hon. 
Member  wished  to  move  for  a  Return 
of  the  names,  he  was  in  a  position  to  do 
so,  and  then  it  would  be  for  the  House 
to  take  upon  itself  a  responsibility  which 
he  (the  Attorney  General)  did  not  see 
his  way  to  assuming. 

Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  ask  whether 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  200  persons  were  now  incar- 
cerated in  Ireland  without  any  trial,  and 
that  no  distinction  was  made  between 
John  Dillon  or  any  of  the  remainder  ? 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  asked  if  all  the 
pzosecucions  contemplated  had  been  in- 
stituted, and  if  the  Attorney  General 
oonld  state  how  many  had  resulted  in  a 
conviction  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
HoTBT  James)  said,  that  all  the  prose- 
cutions had  been  proceeded  with  that  it 
vas  intended  to  take,  except  two  cases 
of  poor  persons  at  Sandwich,  who  were 
stated  to  have  emigrated,  or,  at  least, 
there  seemed  no  way  of  making  them 
amenable.  He  would  not  enter  into  a 
complicated  account  of  what  had  taken 
place  at  Boston ;  but  there  had  been  one 
conviction,  in  two  cases  the  jury  had 
been  discharged  without  a  verdict,  and 
in  one  instance  no  service  of  summons 
could  be  effected,  and  although  a  war- 
not  had  been  issued,  this  had  so  far 


been  unsuccessful  in  arresting  the  party. 
There  had  been  nine  charges  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Sandwich  Election,  and  in 
all  cases  verdicts  of  guilty  had  been  re- 
turned. In  Macclesfield  there  were  two, 
and  verdicts  of  guilty  in  each  case. 

INDIA— (FINANCE,  &c.)— ANNUITIES 
AND  FURLOUGH  PAY. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is 
the  fact,  as  stated  in  the  **  Statesman  " 
of  1st  July,  1881,  that,  during  the  year 
1878-9,  more  than  three  miUions  ster- 
ling were  paid  from  the  Revenues  of 
India  to  persons  not  resident  in  India 
as  annuities  and  furlough  pay;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  take  any 
steps  to  diminish  this  annual  drain  on 
the  Indian  taxpayers  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  the  sum  mentioned  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  was  accu- 
rate ;  but  he  must  point  out  that,  in  the 
case  of  covenanted  servants,  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  pensions  had  been  paid  by 
the  persons  who  received  them  in  the 
shape  of  a  percentage  of  4  per  cent 
upon  their  incomes  during  the  whole 
period  of  their  service.  The  whole  ques- 
tion of  these  charges  had  been  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  Council  for  investiga- 
tion and  report,  and  it  was  found  that 
it  was  not  possible  materially  to  reduce 
'^this  annual  drain"  on  the  Revenues 
of  India.  The  only  way  in  which  this 
charge  could  be  hereafter  reduced  would 
be  the  further  employment  in  important 
positions  of  Natives  of  India.  Several 
suggestions  on  that  subject  had  been 
maoe  from  time  to  time  by  the  Home 
Government  to  the  Government  of  In- 
dia ;  and  no  opportunity  would  be  lost 
of  impressing  the  importance  of  this 
upon  them. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  any 
appreciable  progress  had  been  made  in 
the  direction  of  employing  Natives  of 
India  in  important  positions  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  undoubtedly  progress  was 
being  made  in  that  direction. 

INDIA— OUTBREAK  OF  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  an  outbreak  has  occurred  in 
the  gaol  of  Gulburga,  in  which  a  large 
number  of  native  prisoners  and  Sepoys 
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hare  been  killed  and  wounded ;  and, 
whether  he  can  state  the  exact  number 
of  casualties,  and  what  steps  are  being 
taken  to  ascertain  the  causes  of  the  out- 
break? 

The  Mabqubss  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  Oulburffa  Gaol  was 
in  the  Natire  State  of  Hyderabad,  and 
belonged  to  the  Nizam,  and  that  no  olBi- 
cial  Seport  had  been  received  on  the 
subject. 

EGYPT— THE  JUDICIAL  SYSTEM. 

Mr.  BOIJBKE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  What 
measures  have  been  proposed  by  the 
Government  of  France  ror  improving 
the  judicial  system  in  Egypt ;  and,  whe- 
ther these  proposals  have  Ibeen  made  in 
concert  with  England  and  the  other 
Powers  now  represented  upon  the  judi- 
cial tribunals  in  Egypt  ? 

Sib  OHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  No,  Sir ; 
no  such  measures  have  as  yet  been  pro- 
posed ;  but  Her  Maiesty's  Government, 
in  concert  with  the  Government  of 
France,  are  engaged  at  the  present  time 
in  examining  uie  result  of  the  labours 
of  the  Intemational  Commission  with  a 
view  to  offer  any  observations  that  they 
may  have  to  submit  thereupon  before 
the  re-assembling  of  the  Commission  in 
November. 

AFGHANISTAN— BRITISH  ASSISTANCE 
TO  THE  AMTCTCT^  OF  CABUL. 

Sib  HENBY  TYLEB  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  To  be  good 
enough  to  state  to  the  House  in  general 
terms  the  total  amount  of  assistance — in 
money,  guns,  military  stores,  or  other- 
wise,— mat  has  been  afforded,  out  of 
British  and  Indian  resources,  up  to  the 
present  time,  to  Abdurrahman,  Ameer  of 
Cabul ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended,  now 
that  his  army  has  been  so  completely 
defeated  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Can- 
dahar,  to  afford  the  Ameer  any  further 
assistance  of  the  same  description,  or  to 
employ  Anglo-Indian  forces  in  Afghan- 
istan? 

The  Mabquess  op  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  he  had  no  objection  to 
repeat  the  information  vrhich  he  gave  to 
the  House  on  the  27th  of  June.  The 
money  given  to  the  Ameer  was  39j^ 
lakhs  of  rupees,  which  included  9^  lakhs 
found  in  the  Treasury  at  Cabul  in  Oc- 
tober, 1879.    A  flirther  sum  of  60,000 
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rupees  a  month  was  paid  to  the  Ameer 
as  Governor  of  Oandtdiar  for  six  months 
after  the  evacuation.  In  addition  to  this, 
war  materials  had  on  various  occasions 
been  eiven  to  the  Ameer — first,  four  18- 

gounder  smooth-bore  guns,  two  8-indi 
owitzers,  12  9-pounaer  breech-load- 
ing field  guns,  ana  22  mountain  guns, 
all  of  Afghan  manufacture,  and  forming 
part  of  the  war  material  taken  from  the 
Afghans  at  Cabul.  They  were  given  to 
Abdurrahman  on  our  evacuation  of  Cabul. 
We  also  gave  him,  in  March,  1881,  100 
cartridges  per  gun  for  9,182  muskets 
and  rifles  already  in  the  Ameer's  posses- 
sion, and  8,000  Enfield  rifles,  and  three 
smooth-bore  batteries  of  18  guns,  were 
given  to  the  representatives  of  the  Ameer 
on  the  evacuation  of  Candahar  by  the 
British  troops  in  April  last.  As  far  as 
the  last  part  of  the  Question  was  con- 
cerned, he  had  no  reason  to  believe  that 
the  Government  of  India  had  any  inten- 
tion to  afford  to  the  Ameer  any  farther 
assistance  of  the  same  description,  nor 
had  he  any  reason  to  suppose  that  there 
was  any  intention — at  all  events,  no 
proposition  had  been  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  to  the  Home  Govern- 
ment— to  employ  an  Anglo-Indian  force 
in  Afghanistan. 

CHANNEL  ISLANDS— THE  ISLAND  OF 
GUERNSEY  AND  THE  BURIAL  ACT. 
Mr.  HICHABD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  What 
steps  have  been  taken  to  brin^  the 
Burial  Act  of  1880  into  operation  m  the 
Island  of  Guernsey ;  and,  when  it  is 
likely  the  inhabitants  will  have  the 
benefit  of  the  measure,  of  which  they 
have  been  deprived  for  nearly  twelve 
months,  by  tne  refusal  of  me  locel 
authorities  to  obey  the  Order  in  Council 
requiring  them  to  register  the  Act  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Member 
would  feel  that  the  peculiar  constitution 
of  the  Channel  Islands,  and  their  loyal 
inhabitants,  was  one  which  required  to 
be  treated  with  great  consideration,  and 
he  hoped  in  Guernsey  to  overcome  the 
difficulties  which  had  arisen  in  regard 
to  this  measure  as  they  had  been  over- 
come in  Jersey,  by  the  good  feeling  of 
all  parties  concerned. 

THE  HISTORIOAL  MSS.  COMMISSION. 
SiB  B.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  asked 
the  Secretaxy  to  the  Treasury,  What 
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proflress  is  being  made  b  j  the  Historical 
a(S8.  OommisBion ;  why  there  was  no 
Beport  last  year;  and,  when  the  next 
Beport  will  be  presented  ? 

LoBD  PBEDEMCK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  since  the  issuing  of  the  first  Oom- 
mission  in  1869,  about  500  collections  of 
manuscripts  of  historical  interest  have 
been  examined  and  reported  upon  by 
the  Commissioners.  Accounts  of  the 
contents  of  most  of  these  collections  have 
been  published  in  seven  Beports.  An 
eighth  Beport  is  now  in  type,  and  will, 
I  am  told,  be  presented  before  the  end 
of  the  Session.  It  will  contain  more, 
and  more  varied,  historical  information 
than  any  of  its  predecessors;  also  an 
alphabetical  list  of  all  the  collections 
examined  since  the  issuing  of  the  Com- 
mission. No  Beport  was  issued  last  year, 
because  the  terms  of  the  Commission  do 
not  require  one  to  be  issued  annually. 

INDIA— CHARGES  AGAINST  HYAT 
KHAN. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  Hyat  Khan,  a  member  of  the  Indian 
Civil  Service,  is  about  to  be  tried  on 
charges  of  selling  his  protection  to  na- 
tives of  Afghanistan  during  the  occupa- 
tion of  Kabul  by  General  Boberts ;  whe- 
ther there  has  been  already  a  private 
investigation  into  the  charges  against 
Hyat  Khan ;  whether  tlie  trial  will  be 
public ;  and,  what  steps,  if  any,  the  In- 
dian Government  have  taken  to  obtain 
evidence  in  connection  with  the  case  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HABTINGTON: 
Sir,  the  Gk)vemment  have  already  in- 
stituted a  confidential  inquiry  into  cer- 
tain charges  of  extortion  and  corruption 
which  have  been  brought  against  Hyat 
Khan,  who  was  in  our  political  employ- 
ment at  Cabul,  and  they  have  now  de- 
cided that  the  whole  matter  shall  be 
subjected  to  a  formal  and  public  inves- 
tig^on,  which  will  be  conducted  by 
)u.  Smith,  Judge  of  the  Chief  Court  of 
the  Punjab.  We  have  no  information 
as  to  the  steps  likely  to  be  taken  to 
secure  the  presence  of  witnesses  from 
Cabul.  It  is  not  a  matter  with  which 
the  Home  Government  of  India  could 
liroperly  interfere. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  it 
was  true  that  the  charges  of  corruption 
and  extortion  against  Myat  Khan  were 
founded  on  the  fact  that  he  had  sold 
his  protootion  as  Political  Agent  to  the 
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Natives  while  Cabul  was  in  a  state  of 
siege  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HABTINGTON : 
The  charges  of  corruption  and  extortion 
brought  against  Hyat  Khan  were  various 
in  their  character,  and  I  cannot  say, 
without  reference  to  Papers,  whether 
they  include  the  exact  point  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member.  They  were,  how- 
ever, no  doubt,  of  a  very  serious  cha- 
racter. No  doubt,  it  is  of  great 
importance  that  witnesses  should  be 
brought  from  Cabul ;  but  as  the  Indian 
Government  have  determined  to  have  a 
public  inquiry  into  the  matter,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  they  will  take  the  neces- 
sary steps  to  secure  that  the  inquiry 
shidl  be  full  and  satisfactory.  It  would 
be  obviously  improper  for  me  to  say 
anything  further  on  the  matter  at  the 
present  moment. 

POST-OFFICE  PILLAR  BOXES. 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  the 
regulations  as  to  posting  newspapers 
are  different  for  town  and  for  suburban 
pillar-boxes ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  cause  the  necessaiy  information  as 
to  the  facilities  afforded  to  be  printed  on 
the  latter  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  restrictions  upon  posting  newspapers 
in  town  pillar-boxes  had  been  imposed 
to  prevent  the  boxes  being  blocked  with 
newspapers  and  book  parcels.  An  inti- 
mation, however,  that  newspapers  could 
be  posted  had  been  placed  on  some 
suburban  pillar-boxes,  but  not  on  others ; 
but  he  would  inquire  whether  any  harm 
would  result  from  an  extension  of  that 
practice. 

ARMY    ORGANIZATION— TUB    79th 
REGIMENT. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  "War,  Is  it  in 
contemplation  to  add  the  79th  Queen's 
Own  Cameron  Highlanders  to  the  Scots 
Guards  as  a  third  battalion  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  No,  Sir,  it  is  not. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION- THE  NEW 

ROYAL   WARRANT— AR. 

TICLES  106,  107. 

Major-General  FEILDEN  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther  general  officers  retired  under  Article 
107  (of  New  Warrant)  for  non-employ- 
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ment,  should  not,  equally  with  those 
retired  under  Article  106  for  age,  be 
eligible  for  the  appointment  of  Honorary 
Colonelcies  of  Regiments  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Yes,  Sir;  this  will 
be  made  quite  clear  in  the  corrigenda 
warrant. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRI- 
SONERS UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  SEXTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  persons  now  imprisoned  on 
suspicion  m  Ireland  under  warrants  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  be  allowed  to 
be  present,  either  personally  or  by  coun- 
sel, at  the  investigations  into  the  causes 
of  imprisonment  which  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  directed  by  the  statute  to  hold, 
in  every  case,  at  the  end  of  three  months 
from  iJie  arrest ;  and,  whether,  if  the 
persons  imprisoned  are  not  allowed  to 
appear,  either  personally  or  by  counsel, 
what  guarantee,  if  any,  will  be  afforded 
that  these  investigations  will  be  ade- 
quate to  the  occasion,  and  not  mere 
official  formalities  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  believed  that  Mr.  Boyton,  one 
of  the  prisoners  in  Kilmainham  Gaol, 
was  in  a  bad  state  of  health,  and  that 
he  had  ordered  a  careful  inquiry  to  be 
made,  especially  with  regard  to  his  eye- 
sight. He  could  not  undertake  that  the 
prisoners  or  their  counsel  should  be  pre- 
sent while  their  cases  were  being  re- 
considered. The  hon.  Member  would 
remember  that  this  question  was  dis- 
cussed by  the  House  while  the  Act  was 
passing,  and  that  it  had  been  decided 
by  a  large  majority  not  to  allow  such  a 
privilege.  The  cases  would  all  be  care- 
fully considered,  but  to  do  more  would 
be  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Act. 

BRITISH  COMMERCIAL  TREATY 
ENGAGEMENTS. 

Mr.  JACKSON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  there  are  any  Com- 
mercial Treaty  engagements  with  this 
Country  which  are  not  terminable  on 
twelve  months'  notice ;  and,  if  so,  if  he 
will  specify  them  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
the  only  Commercial  Treaties  concluded 
by  this  country  which  are  not  terminable 
on  12  months'  notice  are  those  with 
Salvador,  Roumania,  and  Servia,  the 
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first  of  which  terminates  in  1883  and  the 
two  latter  in  1890.  The  Treaties  con- 
cluded by  this  country  with  Turkey  and 
Tunis  may  be  revised  in  1882.  The 
Tariff  and  Commercial  Articles  of  the 
Treaty  of  Peace  with  China  can  be  re- 
vised in  1888.  These  Treaties  limit  ns 
to  no  engagements  as  to  Tariffs,  but  only 
to  give  most-favoured  nation  treatment. 
By  the  Treaty,  however,  with  Germany, 
which  is  terminable  on  12  months'  notice, 
we  are  bound  to  place  no  duty  upon  the 
exportation  of  coal. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE  (SCOTLAND) 
—THE  COURT  OF  SESSION. 

Me.  DALRYMPLE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  extreme 
inconvenience  caused  by  a  vacancy  in 
the  Court  of  Session  remaining  unfilled, 
and  to  the  strong  feeling  prevalent  in 
Scotland  on  the  subject ;  and,  whether 
he  will  take  into  consideration  the  rea- 
sonableness of  putting  an  end  to  uncer- 
tainty and  delay  by  appointing  to  the 
vacant  Judgeship  before  the  meeting  of 
the  Court  in  October  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  with  regard 
to  the  vacant  Scotch  Judgeship,  the  case 
stands  thus.  It  is  the  opinion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  the  Judicial 
Bench  in  Scotland  is  over-manned,  and 
that  the  number  of  Judges  would  very 
beneficially  admit  of  being  reduced  by 
two.  For  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to 
this  view,  the  Government  introduced  a 
Bill  into  the  other  House  of  Parliament ; 
but  difficulties  have  been  experienced 
there,  and,  in  consequence,  this  advan- 
tageous change  cannot  at  present  be  ac- 
complished. Under  these  circumstances, 
we  have  reluctantiy  been  oblig^  to  ask 
ourselves  whether  it  was  cons^tent  with 
the  provisions  of  the  present  law  to  keep 
the  existing  vacancy  open  until  another 
year  arrives.  But  our  opinion  is  that 
that  would  be  a  straining  of  the  law, 
and  although  we  are  very  sorry  to  have 
to  make  this  appointment,  yet  upon  the 
whole  we  thing  it  our  duty  to  do  so. 
Consequentiy,  an  appointment  wiU  be 
made. 

AFGHANISTAN  (MILITARY 
OPERATIONS). 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  a  proolamAtion 
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of  (Jeneral  Eoberts,  dated  IStli  October, 
1879,  promising  a  reward  of  fifty  rupees 
for  every  Afghan  soldier  who  had  fought 
against  the  British  troops  since  the  Srd 
of  the  previous  month;  a  reward  of 
seventy-five  rupees  for  every  Afghan 
captain  or  subaltern  officer ;  and  a  re- 
ward of  one  hundred  and  twenty  rupees 
for  every  Afghan  field  officer ;  if  he  can 
state  what  was  the  total  amount  distri- 
buted in  rewards  for  these  purposes; 
and,  whether  such  amount  was  charged 
to  the  British  or  to  the  Indian  contri- 
bution to  the  expenses  of  the  Afghan 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
The  attention  of  the  Government  has 
been  called  to  the  proclamation  referred 
to  in  the  hon.  Member's  Question.  It 
was  contained  in  a  Blue  Book  (No.  1)  on 
Afghanistan,  published  in  1880.  In 
consequence,  however,  of  the  change  in 
the  aspect  of  affairs  at  Oabul  within  some 
days  of  the  issue  of  that  proclamation,  it 
was  practically  never  acted  upon  in  the 
sense  of  the  Question  of  the  hon.*  Mem- 
ber. I  have  the  personal  authority  of 
Sir  Frederick  Boberts  to  say  that  no 
payments  were  ever  made  under  that 
proclamation. 

VALUATION  (IRELAND)-TOWN  PARKS. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  If  he  can  state  what  shape 
the  inquiry  into  the  question  of  town 
parks  in  Ireland,  promised  during  the 
Kecess,  will  take  ? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  not  certain  whether  it  could  be  cal]ed 
an  inquiry,  but  the  Government  had  the 
subject  under  their  consideration,  and 
he  believed  that  by  the  ordinary  means 
they  had  at  their  disposal  they  would 
have  abundant  means  of  getting  at  a 
knowledge  of  the  facts.  At  the  same 
time,  they  did  not  wish  to  discourage  any 
hon.  Member  from  asking  for  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  in  any  form  he  de- 
sired. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  any  objec- 
tion to  include  in  the  promised  Ketum  on 
this  subject  the  amount  of  the  valuation 
and  rental  of  town  park  holdings  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he  was 
glad  of  the  opportunity  of  suggesting 
that  if  hon.  Members  would  either  draw 
up  a  form  of  return,  or  would  state  dis- 
tinctly the  exact  particulars  of  the  infor- 
mation they  requiredi  he  would  see  whe- 


ther he  could  supply  it.  At  present, 
however,  he  was  waiting  for  particulars 
himself. 

SOUTH    AFRICA  — THE   TRANSVAAL— 

(NEGOTIATIONS)— THE  CONVENTION 

WITH  THE  BOERS. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  :  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received  any 
information  with  reference  to  the  sign- 
ing of  the  Convention  with  the  Boers ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to 
give  the  House  any  information  on  the 
subject  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No  information 
in  reference  to  the  subject  has  reached 
me ;  and,  therefore,  I  presume  that  none 
can  have  arrived. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— CETYWAYO. 

Mb.  W.  fowler  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  expenses  arising  from  the  imprison- 
ment of  Cetewayo,  ex-King  of  the 
Zulus,  are  defrayed  by  the  English  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  if  so,  from  what  fund, 
as  no  such  item  appears  to  be  mentioned 
in  the  Estimates  r 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  cost  of  maintaining  Cetywayo 
will  be  provided  for  by  a  Supplementary 
Estimate  to  be  presented  this  Session. 
It  could  not  conenviently  have  been  in- 
cluded in  the  Original  Estimates,  be- 
cause, at  the  time  of  their  preparation, 
several  points  connected  with  it  were 
still  uncertain. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PUBLIC    BUSINESS- 
EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  asked 
what  course  was  intended  to  be  pursued 
with  the  Educational  Endowments  Bill, 
seeing  that  the  Act  of  1868  expired 
yestexday ;  and  as  the  matter  was  very 
urgent,  and  there  were  nine  Notices  of 
Motion  on  the  Paper,  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  did  not  consider  it  advisable  to 
take  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  to- 
night before  half-past  twelve  o'clock  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  this  Bill  is 
in  a  peculiar  position,  inasmuch  as  pre- 
sent appearances  are  certainly  those  of 
considerable  difference  of  opinion  and 
opposition  in  regard  to  it.  We  are  very 
reluctant,  indeed  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  is  exceedingly 
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reluctant,  to  drop  the  Bill  if  he  thinks  he 
has  a  reasonable  chance  of  persever- 
ing with  it.  He  thinks  it  a  valuable 
measure,  and  is  very  anxious  that  it 
should  be  passed,  and  we  cannot  as  yet 
quite  form  an  opinion  whether,  this  Bill 
relating  exclusively  to  Scotland,  the  dis- 
cussion could  be  confined  within  such 
limits  as  to  enable  him  to  persevere  with 
it.  Certainly  they  must  reserve  it  for 
consideraiion. 

AFGHANISTAN  (MILITARY 
OPERATIONS). 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
asked  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  with  reference  to  his 
former  statement,  Whether  the  British 
garrison  at  Chaman  has  been  strength- 
ened, or  whether  the  troops  have  been 
retired  from  that  post,  leaving  theKhojak 
Pass  unprotected,  or  whether  they  have 
been  retired  from  the  Pishin  Valley,  and 
are  concentrated  at  Quettah  ? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  did  not  make  any  particular  state- 
ment on  the  subject,  not  having  received 
information  from  the  Government  of 
India.  I  have  no  information  as  to  what 
movements  have  been  made  by  the  force 
under  the  command  of  General  Hume, 
and  do  not  know  whether  Chaman  is 
occupied  or  whether  it  has  been  strength- 
ened. I  infer,  however,  from  the  tele- 
finrams  that  a  British  force  is  still  at 
Chaman. 

AFFAIRS  OF  EGYPT. 

The  Earl  of  BECTIVE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Khedive  of 
Egypt,  in  view  of  a  contemplated  revolt 
of  troops  at  Cairo,  has  asked  for  the 
protection  of  a  joint  army  of  French  and 
British  troops,  or  protection  either  from 
the  French  or  the  British  Government ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  communicate 
to  the  House  the  reply  of  the  British 
Government,  with  any  correspondence 
that  may  have  passed  on  the  subject 
between  the  British  and  the  French  Go- 
vernments. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  it 
is  not  the  case  that  the  Khedive  has 
made  any  communication  of  the  kind  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  nor,  so  far 
as  we  are  aware,  to  the  French  Govern- 
ment. The  Government  have  no  ii^or- 
mation  whatever  to  that  effect.     The 
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last  portion  of  the  Question,  therefore, 
falls  to  the  ground.  There  has  been  no 
correspondence  oh  the  subject  at  all. 

The  Earl  of  BECTIVE  asked.  Whe- 
ther Earl  Granville  has  received  any 
answer  from  Lord  Lj^ons  relative  to  the 
remonstrance  he  made  to  the  French  Go- 
vernment in  a  recent  letter  with  respect 
to  the  inconvenience  which  might  arise 
from  the  protection  of  Tunisian  subjects 
in  Egypt  by  France  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir. 
no  answer  has  been  received  up  to  the 
present  time,  but  the  matter  has  not 
been  lost  sight  of.  We  understand  that 
all  those  persons  at  present  are  being 
treated  as  Turkish  subjects. 

WAYS    AND  MEANS  -  TERMINABLE 
ANNUITIES— LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether  he  intended  to  Intro- 
duce  a  Bill  this  Session  to  carry  ont  the 
viewa  of  the  Treasuir  on  the  subject  of 
terminable  annuities? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Shr,  the  explana- 
tory Minute  has  been  laid  on  the  Table, 
and  we  hope  to  take  the  Resolution  to- 
night. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  gave  Notice  that, 
when  the  Bill  was  introduced,  oonsider- 
ing  the  extreme  impropriety  of  bringing 
in  a  Bill  on  the  subject  at  a  late  period 
of  the  Session,  he  would  move  a  Reso- 
lution to  the  effect  that,  however  expe- 
dient it  might  be  to  convert  £2,000,000 
of  Terminable  Annuities,  it  would  be 
more  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  and 
for  the  prosperity  of  this  country  and  of 
India  to  devote  the  surplus  in  reductng 
the  duty  on  tea  and  coffee. 

ARMY    RECRUITING— THE  63iu>  REGI- 
MENT. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
he  had  seen  the  following  statement  in 
I%e  Times  of  to-day  :— 

**  The  63rd  Regiment,  stationed  at  Chathatn, 
has  been  ordered  to  be  brought  up  to  its  full 
strength.  It  is  one  of  the  first  regiments  to 
embark  for  foreign  service.  The  regiment  was 
about  400  below  the  strength,  and  to  fill  np  the 
majority  of  the  vacancies,  a  party  of  volnnteen 
from  the  1st  Battalion  14th  K^ment,  at  Port- 
land, and  another  batch  of  about  190  from  the 
52nd|  at  Chatham^  have  joined  the  regiment ;" 

and  whether  that  statement  was  not  in 
opposition  to  the  statement  made  bjthe 
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right  iLon.  Gentleman  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  Army  Estimates  ? 

Mb.  GHILDEBS  said,  that,  not  having 
seen  the  statement,  he  could  not  answer 
the  Question  off-hand;  but  he  might 
explain  that  it  was  necessary  to  take 
the  course  referred  to  in  the  meantime 
in  order  to  make  up  the  strength  of  the 
First  Army  Corps,  and  that  it  was  not 
inconsistent  with  what  he  had  said  as 
to  the  operation  of  the  new  system 
when  it  was  once  established. 

MOTION. 


PALIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
HINISTEBIAL  STATEMENT. 

Mn.  A8HMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  would  give 
facilities  for  the  discussion  of  a  Motion 
for  the  imposition  of  retaliatory  duties 
against  certain  countries  haying  protec- 
tive duties  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  unable 
to  give  a  day  for  the  discussion  of  the 
Motion  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  given  Notice.    I  beg  now  to  move— 

"  That  for  the  remalndor  of  tno  Session 
Orders  of  the  Boy  have  precedence  of  Notices 
of  HotionB  on  Tuesday,  Government  Orders 
having  priority,  and  that  Oovemment  Orders 
have  priority  on  Wednesday." 

The  only  argument  that  is  necessary  for 
thb  Besolution  is  the  statement  that  it 
IB  now  the  1st  of  August,  and  the  House 
met  on  the  6th  of  January.  I  may 
justly  be  asked  what  course  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  with  regard  to  mea- 
■ores  still  pending,  and  which  have  given 
rise  to  inmcations  that  they  will  involve 
considerable  discussion.  I  am  very  sorry 
to  see  that  the  Eivers  Conservancy  Bill, 
which  has  been  viewed  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Ftesident  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  as  a  measure  of  import- 
ance and  practical  utility,  is,  neverthe- 
lees,  a  aubject  of  controversy,  and,  con- 
ndering  the  very  lateperiod  of  theSession, 
we  are  compelled  reluctantly  to  abandon 
it  Then  there  is  the  Augmentation  of  Be- 
nefices Bill,  with  which  we  shall  not  be 
able  to  proceed.  I  do  not  know  there  is 
any  other  Bill,  on  which  we  are  at  pre- 
sent aware,  on  which  there  will  be  any 
general  or  prolonged  discussion.  With 
regaid  to  the  Notice  just  given  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Ander- 
son), if  I  understand  him  ri^ht,  he 
Unks  at  this  period  of  the  Session  it  is 


too  late  for  the  discussion  of  a  measure 
which  introduces  any  new  principle ; 
and  yet  he  does  not  think  it  too  late  to 
decide  that  instead  of  reducing  the  debt 
wo  ought  to  apply  tho  money  to  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  tea  and  coffee.  On 
the  point,  however,  which  ho  has  raised, 
I  must  ascertain  what  is  tho  general 
feeling  of  the  House.  Viewing  the  pledge 
given  by  tho  Government  to  use  all  its 
available  means  for  putting  forward 
Supply,  we  are  desirous  to  redeem  that 
pledge  in  the  best  manner  possible.  We 
nave  considered  the  best  means  of  put- 
ting Supply  forward  with  despatch,  and, 
consequently,  we  do  not  propose  that 
the  House  should  have  Morning  Sit- 
tings. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  for  the  remainder  of  tho  Session 
Orders  of  the  Day  have  pn'cedonce  of  Notices 
of  'Motion  on  Tuesday,  Government  Orders 
having  priority ;  and  that  Government  Orders 
have  priority  on  Wednesday." — (Mr.  Gladttone.) 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate  if  he  intended  to  proceed 
with  tho  Entailed  Estates  Conversion 
(Scotland)  Bill? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
McLaren)  said,  in  reply,  that  there  was 
no  reasonable  prospect  of  passinp^  the 
measure,  and,  therefore,  it  would  not 
be  proceeded  with. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Motion  just  made,  and  the 
remarks  of  the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
question  of  Terminable  Annuities,  he 
would  like  to  make  one  or  two  observa- 
tions. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
there  was  no  new  principle  in  bringinp^ 
in  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  Perhaps  not ;  but 
they  were  carrying  out  a  very  important 
principle,  which  the  country  knew  no- 
thing about,  and  which  there  was  no 
opportunity  of  discussing  in  any  way. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  aware  that  it  was  irregular 
on  the  present  Motion  to  discuss  a  Bill 
not  before  the  House. 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  did  not  rise  to 
say  anything  against  the  proposal  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  but  wished  to  re- 
mind him  that  the  first  Order  of  the  Day 
for  Wednesday  week  was  the  adjourned 
debate  on  the  Motion  with  regard  to  the 
half-past  12  o'clock  Rule.  That  Motion 
had  been  adjourned  in  consequence  of  a 
misunderstimding  between  the  two  Front 
Benches,  and  he  appealed  to  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  to  afford  him  facilities 
for  taking  the  decision  of  the  House  on 
his  Resolution. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  he  would 
communicate  with  the  hon.  Member. 

Me.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  he  did  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  Kesolu- 
tion  of  the  Prime  Minister.  He  knew 
that  every  Member  of  the  House  would 
welcome  the  termination  of  a  prolonged, 
harassing,  and  wearisome  Session.  What 
he  was  desirous  of  doing  was  to  briefly 
call  attention  to  the  state  of  Business. 
The  House  usually  sat  26  weeks  in  a 
year ;  but  it  had  already  been  in  Session 
now  for  30  weeks.  The  Votes  in  Supply 
numbered  193.  Of  these  53  had  been 
taken,  and  140  had  still  to  be  ^ot. 
What  he  wished  hon.  Members  to  retdize 
was  that  in  80  weeks  they  had  disposed 
of  50  Votes,  and  in  the  next  few  days 
they  would  be  compelled  to  hurry 
through  the  remainder — the  140.  Under 
any  circumstances,  and  at  any  time,  the 
Business  of  Supply  was  conducted  in  a 
very  fluctuating,  uncertain,  and  irre- 
gular manner.  But  it  was  absolutely  be- 
yond the  power  of  Members  to  ap^ly 
themselves  with  business-like  assiduity 
to  the  granting  of  all  the  money  at  such 
a  late  period  of  the  year,  and  under  such 
circumstances  as  those  in  which  they 
were  now  placed.  For  all  practical  pur- 
poses, the  Government  were  about  to 
get  the  major  portion  of  the  Eevenue  of 
the  country  without  criticism  or  control. 
He  had  referred  to  the  Hecords  of  the 
House,  andy  as  far  as  he  could  make 
out,  there  was  not  a  Session  for  the 
last  quarter  of  a  century  or  more 
where  Supply  had  been  so  hopelessly  in 
arrear.  There  was  only  one  occasion 
when  the  condition  approximated  to 
what  it  was  now,  and  that  was  in  1870. 
He  knew  hon.  Gentlemen  excused  the 
authorities  by  saying  that  the  present 
Session  was  exceptional.  [  * '  Hear,  hear ! "  ] 
He  was  pleased  to  gather  from  their 
applause  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
side  of  the  House,  and  belonging  to  all 
Parties,  agreed  with  his  statement. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  Session 
was  exceptional — one  of  the  most  ex- 
ceptional in  the  history  of  Parliament. 
But,  unfortunately,  as  far  as  the  voting 
of  Supply  was  concerned,  every  Session 
was  exceptional.  All  the  arrangements 
made  by  Ministers,  whether  Liberal  or 
Conservative,  were  to  curtail  the  powers 
which  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people 
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had  in  controlling  the  National  Expen- 
diture. The  duties  they  were  charged 
to  perform  were  two-fold.  First,  they 
had  to  make  the  laws  of  the  country; 
second,  they  had  to  assist  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  its  affairs,  and  transact 
the  general  Business  of  the  State.  In 
his  judgment  the  latter  duty  was  the 
more  important.  It  was  always  ura^ent, 
and  it  should  have  primary  considera- 
tion. At  the  commencement  of  every 
Session  the  Ministers  should  submit  a 
statement  of  the  money  they  required. 
Parliament  should  apply  itself  to  in- 
quiring into  the  amounts  thus  named ; 
and,  having  given  the  necessary  consi- 
deration, should  vote  them.  The  time  left 
after  the  business-like  discharge  of  this 
function  should  go  to  making  new  laws 
or  amending  old  ones.  This  was  the 
old  theory  of  the  Constitution,  and  it 
was  the  soundest  and  the  best.  But  they 
reversed  that  plan.  They  commenced 
the  Session  by  making  laws,  and  when 
they  terminated  the  Session  they  were 
still  busy  with  the  same  process.  Just 
before  the  close — a  few  days  prior  to  the 
Prorogation — the  Estimates,  containing 
hundreds,  or  rather  thousands,  of  items, 
were  thrown  upon  the  Table,  and  they 
were  compelled  to  vote  them,  practically 
without  debate.  Again  and  again  this 
unsatisfactory  state  of  things  had  been 
alluded  to,  but  there  was  never  so  gross 
a  case  as  the  present.  He  hoped  that 
the  Government  next  Session  would  en- 
deavour to  mend  matters  by  submitting 
the  Estimates  as  soon  as  the  House  met, 
and,  notwithstanding  previous  refusals, 
agree  to  appoint  a  Committee  which 
should  have  the  power  of  calling  before 
it  the  Heads  of  the  different  Depart- 
ments. With  such  a  Committee,  and 
with  such  information,  the  work  of 
Supply  might  be  greatly  lightened.  The 
Eeport  submitted  by  the  Committee 
would  obviate  the  necessity  for  a  good 
deal  of  the  detailed  conversation  they 
had  in  that  House,  and  altogether  it  would 
further  the  Business  of  the  country.  It 
was  not  his  desire  to  object  to  the  Beso- 
lution  of  the  Prime  Minister,  or  to  pro- 
long the  discussion ;  but  he  was  anxious 
to  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  to 
point  out  in  what  way  and  to  what  ex- 
tent the  first  function  of  Parliament  was 
year  after  year  set  aside,  if  not  altoge- 
ther overridden. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE 
said,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
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Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Oowen)  had  done 
good  aeirioe  in  calling  attention  to  the 
condition  of  the  Votes  in  Supply.  He 
TOBOy  howerer,  to  ask  whether  they  were 
to  understand  firom  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister  that  the  Government 
now  intended  to  proceed  with  Supply 
de  die  in  diem,  and  in  preference  to  any 
legislatiye  measures  ?  He  thought  they 
were  right  in  taking  Afternoon  instead 
of  Mominff  Sittings.  There  were  six 
principal  classes  of  Votes  in  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  which  they  had  not 
yet  touched  at  all.  They  might  also 
fairly  now  expect  to  receive  from  the 
Oovemment  some  intimation  as  to  the 
time  at  which  they  anticipated  they 
would  be  in  a  position  to  close  the  Ses- 
sion. It  was  usual,  when  demands  like 
tiie  TOCsent  were  made  on  the  time  of 
the  House,  for  the  Government  to  make 
some  communication  on  that  subject.  As 
to  the  Bills  before  the  House,  it  was 
quite  understood  that  there  were  some 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  pro- 
ceed with ;  but  there  were  still  one  or 
two  respecting  which  there  was  some 
doubt  as  to  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  therefore  wished  to  know 
what  course  was  to  be  taken  with  the 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill? 

Mk.  GBEGOBY  asked  whether  a 
Besolution  was  to  be  moved  that  night 
in  regard  to  Terminable  Annuities  ? 

OsznsBAL  SiB  GEOBGE  BALFOUE 
Bsidy  that  whether  the  Tories  or  Liberals 
were  in  power,  the  same  thing  always  hap- 
pened m  regard  to  India.  Again,  the 
disensBion  on  the  Indian  Budget  was  not 
only  put  off,  but  was  not  even  mentioned. 
Bmre^,  with  a  population  seven  times 
more  numerous  than  that  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  an  area  1 2  times  greater, 
and  a  Bevenue  approaching  to  that  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  the  affairs  of  such 
a  vast  Empire  well  deserved  a  day  for 
discussion.  He  wished,  therefore,  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  when  he  expected 
that  the  Indian  Budget  would  come  on, 
and  whether  the  assistance  to  be  given 
to  India  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
would  be  given  in  instalments  or  in  a 
lamp  sum? 

But  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  had  been  requested  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  to  answer  a  question  put  as  to 
the  Educational  Endowments  (Scotland) 
BilL  The  Ghyvemment  were,  of  course, 
desbous  to  proceed  with  that  BiU,  but 
they  tdt  Hiat  in  the  existing  circum- 
I  fhaj  were  not  able  to  make  that 


progress  with  measures  for  Sotland 
which  they  and  the  Scotch  Members 
would  desire.  They  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  this  Bill  was  one  which  the 
great  majority  of  the  Scotch  Members 
wished  to  see  passed,  and,  if  that  were 
so,  he  should  think  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  passing  it  in  the  present 
Session,  and  the  Government  would  cer- 
tainly do  all  they  could  to  facilitate  that 
result.  On  the  other  hand,  if  a  largo 
number  of  Scotch  Members  were  ad- 
verse to  the  Bill  proceeding  this  Session, 
the  Government  would  not  press  it  on 
against  their  wish. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
he  regretted  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  not  offered  him  an  opportunity 
for  bringing  forward  a  subject  which 
was  far  more  important  than  the  unfortu- 
nate Land  Bill,  about  which  no  man  in 
England  cared  a  straw.  It  could  not  be 
denied  that  the  question  of  Free  Trade, 
Reciprocity,  and  retaliatory  Protective 
duties  excited  a  strong  feeling  out-of- 
doors. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  said,  that  the  Educa- 
tional  Endowments  Bill  was  a  measure 
which  the  majority  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers desired  to  see  passed  into  law. 
They  approved  its  principle ;  but  a 
great  number  of  them  were  opposed  to 
proceeding  with  it  at  this  period  of  the 
Session.  In  their  opinion — he  did  not 
say  whether  it  was  his  opinion  or  not — 
the  measure  could  not  now  be  ade- 
quately discussed,  because  it  would  be 
necessary  that  there  should  be  an  inter- 
val between  the  second  reading  and  the 
date  fixed  for  the  Committee,  in  order 
to  give  the  country  and  the  people  of 
Scotland  an  opportunity  of  judging  of 
the  Amendments  to  be  submitted  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Government  and 
the  House.  It  was,  he  believed,  on 
that  ground  that  a  large  number  of 
Scotch  Members,  certainly  the  majority 
of  those  now  in  London,  recently  pre- 
sented a  Memorial  to  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, asking  him  to  forego  the  Bill  this 
Session.  Twenty-four  Members  signed 
the  Memorial  to  that  effect,  and  although 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  ho  hoped 
to  take  the  Bill  this  Session  he  did  not 
fix  a  day  for  it.  The  majority  of  hon. 
Members  had  been  in  attendance  for 
more  than  seven  months;  and  at  this 
poriod  of  the  Session  they  might  expect 
to  bo  relieved  from  all  uncertainty  as  to 
the  progress  of  any  measure,  and  to 
have  a  specific  day  fixed  for  the  pomnd 
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reading,  whether  it  ever  got  through 
any  further  stage  or  not. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  not  given  a 
little  more  definite  information.  The 
House  had  been  sitting  from  a  very  early 
period,  and  if  only  the  most  necessary 
J3usiness  were  now  transacted,  it  would 
be  obliged  to  sit  until  a  very  late  period. 
He  did  not  know  that  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers deserved  to  be  treated  any  worse 
than  any  other  section  of  the  House ; 
but  he  thought  it  was  treating  them  very 
badly  to  keep  them  hanging  on  night 
after  night,  and  refuse  to  say  even  whe- 
ther the  Bill  was  to  be  proceeded  with 
or  not.  He  approved — as  a  good  many 
of  the  Scotch  Members  did — of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill ;  but  they  disapproved 
of  details,  and  the  discussion  of  those 
details  would  certainly  occupy  one  good 
Sitting.  If  the  Government  proposed 
to  proceed  with  it,  by  all  means  let  them 
have  a  discussion,  and  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  quite  willing  to  go  on  with  it ; 
but  if  it  was  not  to  be  so — and  ho  saw 
no  prospect  of  its  being  done — the  Go- 
vernment ought  not  to  keep  the  Scotch 
Members  dangling  on,  not  knowing 
whether  the  Bill  was  to  be  taken  or  not. 
The  Memorial  to  which  reference  had 
been  made  stated  that  the  Memorialists 
approved  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
but  thought  it  expedient  that  it  should 
be  left  over  till  next  Session,  and  the  24 
Members  who  signed  that  Memorial  did 
not  at  all  exhaust  the  number  of  Scotch 
Members  who  were  of  the  same  opinion. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  at  a  time  like 
this,  however  willing  the  Government 
might  be  to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  it  was 
utterly  impossible  that  they  would  be 
able  to  do  so,  and  therefore  they  would 
do  well  to  defer  it  at  once. 

Mu.  DALRYMrLE  observed,  that  a 
largo  number  of  Scotch  Members  sat 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House, 
and  if  they  could  not  bring  influence  to 
bear  on  the  Government  in  reference 
to  this  subject,  it  was  not  likely  that 
anything  falling  from  him  would  have 
that  effect ;  but  if  the  Government  really 
intended  to  press  the  Bill  this  Session, 
they  should  name  a  time  at  which  they 
would  bo  disposed  to  take  it.  If  the  Go- 
vernment fixed  on  a  night  on  which  they 
could  report  Progress  in  Supply  at  a 
certain  hour  to  proceed  with  the  second 
reading,  it  would  be  found  that  tho  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  existing  about  this 
measure  wero  not  great ;  but  when  the 
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Committee  stage  was  reaohed  it  would 
certainly  be  necessary  to  give  an  entire 
Sitting  to  it.    By  that  means  the  mea- 
sure might  pass  even  at  this  late  period 
of  the  Session  ;  but  he  agreed  with  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  the  idea  of  still 
going  on  with  the  measure,  without  even 
yet  fixing  a  day  for  it,  was  wronff.    He 
differed  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Fal- 
I  kirk  (Mr.Eam6ay),who  said  that  it  would 
I  be  necessary  to  consult  the  countzy  be- 
tween the  second  reading  and  the  Com- 
mittee. He  believed  the  people  of  Scotiand 
had  made  up  their  minds  on  the  subject. 
The  thing  had  been  before  them  so  vezy 
long  that  what  was  now  looked  for  was 
I  the  passing  of  the  measure,  and  not  that 
\  it  should  be  sent  back  for  consideration. 
It  might  appear  inconsistent  to  make 
these  remarks,  and  yet  to  have  signed 
the  Memorial  alluded  to ;  but  the  feeling 
'  of  himself  and  other  hon.  Members  was 
;  that  that  the  period  of  the  Session  whidi 
i  had  been  reached  made  it  difficult  to 
secure  an  adequate  discussion  of  the 
Bill,  while  if  the  Government  showed  a 
strong  wish  to  proceed  with  the  measure, 
I  they  would  not  oppose  that  course,  but 
they  considered  in  that  case  a  time  ought 
'  now  to  be  fixed  for  the  second  read- 
:ing. 

;     Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  he  be- 
I  lieved  there  was  a  general  approval  of 
i  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  various  de- 
I  tails  would  require  considerable  discus- 
sion.     The  Government  had  been  in- 
j  formed  of  one  or  two  important  points 
I  on  which  the   Scotch  Members  enter- 
tained very  strong  opinions,  and  with 
respect  to  which  it  was  desirable  to  have 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland ; 
but   the  Government  had   declined  to 
give  them  any  satisfaction  in  regard  to 
those  points.     One  question  was  whether 
I  the  future  Governing  Bodies  were  to  be 
representive  or  not,  and  upon  that  the 
I  Governnient  absolutoly  refused  to  give 
any  reply.     That  roused  the  suspicions 
of  the  Scotch  Members,  and  of  a  con- 
siderable number  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land, as  to  what  were  the  intentions  of 
the  Govornment  with  regard  to  the  fu- 
ture Governing  Bodies.     If  the  Govern- 
ment  had  come  forward  frankly,  and 
expressed  their  views  upon  that  subject, 
the  opposition  to  the  Bill  would  nave 
been  very  much  modified.     But,  after 
what  had  passed,  it  was  of  veiy  great 
importance  that  the  people  of  Scotland 
should  express  a  decided  opinion  as  to 
whether  they  wished  these  Qovemiag 
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Bodies  in  future  to  be  representative, , 
and  also  how  fiar  they  wished  the  Bill 
to  he  extended.  He  was  personally  yery 
strongly  in  fayour  of  the  main  principle 
of  the  Bill,  his  only  doubt  being  as  to 
whether  the  revision  went  far  enough,    i 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  thought ' 
enough  had  been  said.     ["Order!"]! 
At  mat  time  of  the  Session  any  Member  , 
who  got  up  to  withdraw  a  Bill  deserved  ' 
to  be  heaid.    He  thought  quite  enough  | 
had  been  said  to  satisfy  him  that  al-  • 
though,  as  he  understood,  all  the  Scotch  ' 
Members  were  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  I 
none  of  them,  so  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  ffather,  wished  it  to  go  on.   'That  he 
nnaerstood  to  be  the  sentiment  expressed 
on  both  sides  of  the  House.     ["  No, 
no !  "1    He  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  say 
"  No !  "  but  perhaps  they  were  among 
the  25  who  signed  the  Memorial.    After 
what  had  been  said,  it    was  evidently 
quite  hopeless  for  the  Oovemment  to 
struggle  against  the  differences  of  opi- 
nion existing  on  the  subject,  and  there- 
fore he  shoiud  not  attempt  to  go  on  with 
the  Bill ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  must 
express  his  entire  dissent  from  the  ex- 
planation given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay). 

Sm  EDWABD  GOLEBEOOKE  said, 
he  regretted  that  the  Government  had 
been  in  such  a  hurry  to  withdraw  the 
Bill  without  consulting  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers who  did  not  sign  the  Memorial. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  that  the  Go- 
renunent  ought  to  have  named  a  day  for 
the  second  reading ;  but  he  believed  the 
provisions  of  the  SUl  were  not  of  so  wide 
a  character  as  to  be  likely  to  cause  any 
vary  great  discussion.  Moreover,  the 
dimciu^  would  have  been  a  great  deal 
xemoved  by  a  frank  statement  of  opinion 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  and  the 
Scotch  Members.  At  the  same  time,  he 
must  admit  that  the  Government  were 
straggling  affainst  great  difficulties,  and 
he  would  omy  hope  that  nothing  which 
had  now  been  said  would  act  as  a  bar  to 
thflir  bringing  on  the  Bill  at  a  future 
time.  The  Government  should  bear  in 
mind  that  there  was  at  present  a  deter- 
mined opposition  on  the  part  of  Scotch 
Members.  It  was  not  that  they  loved 
the  Bill  less,  but  that  they  loved  grouse- 
shooting  more. 

Mb.  C.  S.  FABEEB  said,  he  joined 
with  his  hon.  Friend  in  the  regret  that 
die  Home  Secretary  should  be  in  such 
a  hiinj  to  ftbandon  the  Bill,  when  Scotch 
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Members  who  had  served  on  the  Com- 
mission were  anxious  to  go  on  with  it. 
He  wished,  however,  to  clear  himself 
from  all  responsibility  for  the  withdrawal 
of  the  Bill.  The  blame  for  the  delay 
which  had  occurred  lay  with  those  hon. 
Members  who  persistently  kept  blocking 
Notices  on  the  Paper  against  it,  among 
whom  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay),  who,  although 
he  now  said  he  was  in  favour  of  tho 
measure,  had  blocked  it  from  the  first 
on  account  of  some  small  (question  which 
might  be  easily  settled  m  Oommittee. 
Those  who  had  been  misled  into  signing 
the  Memorial  to  the  Prime  Minister 
must  also  take  some  of  the  responsi- 
bility. 

Mr.  T.  COLLINS  said,  it  was  unrea- 
sonable that  Members  should  be  detained 
in  town  till  the  third  week  in  August  in 
order  to  discuss  a  Scotch  Bill. 

SiK  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
would  suggest  that  theBallot  Act  Amend- 
ment and  Continuance  Bill  should  be 
withdrawn  for  the  present  Session,  and 
that  a  simple  Continuance  Bill  should  be 
introduced.  As  far  as  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  Bill  was  concerned, 
he  would  suggest  that  it  should  be  divided 
in  two  parts,  one  having  reference  to  the 
re-constitution  of  the  Court  consequent 
on  the  removal  of  the  Master  of  the 
Bolls  to  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  the 
other  dealing  with  the  question  of  legal 
patronage.  A  considerable  time  ago  it 
was  understood  that  a  Boturn  of  the  pa- 
tronage of  the  Judges  had  been  ordered, 
but  that  Betum  had  not  yet  been  re- 
ceived. He  supposed  that  the  Bill  had 
been  drawn  in  ignorance  of  the  amount 
of  the  patronage,  and  he  suggested  that 
the  portion  of  it  dealing  with  the  question 
should  be  withdrawn.  He  repeated  the 
question  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  as  to  whether  the 
Government  intended  to  take  Supply  de 
die  in  diem? 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CABTHY  said,  he 
would  urge  that  the  Ilouse  should  not 
be  allowed  to  separate  without  an  oppor- 
tunitj'  being  given  for  a  discussion  on 
the  manner  in  which  the  law  was  at  pre- 
sent administered  in  Ireland.  In  that 
country  Constitutional  Law  was  sus- 
pended, and  the  Government  were  every 
day  making  arrests  of  the  most  arbitrary 
and  unwarranted  character  on  the  mere 
suspicion  of  any  of  their  officials.  If 
tho  Government  had  any  necessity  or 
excuse  for  that  system,  they  ought  tr) 


886 


Parliament — 


IC0MM0N8J 


PMie  Btmn$$9, 


884 


justify  themselves  before  tbe  House  and 
before  the  world ;  but  so  far  they  had 
made  no  attempt  to  do  so.  The  recent 
policy  of  the  Government  and  the  recent 
arrests  by  their  officials  had  not  been 
brought  directly  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  and  he  could  not  think 
that  any  sincere  Member  of  the  Liberal 
Party  would  like  the  House  to  separate 
without  some  statement  from  a  Member 
of  the  Government  as  to  all  those  arrests, 
and  without  some  explanation  which 
would  show  that  the  Government  were 
sensible  that  after  all  there  was  a  Con- 
stitution, although  it  had  been  sus- 
pended in  Ireland,  and  that  they  were 
bound  to  offer  some  justification  of  their 
extraordinary  conduct.  It  was  a  question 
which  ought  to  be  fully  discussed,  and 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  give 
them  an  opportunity.  The  House  of 
Commons  had  never  been  fairly  in- 
formed as  to  the  powers  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  taken  under  the  Coercion 
Acts,  nor  had  they  properly  understood 
the  explanations  given  on  behalf  of  the 
Government.  The  explanations  had 
been  inconsistent  with  each  other,  and 
inconsistent  also  with  the  policy  which  the 
Government  had  pursued.  At  the  outset 
tlie  Chief  Secretary  said  the  sole  obj  ec 
was  to  relieve  Ireland  from  the  oppr  es 
sion  of  '*  village  tyrants"  and  **  mid- 
night marauders ; "  but  a  very  few 
days    afterwards  the    Home   Secretary 

fave  an  explanation  which  was  quite 
ifferent. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  rose  to 
Order,  and  asked  whether  it  was  com- 
petent on  the  Motion  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister to  review  a  discussion  which  had 
already  taken  place  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  consider  that  the 
hon.  Member  is  trangressing  the  Hules 
of  Order  by  the  course  he  is  now  taking. 
The  Question  before  the  House  is  simply 
in  reference  to  the  course  of  Business. 
Upon  that  ho  is  quite  entitled  to  express 
a  wish  that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland  may  be  reviewed  at  a  proper 
time ;  but  to  enter  into  details  is  clearly 
out  of  Order. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
was  Bimply  asking  the  Government  to 
give  the  House  an  assurance  that  he 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
these  matters.  He  was  urging  the  great 
necessity  for  o])taining  information  as 
to,  and,  if  possible,  some  justification 
for,  the  conduct  of  the  Government. 
Surely,  it  would  be  most  unreasonable 
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and  wrong  that  the  Hoase  should  sepa- 
rate without  any  such  information  or 

I  explanation.  

;     Ijord    RANDOLPH   CflUROHILL 
said,  he  should  not  proceed  with  his 
Motion  with  reference  to  Tripoli  in  con- 
sequence of  the  issue  by  the  Government 
;  of  Papers  on  the  subject. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hexry  James),  in  reply  to  the  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross), 
said,  that  the  first  part  of  the  Judicature 
Bill  dealt  with  the  transference  of  the 
Master  of  the  RoUs  to  the  Court  of  Ap« 
peal.  It  was  verv  necessary  that  that 
should  be  passed  this  Session.  The 
second  part  of  the  Bill  was  designed  to 
vest  with  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor  the  legal  patronage 
formerly  exercised  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  and  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron.  That  question, 
though  not  so  pressing,  was  one  of 
great  importance ;  but  it  would  not  be 
unduly  put  forward  for  discussion  if 
some  interim  arrangement  could  be 
made  for  dealing  with  it.  The  difficulty 
was  that  unless  the  subject  were  dealt 
with  the  patronage  must  either  be  left 
in  abeyance  or  remain  with  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice. 

Sir  R.  assheton  CROSS  said,  he 
was  satisfied  with  the  explanation  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  thought  the 
Bill  before  the  House  for  dealing  with 
Education  in  Scotland  was,  in  many  re- 
spects, a  very  good  Bill. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  remarked,  that  it 
was  impossible  that  the  Gt>vemment 
could  fix  a  night  for  bringing  on  the 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill. 
With  regard  to  Supply,  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  ask  the  House 
to  apply  the  whole  of  the  valuable  time 
left  to  pressing  it  forward  —  at  least, 
during  the  principal  hours  of  tbe  night. 
There  was  no  intention  at  present  to  ask 
the  House  to  recur  to  Morning  Sittings. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  would  have  ample  op- 
portunities for  bringing  forward  the  sub- 
ject he  had  referred  to  before  the  end  of 
the  Session,  seeing  that  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  could  not  possibly  be  passed 
until  the  matter  had  been  discussed. 
With  regard  to  the  Ballot  Bill,  it  would 
be  withdrawn,  and  a  simple  Continuance 
Bill  would  be  substituted  for  it.  With 
regard  to  the  Indian  Subvention,  he  had 
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nothing  to  add  to  wliat  had  been  said 
before  m  reference  to  it — ^namely,  that 
India  would  be  put  under  an  obligation 
to  repay  the  £2,000,000  advanced,  and 
that  the  remainder  of  the  subvention 
would  be  made  in  a  certain  number  of 
annual  instalments.  With  regard  to  the 
New  Annuities,  a  Bill  relating  to  them 
would  be  introduced  to-morrow  night, 
and  time  would  be  given  for  its  con- 
sideration. He  could  not  name  a  day  for 
the  Indian  Budget  till  he  saw  what  pro- 
gress had  been  made  with  other  Busi- 
ness. With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  when 
the  Prorogation  might  be  expected  to 
take  place,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
Votes  of  considerable  importance  in 
Supply  still  remained  to  be  discussed, 
and  it  was  impossible  at  the  present 
moment  to  forecast  the  exact  number  of 
days  that  the  discussion  in  reference  to 
them  would  occupy.  Months  ago  he 
had  stated  that  there  was  a  probablility 
that  the  Prorogation  would  take  place 
next  week ;  but  what  had  since  occurred 
had  not  encouraged  him  to  form  too 
sanguine  an  estimate  of  the  speed  with 
which  Public  Business  might  be  dis- 
posed of.  In  the  course  of  a  few  days, 
however,  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  give  a 
more  definite  reply  on  the  subject  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sia  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  in- 
quired at  what  hour  the  Bill  for  the 
Kegulation  of  the  Forces  would  be 
brought  on  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Late  this  evening ; 
perhaps  about  12  o'clock.  It  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  the  Bill  shall  be 
passed  speedily. 

Ma.  PARNELL  said,  he  certainly  was 
very  much  surprised  to  hear  the  reply 
of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  very  tem- 
perate request  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  County  of  Lougford 
(Mr.  Justin  McCarthy) — namely,  that 
he  would  be  able  to  hold  out  some  hope 
that  the  Government  would  afford  Irish 
Members  facilities  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  the  wholesale  arrests  that 
have  been  made  in  Ireland.  It  was  not 
as  if  they  had  pressed  the  Government 
unduly  in  reference  to  this  question,  and 
not  as  if  they  had  refrained  from  giving 
them  every  facility  with  regard  to  the 
passing  of  the  Land  Bill,  and  not  as  if 
they  had  made  use  unduly  of  any  of  the 
Forms  of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
endeavouring  to  obtain  the  ear  of  Par- 

VOL.  CCLXIV.     [third  bbeibs.] 


liament  for  the  purpose  of  condemning 
the  acts  of  the  Irish  Executive.  It  was 
not  under  these  circumstances  that  his 
hon.  Friend  had  pressed  the  Govern- 
ment for  some  reasonable  facilities  to 
put  this  matter  before  the  House.  Their 
conduct  with  regard  to  the  Government 
had  been  to  facilitate  Government  Busi- 
ness in  every  possible  way.  Since  the 
Coercion  Acts  left  this  House  until  the 
present  time,  he  himself  had  incurred 
considerable  blame  from  many  persons 
in  Ireland,  because  they  had  considered 
he  had  allowed  the  captive  to  rest  in  his 
prison  cell  unnoticed  and  uncared  for ; 
and  speaking  for  himself,  and,  he  be- 
lieved, for  the  majority  of  the  Irish 
Members  of  that  House,  he  protested 
that  the  Irish  Members  could  no  longer 
allow  this  neglect,  for  it  was  nothing 
more,  to  continue  in  regard  to  these  suf- 
fering and  helpless  men.  If  they  had 
neglected  the  case  of  the  prisoners  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  it  was 
because  they  wished  to  give  the  Go- 
vernment every  chance  of  passing  reme- 
dial legislation  for  Ireland,  and  because 
they  desired  it  might  not  be  in  the  power 
of  anybody  to  say,  from  any  side  of  the 
House,  that  they  wished  to  prevent  Her 
Majesty's  Government  from  having  a 
full  trial  in  regard  to  their  attempts  to 
remedy  Irish  grievances ;  but  now,  when 
all  that  was  passed,  when  nothing  re- 
mained but  tne  obtaining  of  sundry 
Votes  in  Supply,  when  the  Government 
had  expressly  given  up  their  other  con- 
templated legislation,  ne  said  that  they 
were  entitled  to  ask  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  forward  the  case  of 
these  men,  who  nobly  sacrificed,  many  of 
them,  their  business  and  their  social 
prosperity,  in  order  to  do  what  in  them 
lay  to  help  the  cause  of  the  Irish  ten- 
ant. His  hon.  Friend  had  asked  that 
some  reasonable  time  might  be  given 
for  the  purpose  of  laying  the  case  of 
these  '*  suspects  "  before  tMs  House,  and 
he  had  been  told  that  on  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  he  would  have  an  opportunity. 
Well,he  did  not  know  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  really  expected  them  to  wait  till 
the  Appropriation  Bill,  and  give  up  all 
the  time — namely,  Tuesdays  and  wed- 
nesdays — ^which  would  be  at  the  disposal 
of  private  Members  to  any  measures  he 
proposed  to  bring  before  the  House. 
But  because  they  had  been  neglectful 
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of  tlie  personal  liberty  and  freedom  of  the 
"  BUBpects"  in  Ireland  during  the  months 
that  had  rolled  by  since  the  introduction 
of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  because 
they  had  refrained  horn  pressing  these 
questions,  that  was  no  reason  that  now, 
when  these  matters  had  disappeared, 
there  was  longer  any  excuse  for  them  or 
for  the  Oovemment  to  withhold  the  light 
of  day  from  their  doings  in  Ireland. 
Then  he  submitted  that  they  were  en- 
titled to  preds  this  matter  on  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  that  they  were  en- 
titled to  use  the  Forms  of  the  House  and 
assert  the  right,  perhaps,  of  a  majority 
of  that  House — certainly  of  a  majority  of 
the  Irish  nation — to  justice,  truth,  and 
fairness  in  the  doings  of  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive. He,  for  his  part,  should  not 
shrink  from  using  all  the  Forms  of  the 
House  to  prevent  the  Government  from 
appropriating  these  days,  and  thereby 
preventing  them  from  any  possible 
chance  of  laying  this  case  beiore  the 
House.  It  might  be  contended  that  the 
Government  had  followed  precedents  in 
regard  to  their  doings  in  this  matter ; 
that  they  had  not  applied  to  Parliament 
at  any  unusually  early  period  for  these 
days ;  and  to  the  fullest  extent  he  ad- 
mitted that,  testing  this  matter  by  the 
calendar,  the  Government  had  not  come 
to  Parliament  at  any  unusually  early 
period.  But  testing  the  matter  by  the 
unexampled  occurrences  of  this  year, 
looking  to  the  fact  that  at  a  very  early 
period  of  the  Session  the  Government 
obtained  all  the  days— both  the  days  of 
private  Members  and  also  those  days 
which  nominally  belonged  to  the  Govern- 
ment, but  actually  belonged  to  private 
Members— he  alluded  to  Fridays — ex- 
cept Supply  stood  the  First  Order  of  the 
Day — looking  to  that  fact,  that  all  the 
days  of  private  Members  were  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Government  at  a  very 
early  period  of  the  Session  for  the  pur- 
pose of  passing  Coercion,  and  looking  at 
the  fact  that  in  the  interval  between  the 
passing  of  the  Coercion  Act  and  the  in-* 
troduction  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill  no  attempt  was  made  by  the  Irish 
Members  or  by  the  great  bulk  of  private 
Members  to  press  their  grievances  be- 
fore Parliament  or  impede  or  incom- 
mode the  Government  m  any  way,  and 
that  immediately  after  that  intervid  was 
over  the  Government  again  annexed  all 
the  days  of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
proceeding  with  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 

Jtfr,  F0rnel( 


Bill — he  saw  that  the  attempt  of  the 
Government  to  annex  Tuesdays  and 
Wednesdays  now  practically  meant  the 
extinguishing  of  the  total  rights  of  pri- 
vate Members  in  the  time  of  the  House. 
Now,  they  were  really  getting  into  a  way 
of  looking  to  the  Government  as  a  sort 
of  Deux  et  maehind  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and,  indeed,  the  Prime  Minister 
appeared  to  be  invested  with  the  amount 
of  regard  for  those  who  witnessed  it, 
which  was  applied  to  the  attiibutes  of 
ancient  Jove.  Private  Members,  from 
occupying  a  position,  when  very  much 
of  the  legislation  was  shaped  in  the 
various  Motions  and  Bills  brought  for- 
ward by  them,  were  now  descending  to 
this  stage  that,  practically  speaking,  no 
opportunity  whatever  was  to  be  a£Ebrded 
to  them  for  the  purpose  of  signifying  to 
the  House  those  matters  in  reference  to 
which  their  constituents  had  sent  them 
to  this  House.  In  other  countries  they 
found  the  Ministry  of  the  day  were  not 
even  allowed  a  place  in  the  Bepresen- 
tative  Assembly.  In  the  Legislature  of 
the  United  States  no  Cabinet  Minister 
had  a  place  in  the  House ;  and  formerly 
in  this  House  it  was  the  custom  to  re- 
gard the  Gt)vernment  of  the  day  as  the 
Representative  of  the  Crown,  and  not 
necessarily  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
entire  popular  opinion  of  the  country. 
But  now  they  were  losing  all  regard 
for  these  matters.  That  House  was  com- 

Sosed  of  the  Bepresentatives  of  three 
istinct  Nationalities,  not  to  speak  of  a 
fourth.  Yet  they  saw  day  by  day  all 
individual  opinion,  all  private  judgment 
and  action  merge  in  the  ip9e  dixit  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  Now,  they  could  not 
allow  the  fate  of  the  Irish  prisoners  to 
remain  unconsidered.  Daily  for  the  last 
three  or  four  months  he  had  been  in 
receipt  of  dozens  and  scores  of  letters 
from  these  prison  cells,  which  the  Go* 
vemment  must  very  well  know,  as  they 
had  opened  them.  These  captives  cried  to 
them  and  asked  them  whether  they  were 

£:>ing  to  leave  the  men  who  had  won  the 
and  Bill?  He  said  they  ought  not  to 
leave  those  men,  and  they  ought  to  urge 
upon  the  Irish  Chief  Secretary  the  duty 
of  informing  the  House. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  going  beyond  the  Question  before  the 
House. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  would  be 
very  sony  to  go  beyond  the  Question, 
and  he  wished  to  confine  himself  within 
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proper  limits.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
moved  that  during  the  remainder  of  the 
Session  Government  Business  should 
have  precedence  on  Tuesdays  and  Wed- 
nesdays ;  and  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  en- 
deavoured to  point  out  that  it  was  the 
imperative  duty  of  Irish  Members  to 
bring  the  question  of  these  **  suspects  " 
and  &e  evidence  on  which  they  had  been 
arrested  before  the  House.  These  men 
had  been  arrested  without  a  cha^e, 
almost  without  an  accusation.  The  Go- 
vernment had  repeatedly  refused  to  give 
any  replies  to  Questions  which  Irish 
Members  had  put  with  respect  to  them. 
It  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  fair 
fame  of  many  honourable  men  in  Ire- 
land that  Irish  Members  should  not 
allow  the  Government  to  continue  to 
lib^  those  men.  The  Government  had 
arrested  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary ; 
they  had  arrested  a  trusted  priest.  [  Cries 
o/"  Order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKER;  I  must  caution  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  is  transgressing 
the  Bules  of  Debate.  The  Question 
before  the  House  is  of  a  very  limited 
character,  and  the  hon.  Member  is  not 
entitled  to  bring  on  the  question  of  the 
imprisoned  **  suspects." 

Mb.  PABNETiTi  said,  he  understood 
that  the  Question  before  the  House  was 
a  Motion  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tiie  Prime  Minister  that  for  the  remainder 
of  the  Session  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
should  have  precedence  of  Notices  of 
Motion,  and  that  Government  Orders 
should  have  priority ;  and  he  had  endea- 
voured to  point  out  that  if  that  Motion 
were  acceded  to  Irish  Members  would 
practically  be  deprived  of  an  opportunity 
of  bringing  the  case  of  the  imprisoned 
**  suspects  "  before  the  House.  He  had 
desired  to  show  that  the  character  of  these 
'* suspects"  was  in  danger — ["Order, 
order !"]— that  he  might  urge  with 
additional  force  the  right  that  Irish 
Members  had  to  demand  from  the  Go- 
vernment facilities  for  rescuing  these 
men  from  the  unworthy  Hbel  that  had 
been  cast  upon  them.  He  would  not 
presume  to  continue  his  observations  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Ohair 
ruled  that  he  was  out  of  Order  in  saying 
that  a  good  priest  and  a  good  Irishman 
^[Cries  of  *' Order  I'''] 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  akeady  ruled 
the  hon.  Member  out  of  Order,  and  I 
am  surprised  that  he  should  continue  to 
make  such  observatious  after  my  ruling. 


Mb.  PABNELL  said,  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  appear  to  have  lost  sympathy 
for  the  **  suspects  "  if  they  did  not  Dring 
their  case  before  the  House.  [CWm  <>/* 
*'  Order !  "]  The  Ministry  of  the  day. 
of  course,  always  gained  the  sympathies 
of  the  powers  that  be  in  that  Mouse ; 
but  if  they  might  not  bring  the  cause  of 
their  imprisoned  countrymen  before  the 
House,  he  would  boldly  sny  that  all 
liberty  and  regard  of  private  right  was 
lost  to  that  Assembly,  and  that  the 
Minister  of  the  day  had  transferred 
himself  from  a  Constitutional  Minister 
into  a  tyrant— '[Cries  of  *'  Order  !  "  and 

*' Name  him  !'n_ 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  have  repeatedly 
cautioned  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork,  and  notwithstanding  these  re- 
peated cautions  he  has  held  language 
utterly  un-Parliamentary  and  improper ; 
and  I  hereby  name  Mr.  Pamell  as 
having  disregarded  the  authority  of  the 
Chair. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  was  about  to 
move.  Sir 

Mb.  PARNELL  rose  and  said :  I  will 
not  wait  for  the  farce  of  a  division.  I 
will  leave  you  and  your  House,  and  the 
public  will  see  that  there  is  no  longer 
freedom  of  discussion  left  to  the  Irish 
Members. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  was  about 
to  move,  when  you  rose  from  the  Chair, 
that  the  words  of  the  hon.  Member  be 
taken  down.  I  must  say  I  never  in  the 
course  of  my  whole  experience  ever  heard 
such  words  addressed  to  you — [Cries  (f 
"Order!"] 

Mb.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  Order.  [Cries 
of  "Order!"]  I  rise  to  Order.  The 
Standing  Order  on  which  the  Prime 
Minister  is  about  to  act  prescribes  that 
he  shall  make  his  Motion  without  speech 
or  debate;  and  I  understand  that  on 
previous  Motions  of  this  kind  the  Prime 
Minister  went  very  speedily  to  his 
duty. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  thank  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  for  reminding  me 
that  I  ought  not  to  have  made  a  speech. 
I  move  that  Mr.  Pamell,  having  been 
named,  be  suspended  from  the  service  of 
the  House  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Sitting. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

*'  That  Mr.  Pamell  be  suspended  from  the 
service  of  the  House  dnring  the  remainder  of 
this  day's  sitting."— (ifr.  Glad$ton$,) 
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The  House  divided : — Ayes  131 ;  Noes 
14:  Majority  117.— (Div.  List,  No. 
346.) 

Question  again  proposed, 

"  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Seflmon  Orders 
of  the  Day  have  precedence  of  Notices  of  Mo- 
tions on  Tuesday,  Government  Orders  having 
priority,  and  that  Government  Orders  have 
priority  on  Wednesday." 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  it  was 
perhaps  regrettable  that  the  Eepresenta- 
tives  of  Ireland  had  only  been  able  to 
intervene  in  this  discussion  at  a  late 
period;  but  this  was  due  to  the  time 
that  had  been  cousumed  by  the  Scotch 
Members.  He  thought  that  in  asking 
the  House  to  assent  to  this  Motion  the 
Government  might  have  given  the  House 
more  explicit  information  as  to  their  in- 
tentions on  several  points.  He  had  not 
been  able  to  gather  what  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  do  with  regard  to  the 
Indian  Budget,  or  to  the  discussion  of 
Indian  affairs  generally.  If  the  Liberal 
Party  sat  on  that  side  of  the  House  and 
such  incidents  were  brought  forward  as 
wholesale  murder  in  Indian  gaols — for 
the  charges  on  that  matter  amounted  to 
nothing  less  —  the  Liberal  Party  would 
be  in  a  ferment  of  generous  indignation 
on  the  subject.  He  did  not  belong  to 
the  Liberal  Party,  and  he  hoped  that 
Heaven  might  spare  him  from  that  final 
fall ;  but  he  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  give  the  House  the  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  the  afiPairs  of  the 
people  of  India,  who,  like  the  Irish 
people,  were  deprived  of  every  form  of 
Constitutional  liberty.  When  the  Prime 
Minister  was  in  Opposition  he  had  taken 
from  his  hands  a  Motion  on  the  en- 
slavement of  thought  and  opinion  in  In- 
dia by  the  Vernacular  Press  Act.  That 
was  two  years  ago;  but  nothing  had 
since  then  been  done  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  question  of  the 
Vernacular  Press  of  India  is  not  now 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  would 
only  express  a  hope  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  give  them  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  that  important  question. 
They  ought  also  to  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  discussing  the  new  University 
Scheme  in  Ireland — a  scheme  which  pro- 
mised well  under  the  late  Gt)vemment, 
but  which,  according  to  recent  rumours, 
did  not  promise  well  under  the  present 
Government.  They  were  likewise  en- 
titled to  receive  an  assuri^nce  from  the 


Government  that  distinct  facilities  would 
be  afforded  for  the  investigation  of  the 
very  serious  charges  of  maladministration 
and  oppression  made  against  the  Irish 
Executive.  The  Government  had  chal- 
lenged Irish  Members  to  bring  forward 
a  Vote  of  Censure  in  regard  to  alleged 
oases  of  tyranny  and  wrong,  and  l£ey 
would  meet  them.  But  although  they 
indulged  in  those  valorous  chafienges, 
they  proposed  to  take  away  all  the  time 
available  to  private  Members,  thereby 
preventing  them  from  bringing  forward 
any  such  Votes  of  Censure.  The  con- 
duct of  the  Gt)vemment  was  such  as  to 
lead  the  people  of  Ireland  to  believe  that 
they  shrank,  in  violation  of  their  pledges 
and  in  violation  of  every  principle  of 
Constitutional  liberty,  from  a  review  of 
their  conduct,  and  that  they  desired  to 
see  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  anywhere  rather 
than  in  the  House,  exposing  their  policy 
and  holding  them  up  to  the  indignation 
of  the  Irish  people.  Owing  to  the  course 
taken  by  the  Government,  the  Irish 
Members  could  only  avail  themselves  of 
discussions  in  Supply,  during  which,  no 
doubt,  many  unclean  spots  in  Irish  ad- 
ministration could  be  exposed,  but  where 
the  full  discussion  to  which  they  were 
entitled  could  not  be  secured. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  said,  that  as 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  ^ready 
spoken,  he  might  state  with  regard  to 
the  inquiry  as  to  the  Indian  Budget 
that  it  was  the  expectation  of  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
to  bring  it  forward  as  soon  as  they  had 
disposed  of  or  had  made  sufficient  pro- 
gress with  Supply.  With  reepect  to  the 
Irish  University,  the  House  would  have 
two  opportunities  of  considering  that 
question — when  the  Bill  now  pending  in 
the  House  of  Lords  reached  that  House, 
and  again  when  the  Vote  in  Supply  was 
moved  relating  to  it.  With  regard  to 
the  chief  accusation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) — 
namely,  that  the  Government  avoided 
investigation  into  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  Government,  he  had  to  remind  the 
House  that  no  Notice  of  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure had  been  given,  and,  therefore,  the 
Government  did  not  avoid  such  MotioB. 
But  if  it  was  desired  to  review  the  con- 
duct of  the  Irish  Government,  or  to  take 
a  Vote  of  Censure,  there  could  be  no 
better  opportunity  of  doing  so  than  that 
mentioned  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Goyemment— namely, 
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thai  wliich  woald  be  afforded  by  the 
Appropriation  Bill.  Not  only  was  it 
impossible  for  a  Oovernment  to  avoid 
having  their  conduct  reviewed,  bat  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  avoid  any 
Amendment  to  the  BiU,  which  would  be 
a  distinct  Yote  of  Censure.  There  could 
be  no  better  opportunity  for  such  a  pur- 
pose or  one  more  in  accordance  with 
Gonstitational  precedent,  for  it  had  been 
made  available  by  Mr.  Disraeli  and 
Lord  Palmerston  to  enable  them  to  re- 
view the  policy  of  the  Gk)vemment  of 
the  day.  Nothing  could  be  more  con- 
sistent with  the  gravity  of  the  subject 
and  with  the  feeling  of  a  section  of  the 
House  than  that  the  opportunity  he  sug- 
gested should  be  taken  to  move  a  Yote 
of  Oensure ;  but  till  it  was,  the  Govern- 
ment had  very  serious  duties  to  per- 
form.   

Mb.  NEWDEOATE  said,  he  had 
nothing  to  complain  of  in  the  speech 
which  had  just  been  delivered  ;  but  he 
must  remind  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  that  a  mis-spent  Session  could 
not  be  recovered  during  its  last  few 
weeks.  He  asked  independent  Mem- 
bers, was  it  possible,  would  it  be  decent 
that  another  Session  should  be  so  mis- 
roent  ?  When  the  hon.  Member  asked 
the  Government  for  facilities,  he  could 
not  forget  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
acted  vrith  a  Party  which  had  deliber- 
ately delayed  the  Business  of  the  House 
during  the  Session.  To  their  conduct 
was  it  attributable  that  independent 
Members  had  been  obliged  to  resign 
one  after  another  the  opportunities  re- 
served to  them  by  the  Constitution  for 
the  expression  of  independent  opinion. 
From  first  to  last  the  Irish  Party  had 
monopolized  the  Session  by  their  mis- 
conduct.    ["  Order ! "] 

Ms.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  word 
"  misconduct,"  applied  either  to  a  Party 
or  individuals,  was  in  Order  ? 

Ma.  SPEAXEB :  It  struck  me  that 
the  observations  generally  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  are  not  within  the  subject  of 
the  Motion  before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  would 
confine  himself  strictly  to  the  Motion, 
which  involved  the  resignation  on  the 
part  of  private  Members  of  their  proper 
opportonities  of  bringing  independent 
questions  before  the  House.  He  did  not 
say  that  the  Motion  was  untimely  or 
unprecedented,  but  its  effect  would  ,be 
that,  with  very  few  exceptional  occa- 
nniBi  independent  Members  would  be 


deprived  of  their  Constitutional  privi- 
leges. The  blame  did  not  lie  witn  the 
Government — it  lay  elsewhere ;  but  he 
deprecated  the  fact  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should  be  Session  after  Ses- 
sion incapaciteted  as  a  Eepresentetive 
Body,  as  it  had  been  that  Session,  from 
transacting  the  Business  of  the  country. 
There  was  no  remedy  for  that  stote  of 
things  save  a  revision  of  their  Bules. 
He  claimed  for  the  Leader  of  the  House 
that  he  should  apply  himself  to  such  re- 
vision, with  a  view  to  secure  a  fair  dis- 
tribution of  opportunities  for  indepen- 
dent Members  to  express  the  feelings 
and  opinions  of  Ghreat  Britain  with  re- 
ference to  measures  before  the  House. 
If  the  Gt)vemment  did  not  take  the  mat- 
ter up,  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  and  other 
independent  Members  would. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  observed,  that 
whatever  differences  of  opinion  existed 
among  them  they  were  all,  he  believed, 
anxious  to  get  into  Committee  of  Supplv. 
He  therefore  hoped  hon.  Members  would 
withdraw  the  Motions  down  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  and  allow 
them  to  proceed  to  Supply.  He  trusted 
also  the  Government  would  consider 
that  the  unanimous  desire  of  the  Press 
of  England  was  that  the  Newspapers 
(Law  of  libel)  Bill,  which  had  been 
blocked  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  should 
pass. 

Mr.  GOUBLEY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  had  a  Motion  down 
in  Committee  of  Supply,  and  it  appeared 
to  him  that  he  simply  asked  him  to 
withdraw  his  Motion  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee so  that  he  might  bring  his  on. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  he  would 
also  withdraw. 

Mb.  LEAMY  complained  that  the 
Government  had  not  promised  to  give  to 
Irish  Members  the  opportunity  which 
was  asked  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy).  The 
condition  of  Ireland  was  quite  as  worthy 
of  having  a  day  given  by  the  Government 
for  ite  consideration  as  was  the  Minis- 
terial policy  in  the  Transvaal.  He  con- 
sidered the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
was  quite  justified  in  the  request  he  had 
made  to  the  Prime  Minister,  and  that 
had  it  been  acceded  to  the  House  would 
have  been  much  nearer  Committee  of 
Supply  than  it  was  likely  to  be  for 
some  time.  The  reason  why  the  Irish 
Members  had  not  yet  put  a  Vote  of 
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Censure  on  the  Paper  was  because  the 
Land  Bill  stopped  the  way.  When  they 
broufifht  forward  any  of  the  arrests  that 
had  been  made  they  were  taunted  with 
obstructing  the  Land  Bill.  Now  that 
the  Bill  was  passed  could  not  the  Govern- 
ment give  them  one  day  on  which  to 
bring  this  subject  forward  ?  If  they  had 
not  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
conduct  and  policy  of  the  Government, 
they  did  not  know  how  many  arrests 
would  be  made  during  the  Eecess. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  surprised  at  the  supineness  of  the 
Scotch  Members  in  permitting  Bills  in 
which  they  were  much  interested  to  be 
unceremoniously  withdrawn.  He  held 
that  the  suggestion  that  Members  with 
grievances  had  full  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing them  forward  on  the  Appropriation 
Bill  was  worthless;  and  on  the  Consti- 
tutional maxim,  that  *'the  redress  of 
grievances  must  precede  Supply,"  he 
hoped  his  hon.  Friends  would  not  fail  to 
urge  upon  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment their  views  on  matters  which  they 
deemed  to  demand  Parliamentary  atten- 
tion. The  Estimates  were,  in  fact,  a 
series  of  pegs  on  which  hon.  Members 
could  hang  any  Questions  or  Notices 
they  liked,  and  it  was  perfectly  impos- 
sible that  discussions  on  them  coula  be 
avoided.  The  opportunities  which  the 
Estimates  afforded  had,  however,  been 
much  curtailed  by  the  Government  get- 
ting large  Votes  on  Account.  This  was 
a  practice  which  could  not  be  too  much 
condemned.  He  hoped  his  Colleagues 
would  avail  themselves  of  the  oppor- 
tunities which  Supply  still  afforded  to 
bring  forward  the  grievances — and  there 
were  a  groat  many — from  which  Ireland 
still  suffered.  The  Prime  Minister  must 
see  that  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  was  a  very  reasonable  one ; 
and  as  the  Forms  of  the  House  would 
preclude  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  from 
speaking  again,  in  order  to  give  him  a 
fresh  opportunity  of  addressing  the 
House  he  begged  to  conclude  by  moving 
that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mk.  BIGOAE  seconded  the  Motion. 
He  said,he  thought  that  there  was  every 
necessity  for  this  Motion.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  had 
made  a  reference  to  Irish  Members. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE:  No,  I  referred 
to  the  Members  for  Great  Britain. 

Mb.  BIGGAEthoughtthehon.Member 
spoke  more  particulany  with  regard  to  the 
IxishMembers.  He  (Mr. Biggar) certainly 
Jdr.  Liamy 


repelled  the  idea  that  English  Members 
who  might  or  might  not  be  thoroughly 
ignorant  of  the  question  in  hand  were 
at  liberty  to  lecture  Irish  Members  as 
to  how  they  should  behave  and  how 
the  Irish  people  should  be  governed. 
The  Irish  Members  stood  in  that  House 
with  equal  rights  with  the  English  Mem- 
bers, and  they  had  determination  enough 
to  insist  on  being  heard  on  behalf  of 
the  causes  they  had  to  advocate.  As  to 
'  Supply,  the  Irish  Members  would  vindi- 
cate their  right  to  criticize  the  Estimates. 
He  suggested  that  Business  might  pro- 
ceed more  satisfactorily  if  EngHsh  and 
Scotch  Members  would  make  fewer 
speeches  when  Irish  questions  oame  up 
for  discussion,  and  would  be  more  influ- 
enced by  those  who  understood  the  sub- 
jects. In  the  early  part  of  the  Session 
Bills  were  introduced  which  were  of 
great  interest  because  opposed  by  Irish 
Members,  but  the  greater  part  of  the 
discussion  was  taken  up  by  English  and 
Scoteh  Members. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  keeping  to  the  Question  before 
the  House.  Se  is  wandering  far  wide 
of  it. 

Mb.  BIGOAR  said,  that  being  so,  he 
would  conffne  himself  to  the  Bills  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  There 
were  Bills  in  which  both  the  English  and 
Scoteh  Members  were  interested,  and, 
consequently,  the  Irish  Members  also 
felt  an  interest  in  these  Votes,  seeing 
the  large  number  of  Irishmen  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  affected  by  them. 
Some  English  and  Scoteh  Members 
mifi;ht  think  that  Irish  Members  had  no 
right  to  take  part  in  the  discussion  of 
English  and  Scoteh  Votes  in  Supply; 
but  he  held  quite  the  contrary  opinion. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  keeping  to  the  Question  at  all, 
and  if  he  does  not  keep  very  dose  to  the 
Question  I  shall  be  called  upon  to  regard 
him  as  wilfully  and  persistently  disre- 
garding the  authority  of  the  Chair. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  thought  that  perhaps 
enough  had  been  said  on  the  question, 
and  he  would  simply  conclude  by  seoond- 
ing  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

I     Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
I  Arthur  O*  Connor,) — put,  and  n$gaikei, 

'     Original  Question  put. 

•     The  House  dmd$d: — ^Ayes  111 ;  Noes 
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Mml94d^  That  for  the  reznamder  of  the  Session 
Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  of  Notices  of 
Motions  on  Tucsoay,  Government  Orders  having 
priority;* and  that  Government  Orders  have 
priori^  on  Wednesday. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

MERCHANT  SEAMEN'S  PENSIONS. 
BESOLUTIOK. 

Mb.  GOUELEY,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  administration  of  Green- 
wich Hospital  with  regard  to  Merchant 
Seamen's  Pensions,  and  to  more — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  tha 
grant^  should  include  widows  whoso  husbands 
contributed  to  the  fund,  and  merchant  seamen 
now  in  receipt  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund 
ptosions ;  ** 

said,  the  merchant  seamen  contended 
that  while  the  seamen  of  the  Boyal  Navy 
and  the  Marines  had  received  full  and 
ample  pensions  from  the  contributions 
made  by  and  for  seamen  generally  from 
the  (Greenwich  Hospital  Fund,  they  had 
heen  debarred  from  receiving  anything 
beyond  the  miserable  pittance  granted 
by  the  present  Secratary  of  State  for  War 
in  1867.  Since  1867  the  aged  seamen 
had  been  receiving  £3  8«.  a-year,  while 
the  widows  had  not  received  anything 
whatever  from  the  fund  to  which  enor- 
mous sams  had  been  compulsorily  con- 
tributed by  seamen  for  a  long  course  of 
yean.  If  the  seaman  who  might  have 
contribated  to  the  Greenwich  Hospital 
Fund  should  elect  to  receive  £3  8«. 
a-year,  he  was  debarred  thereby  from 
obtaining  another  pension  to  which  he 
was  equitably  entitled — namely,  from 
the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  he  elected  to  receive  a 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund  pension,  then, 
although  he  was  entitled  through  the 
contribution  which  he  might  have  com- 
pulsorily made  to  the  Greenwich  Hospital 
Fund  to  the  pension  which  would  accrue 
to  him  from  the  latter  fund,  he  was  de- 
hacred  from  obtaining  it.  It  was  de- 
niable that  the  existing  Act  should  be  so 
ammded  as  that  men  who  were  entitled 
to  the  Greenwich  Hospital  Fund  should 
not  be  debarred  from  enjoying  the  bene- 
fiti  of  that  fiind  beoanse  they  accepted  a 


Mercantile  Marine  Fund  pension — they 
being  entitled  to  both.  It  would,  per- 
haps, be  said,  in  answer  to  the  claim 
that  he  was  setting  up,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  over  and  advanced  a 
large  sum  of  money  in  connection  with 
another  fund,  the  Mercantile  Marine 
Fund.  He  granted  that ;  but  the  House 
must  understand  that  the  Mercantile 
Marine  Fund  was  a  compulsory  fund, 
created  by  the  Government  of  the  day, 
equally  with  the  Greenwich  Hospital 
contribution.  Therefore,  if  the  Govern- 
ment lost  by  the  winding  up  of  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  Fund,  that  was  no  reason 
why  the  poor  men  who  had  compulsorily 
contributed  towards  the  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital Fund  should  be  excluded  from  their 
rights  in  regard  to  the  latter  fund.  He 
denied  that  the  one  fund  was  intended 
to  be  a  substitute  for  the  other.  The 
Preamble  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund 
Act  contained  an  admission  of  the  right 
of  merchant  seamen  to  the  benefits  of 
the  Greenwich  Hospital  Fund.  The  Act 
was,  in  fact,  passed  for  the  purpose  of 
supplementing  and  assisting  the  Green- 
wich Hospital  Fund.  He  asked  anyone 
acquainted  with  the  Charter  of  1694  and 
the  Act  of  1696  whether  it  was  con- 
sistent with  common  sense  that  Parlia- 
ment intended  that  merchant  seamen 
should  be  taxed  more  than  any  other 
class  of  the  community  in  order  that 
they  might  bear  the  cost  of  pensions  to 
men  who  had  served  in  the  Eoyal  Navy? 
For  his  part,  ho  did  not  think  that  such 
a  proposition  could  for  a  moment  be 
maintained.  He  trusted  that  his  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  would  urge 
upon  the  Government  the  claims  of  a 
deserving  class  who  were  now  mulcted 
to  the  extent  of  about  £12,000  a-year  by 
enforced  deductions  from  their  earnings. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  mov- 
ing the  Kesolution  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mr.  AVEBSTER,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  assured  the  Government 
that  the  dissatisfaction  with  regard  to 
the  application  of  the  fund  since  1834 
was  not  confined  to  the  constituency  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  brought 
forward  the  Resolution.  It  was  wide- 
spread among  the  seamen  through- 
out Scotland,  and  more  particularly  in 
the  seaports  of  the  East  of  Scotland. 
He  should  not  say  a  word  as  to  the  do- 
sorvings  of  that  most  patient  and  hard- 
working class  of  men.  Waiving  this,  it 
was  quite  plain  tiiat  some  legal  right 
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was  recognized  on  the  part  of  merchant 
captains  and  seamen  when  the  division 
of  the  Greenwich  Hospital  Fund  was 
made  by  Parliament.  It  was  also  plain 
that  the  division  with  respect  to  merchant 
seamen  was  exceedingly  parsimonious, 
and  that  the  share  allotted  to  them  was 
not  what  they  were  entitled  to.  He 
hoped  that  the  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
who  had  to  represent  this  matter  to  his 
colleagues  would  see  his  way  to  recom- 
mend the  claims  of  that  deserving  and 
ill-requited  class.  These  claims  were  of 
very  old  standing,  and  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  look  favourably  upon 
them,  even  if  it  were  necessary  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  grant  to  the 
Greenwich  Hospital  Fund  should  include  widows 
whose  husbands  contributed  to  the  fund,  and 
merchant  seamen  now  in  receipt  of  the  Mer- 
cantilo  Marine  Fund  Pensions,"— (ifr.  OourUy,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  ANDREW  LU8K  thanked  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Gourley)  for  bringing  forward  this  sub- 
lect,  because,  rightly  or  wrongly,  these 
old  people  thought  that  they  had  a 
grievance.  They  had  been  obliged  to 
contribute  to  two  funds  from  their  hard 
earnings,  and  now  if  they  received  a 
return  from  one  fund  they  were  pre- 
cluded from  the  benefit  of  the  other.  He 
never  liked  to  break  faith  with  those 
who  relied  upon  the  law.  There  were 
only  some  3,000  or  4,000  of  them  alive, 
and  they  should  not  be  denied  when 
they  demanded  their  rights.  Seamen 
were,  as  a  rule,  a  helpless  class,  and 
therefore  he  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  show  some  consideration  for  these 
applicants.  This  was  one  of  those  cases 
where  a  small  wrong  became  very  irri- 
tating. 

Sir  THOMAS  BRASSEY  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Gourley)  had  made  a  persuasive  appeal 
on  behalf  of  the  aged  seamen.  In  much 
that  he  had  said  he  concurred.  Some 
years  ago  he  had  brought  forward  a 
proposal  in  that  House  for  a  seamen's 
benefit  fund,  to  be  managed  by  the  offi- 
cials of  the  shipping  offices.  He  still 
cherished  the  hope  that  the  merchant 
seamen  might  receive  some  assistance 
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in  their  efforts  to  combine  for  their 
mutual  support  in  advancing  years.  It 
was  not  an  essential  feature  of  the  plan 
for  a  merchant  seamen's  fund  that  the 
State  should  make  a  contribution  of 
money.  Whatever  might  be  the  de- 
cision on  this  point,  it  was  his  duty  to 
resist  any  proposal  to  take  money  from 
Greenwich  funds.  Before  submitting  a 
short  statement  of  the  leading  facts, 
there  was  one  obvious  remark  which  he 
might  ofiPer.  His  hon.  Friend  would  ac- 
knowledge that  the  injustice  of  which  he 
complained  was  not  due  to  any  action 
which  had  been  tEiken  by  the  present 
Admiralty.  Similar  demands  had  been 
steadily  resisted  by  successive  Boards, 
who  were  under  strong  temptation  to  be- 
come popular  at  the  public  expense  by 
lavish  charities  to  the  merchant  sea- 
men. The  unanimity  of  their  decisions 
was,  in  his  judgment,  conclusive.  The 
present  Government,  however,  in  their 
anxious  desire  to  be  just,  had  once  more 
consulted  the  experienced  officers  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  Admiralty, 
under  whom  the  pensions  to  seamen  and 
the  funds  of  Ghreenwich  Hospital  were 
administered.  The  Papers  containing 
the  correspondence  with  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  be  distributed  in  a  few  days. 
The  constituents  of  his  hon.  Friend 
would  doubtless  be  supplied  with  copies 
of  the  Papers,  and  when  they  had  read 
them  they  would  be  convinced  that  they 
had  no  claim  whatever  to  further  assist- 
ance from  Greenwich.  Without  enter- 
ing too  minutely  into  details,  he  might 
observe  that  the  relief  of  seamen  who 
had  served  in  the  Boyal  Navy  was  the 
exclusive  object  of  the  noble  roundation 
of  William  and  Mary.  That  object  was 
steadily  kept  in  view  both  in  the  Act  of 
]  696,  under  which  the  seamen  of  the 
Merchant  Service  were  required  to  pay 
Qd,  a-month  to  Greenwich,  and  again 
in  the  Act  of  1834,  under  which  they 
were  relieved  from  the  obligation.  The 
protection  afiPorded  by  the  Navy  to  the 
commerce  of  the  country  was  held  to  be 
a  sufficient  justification  for  imposinff  a 
tax  on  the  Merchant  Service.  Passing 
from  the  original  object  for  which  the 
hospital  was  founded  to  the  subsequent 
efforts  of  the  State  to  administer  to  the 
wants  of  the  Merchant  Service,  he  might 
refer  to  the  onerous  obligation  under- 
taken in  connection  with  the  Merchant 
Seamen's  Fund.  The  management  was 
unsatisfactory,  and  in  1851  the  fund  was 
wound  up  by  Act  of  ParUament.    Pen- 
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sions  were  granted  at  the  average  rates 
of  the  preceding  five  years,  and  the  Ex- 
chequer was  made  responsible  for  any 
deficiency  which  might  arise.    The  net 
result  had  been  a  loss  of  no  less  than 
£920,000.     Notwithstanding  the  losses 
sustained  in  connection  with  their  fund, 
a  generous  gift  was  made  to  the  mer- 
chant   seamen  on  the  occasion  of  the 
dosing  of  Greenwich   Hospital   as  an 
asylum  for  the  Royal  Navy.    By  the 
Greenwich  Hospital  Act  of  1 869,  power 
was  taken  to  expend  £4,000  a-year  in 
providing  pensions  at  the  rate  of  £3  8«. 
to  seamen  who  had  contributed  6d,  a- 
month  to  Greenwich  Hospital  for  five 
years  prior  to  1885,  and  who  were  not  in 
receipt  of  a  pension  from  the  Merchant 
Seamen's  Fund.    In  making  this  con- 
cession the  Admiralty  were  doing  an  act 
of  grace,  and  they  distinctly  declined  to 
acknowledge   any   legal   liability.      In 
1872  a  further  concession  was  made. 
The  annual  expenditure  from  Greenwich 
funds  was  no  longer  limited  to  £4,000 
a*year,  and  an  Act  was  passed  autho- 
ricing  the  purchase  of  annuities  by  the 
Boara  of  Trade  out  of  funds  provided 
by  Greenwich  Hospital  for  all  seamen 
who   could  prove  a  claim  to    pension 
under  the  regulations  laid  down  in  1869. 
The  charge  which  had  come  on  Ghreen- 
wich  Hospital  in  providing  pensions  and 
annuities  under  the  Acts  of  1869  and 
1872  had  already  amounted  to  £158,000, 
and  it  was  contemplated  that  a  further 
sum  of  from  £40,000  to  £50,000  would 
be  required.      The   regulations   under 
which  the  pensions  were  granted  had 
been  made  the  subject  of  complaint.    It 
had  been  argued  that  seamen  who  were 
in  receipt  of  pensions  from  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine  I^und  ought  not  to  be  de- 
barred from  the  enjoyment  of  pensions 
from  Greenwich  Hospital.    In  Novem- 
ber last  the  Admiralty  addressed  a  letter 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  asking  them,  as 
the  official  protectors  of  the  merchant 
»eamen,  how  far  the  sum  of  £3  8«.  per 
annum,  whether  paid  in  the  shape  of  a 
Greenwich  pension  or  a  Merchant  Sea- 
men's Fund  pension,  was  a  sufficient 
equivalent  for  the  enforced  contribution 
of  If.  a-month  ?    In  reply,  they  were 
told  that  the  sum  now  paid  was  in  ex- 
cess of  the  value  of  the  enforced  con- 
tribution with  interest.   The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  was  not  content  to 
nrge  the  claims  of  the  seamen  them- 
Belves,    and    he    asked    that    pensions 
•hoold  be  extended  to  widows.    The  de- 


I  mand  could  not  be  presented  to  Parlia* 
ment  as  a  matter  of  right  and  justice.  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  cause  of  the  widows 
were  pleaded  as  a  case  for  the  charitable 
consideration  of  the  Government,  he  had 
already  shown  that  there  were  other  re- 
sources directly  arising  from  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  from  which,  if  they  thought 
it  right  to  make  a  concession,  an  appro- 
priation might  be  made.  The  pensions 
from  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund  and 
the  grants  from  the  Greenwich  Funds, 
so  far  from  being  an  inadequate  return 
for  the  contributions,  had  already  in- 
volved a  loss  to  the  State  of  more  than 
£1,1 00,000.  Having  dealt  thus  far  with 
the  case  of  the  seamen  as  founded  on 
their  individual  contributions,  he  passed 
on  to  the  claims  put  forward  on  their 
behalf  as  heirs  to  former  generations  of 
contributors.  It  had  been  maintained 
in  several  Petitions  that  not  less  than 
£2,000,000  of  the  accumulated  funds  of 
the  Hospital  had  been  derived  from  the 
enforced  contributions  of  merchant  sea- 
men. The  statement  was  incorrect.  The 
personal  property  of  Greenwich  Hospital 
was  mainly  derived  from  other  sources — 
from  unclaimed  prize-money,  assigned 
to  the  Institution  in  the  reig^  of  Queen 
Anne,  and  from  the  prize-money  of  de- 
serters, made  over  to  the  Hospital  in 
the  reign  of  George  II.  It  included  a 
percentage  of  5  per  cent  on  all  prizes 
taken  during  the  Great  War.  The  sale 
of  portions  of  the  Derwentwater  Estates, 
which  were  appropriated  to  the  Hospital 
in  the  reign  of  George  II.,  had  been 
another  source  whence  the  personal  pro- 
perty had  been  accumulated.  But  of  all 
these  sources  of  wealth,  the  most  im- 
portant was  the  transfer,  in  1814,  of  the 
funds  of  the  Chatham  Chest,  amounting 
to  £1,355,000.  The  Chatham  Chest  was 
originally  established  in  the  reign  of 
Queen  Elizabeth,  and  the  revenues  were 
derived  from  Parliamentary  grants, 
charitable  bequests,  prize-money,  and  a 
tax  of  6d,  per  month  levied  on  seamen 
serving  in  the  Navy.  Having  shown 
that  the  merchant  seamen  have  no  claim, 
whether  in  law  or  in  equity,  to  further 
contributions  from  Greenwich  Hospital, 
it  might  not  seem  necessary  to  carry  for- 
ward this  discussion.  It  might,  however, 
be  satisfactoiy  to  the  House  to  know  the 
numerous  and  benevolent  uses  to  which 
the  funds  of  the  Hospital  were  devoted. 
Its  whole  revenues  were  bestowed  in 
ministerinff  to  the  necessities  of  men 
who  had  oone  long  service  to  the  ooun- 

oogle 


L^iyiu^uu  uy  • 


403        JPuhUc  EeaUK—Th4 


( COMMONS )      Loea  GovitHmmt  Board.     404 


try.     Out  of  a  total  income  of  £161,000,  '  comrades  who  had  fallen  at  the  post  of 
no  less  than  £120,000  were  expended  in   duty. 


pensions  and  gratuities.  In  addition  to  > 
this,  they  wore  educating  1,000  hoys,  \ 
the  sons  of  seamen  and  marines.  They  j 
were  doing  this  at  a  cost  helow  the  ; 
average  in  similar  institutions.     It  had  | 

heen  objected  that  too  large  a  sum  was  ,  vpT,v\n.^\rT  roat^fi  nwjP'RVATTnvw 
expended  in  salaries.     To  this  he  had  :^™NMLNT  BOARD.  -  OBSER\  ATIONb. 

to  answer  that  the  school  was  completely  ',  Dr.  CAMERON,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
re-organized  in  1870  by  a  committee  of  tention  to  the  power  possessed  by  the 
which  tlie  present  Secretary  to  tlie  Ad-  I  Local  Government  Board  for  the  pre- 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''That  Mr. 
;  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

PUBLIC  UEALTU— TUE   LOCAL  GO- 


miralty  was  the  chairman.  But  although 
the  Establishment  was  thus  recently  re- 
vised, they  had  thought  it  right  to  ap- 
point a  committee,  which  was  on  the 
point  of  reporting  the  result  of  its  in- 
quiries, lie  had  reason  to  know  that 
the  work  undertaken  by  Admiral  Hickley 
and  his  colleagues,  the  Member  for  Fal- 
mouth, and  Sir  Digby  Murray,  had  been 
thoroughly  done,  and  that  it  would  re- 
sult in  valuable  improvements  in  the 


vention  and  control  of  formidable 
domic  diseases,  and  the  manner  in  which 
those  powers  have  of  late  been  exercised, 
said  he  would  not  have  ventured  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  sub- 
ject, had  it  not  been  for  the  veryoritical 
and  dangerous  position  in  which  the 
Government  were  at  present  placed.  At 
the  last  meeting  of  the  Metropolitan 
Asylums  Board,  one  of  its  most  ener- 
getic members — Sir  Edmund  Currie — 


dietary  of  the  school,  and  in  the  training  ;  stated  that  unless  immediate  steps  were 
of  the  boys  for  the  sea  service.     Where  I  taken  for  the  control  of  these  epidemic 


an  increase  of  expenditure  was  required, 
they  would  be  able  to  meet  the  cost  by 
economy  in  other  directions.  In  con- 
clusion, he  had  to  express  the  hope  that 
his  hon.  Friend  would  be  satisfied  with 
the  explanations  he  had  received.  He 
had  done  his  duty  to  those  whose  cause 
lie  had  advocated  by  stating  their  case 
in  Parliament.  It  had  been  his  (Sir 
Thomas  Brassoy's)  duty,  on  behalf  of 
the  Navy,  to  show  that  the  cost  of  the 
benevolent  i)lan  of  his  hon.  Friend  could 

not  in  justice  be  made  a  charge  upon  [  period  of  its  prevalence ;  but 
Greenwich  funds.  Hon.  Members  would  |  that  the  mortality  was 
believe  that  it  was  not  an  agreeable  duty 
to  resist  an  appeal  on  behalf  of  aged  and, 
perhaps,  necessitous  persons  belonging 
to  a  class  with  which  he  had  a  warm 
sympathy.  In  following  his  hazardous 
calling  the  merchant  seaman  did  a  duty 
to  society  and  to  the  State,  and  he  had 
a  strong  claim  to  our  benevolence  ;  but 
the  seamen  of  the  Navy  miglit  be  called 
upon  at  any  moment  for  yet  greater 
sacrifices.  Even  in  peace,  grave  dis- 
asters might  occur,  bringing  misery  to 
many  homes.  The  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  were  anxious  to  make  more 
ample  provision  for  these  distressing 
calamities,  and  if  they  permitted  an  un- 
justifiable encroachment  on  the  limited 
resources  of  Greenwich  Hospital,  they 
would  deprive  themselves  of  the  means 
of  giving  relief  to  seamen  who  had 
grown  old  in  the  service  of  their  country 

and  to  the  widows  and  orphans  of  their  j  ment  Board  waa  no  authority  for  keqh 
iSir  Thonuu  Jira$9$y  L^iym^uuuy  ^^^^^^ 


diseases,  they  would  probably  retoni 
from  their  vacation  to  find  themselves 
in  the  midst  of  an  epidemic  of  small'pox 
and  scarlet  fever,  with  no  means  of 
coping  with  it.  Already  some  1,800 
persons  had  died  from  the  late  outbreak 
of  small-pox  in  the  Metropolis.  He  be- 
lieved that  if  prompt  measures  had  been 
taken  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  epidemic  would  not  have  occurred. 
The  small-pox  epidemic  had  been  less 
fatal  at  present  than  at  any  previous 

"the  fact 
than   it 

formerly  had  been  was  no  proof  that 
they  were  at  the  end  of  their  trouble. 
The  Local  Government  Board  were  en- 
abled by  Act  of  Parliament  to  order  the 
Metropolitan  Asylums  Board  to  con- 
struct hospitals  for  the  reception  of  per- 
sons sufipering  from  infectious  diseases, 
and  such  an  order  had  the  effect  of 
rendering  it  imperative  on  the  Asylums 
Board  to  carry  out  their  instructions, 
and  any  hospital  so  provided  could  re- 
main where  it  was  placed  in  spite  of  the 
protests  of  the  people  of  the  district. 
In  March  last  a  case  was  tried  and 
carried  to  the  House  of  Lords,  in  whidi 
it  was  declared  by  that  tribunal  that  if 
it  were  proved  that  a  small-pox  or  any 
other  hospital  for  the  treatment  of  in- 
jfectious  diseases  was  a  nuisance  to  a 
j  populous  district,  it  might  be  shut  up, 
and  that  the  order  of  the  Looal  Govern- 
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xng    it   open.    Since  that    decision  of 
±he  House  of  Lords,  the  Metropolitan 
.Aajlums  Board  could  do  nothing  in  the 
^way  of  establishing  hospitals  of  that 
Itind.      By  the  Public  Health  Act  of 
1876  the  Local  Government  Board,  when 
an  outbreak  of  infectious  disease  was  , 
tlireatened,  could  make,  alter,  and  re-  \ 
^oke  regulations  for  the  provision  of  | 
xnedioal  aid  and  accommodation,  and  for  i 
Qg  ajB^ainst  the    spread    of   the 
se.    His  charge  against  that  Board  i 
uvas  that  since  December  last,  while  an 
epidemic  had  prevailed,  they  had  done 
abBolutely  nothing ;  they  haa  refused  to  j 
take  any  initiative  or  to  give  any  ad- 
^▼ioe.     Had  they  been  dealing  with  a 
threatened  invasion  of  catttle  plague, 
instead  of  small-pox  or  scarlet  fever, 
they  would  have  had  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  exerting  himself  to  the 
utmost  to  cope  with  the  apprehended 
visitation.    In  December  last  warning 
was  given  to    the  Local  Government 
Board  by   the    Metropolitan    Asylums 
Board  that  small-pox  was  steadily  in- 
creasing, and  that  something  should  be 
done.  But  nothing  was  done.  Li  March, 
1,500  applications  for  the  admission  of 
patients  were  obliged  to  be  refused  from 
want  of  hospital  space.    Li  May  the 
Asylums  Board  themselves  proposed  to 
establish  a  hospital  for  small-pox  con- 
valescent patients    at    Darenth.      The 
Local  Government  Board  gave  their  as- 
sent.   Later  on  a  ship  was  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Asylums  Board  by  the 
Admiralty,  and  that  hospital  ship  was 
opened  a  couple  of  months  ago.     It 
might  have  been  expected  that  a  De- 
partment which  was  really  the  Depart- 
ment of  Health  in  this  country  should 
know  something  about  coping  with  dan- 
gerous epidemics.     They  had  the  out- 
skirts of  the  Metropolis  available    to 
them,  and  also  the  river ;  but  they  were 
not  resorted  to  until  it  was  too  late. 
There  had  been  nothing  to  prevent  the 
Local  Government  Board ;  and  he  said 
it  was  its  duty  to  have  advised  the 
A^lums  Board  that  all  the  thinly-in 
habited  country  outside  of  London,  and 
also  the  river,  lay  open  to  them,  where 
no  nuisance  wonld  have  arisen  from  the 
hospitals.   If  they  had  taken  that  course 
in  time,  a  vast  amount  of  the  mischief 
which  they  had  suffered  would  have 
been  averted.    The  city  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  was  an   un- 
healthy one.    Houses  were  crowded  to- 
gether i  ioores  of  families  lived  in  some 


tenements;  and  when  epidemics  broke 
out  they  spread  with  a  virulence  which 
happily  was  not  manifested  in  London. 
But  in  Glasgow,  during  the  last  11 
years,  although  there  was  an  epidemic 
which  extended  over  five  years,  and  al- 
though they  had  had  repeated  importa- 
tions of  the  disease  into  the  town,  the 
mortality  from  small-pox  had  not  been 
one-third  what  it  had  been  in  London 
during  the  same  period.  The  saving  of 
life  might  appear  trivial  to  some  Mem- 
bers, but  it  was  not  so  to  him.  In 
Glasgow  during  those  1 1  years  the  mor- 
tality was  1,590  persons  per  1,000,000, 
whilst  in  London  it  was  4,580  persons  per 
1,000,000  ;  or,  taking  the  inhabitants  of 
London  at  4,000,000,  the  avoidable  mor- 
tality in  London — mortality  from  small- 
pox—  in  excess  of  what  occurred  in 
Glasgow  was  close  upon  12,000.  That 
was  a  startling  fact,  and  it  showed  that 
they  ought  to  adopt  in  London  the  same 
systems  of  supervision  that  existed  in 
Glasgow.  This  was  what  was  done  in 
Glasgow.  He  knew  a  case  where  small- 
pox broke  out  in  a  tenement  consisting 
of  perhaps  60  or  70  families,  and  was 
only  discovered  on  the  death  of  one  per- 
son. The  medical  officer,  who  there 
was  entrusted  with  the  entire  control  of 
epidemics,  immediately  on  the  case  being 
reported  to  him,  instituted  a  floor  to 
floor  and  house  to  house  examination, 
and  he  discovered  that  24  oases  had 
arisen  from  the  one  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. The  staff  of  vaccinators  with 
which  the  medical  officer  of  health  was 
provided  attended  and  offered  to  all  the 
tenants  and  the  members  of  their 
families  the  safeguard  of  re-vaccination, 
and  in  the  result  200  to  300  persons 
were  re-vaccinated ;  and  owing  to  the 
steps  thus  taken,  whereas  24  cases  were 
infected  from  one  case,  not  a  single 
fatal  case  occurred.  Why  were  not 
similar  provisions  made  here  to  grapple 
with  epidemics  ?  Had  that  been  done, 
the  disease  would  never  have  spread  to 
the  alarming  extent  it  had.  It  was  no 
use  putting  out  placards  that  people 
coula  be  re- vaccinated  at  certain  places. 
The  people  would  not  come.  They  must 
go  to  tne  people.  Even  whwe  the 
people  were  disposed  to  come  to  the 
vaccinators,  there  was  such  difficulty  in 
getting  a  supply  of  lymph  that  it  had 
to  be  stopped.  As  in  Glasgow,  so 
in  London,  on  the  medical  officer  of 
health  should  devolve  the  whole  respon- 
sibility ;  but  he  should  be  supplied  witb 
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everything  in  the  way  of  remedy  and 
everything  in  the  way  of  assistance  that 
he  required.  Such,  however,  was  not 
the  case ;  the  trifling  expense  necessary 
for  ohtaining  a  due  supply  of  lymph 
was  not  incurred,  and  no  staff  of  re- 
vaccinators  was  provided.  If  this  wooden 
system  were  to  be  allowed  to  prevail, 
they  had  better  keep  in  the  Treasury 
the  £300,000  they  were  asked  to  vote, 
and  leave  it  to  private  energy  to  face  a 
danger  the  neccessary  exertion  for  which, 
he  believed,  would  have  been  put  forth 
by  the  Government  Department  if  it 
were  cattle  plague  that  had  to  be 
stamped  out. 

Me.  DODSON  said,  he  understood  the 
complaint  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Olas- 
gow  to  be  that  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board  had  not  put  in  force  the  extra- 
ordinary powers  for  dealing  with  for- 
midable diseases  vested  in  them  by  the 
Public  Health  Act.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
however,  it  was  not  that  Act,  but  the 
Prevention  of  Diseases  Act  that  applied 
to  the  Metropolis;  and  it  was  evident 
that  the  abnormal  powers  given  by  that 
Act  were  only  to  be  applied  in  a  case  of 
plague,  or  Asiatic  cholera,  or  some  un- 
usual and  terrible  visitation  with  which 
the  local  authorities  were  unable  to  cope. 
He  would  therefore  put  it  to  the  hon. 
Member  and  to  the  House  whether  in 
their  view  it  was  necessary,  in  the  face  of 
the  events  which  had  occurred,  to  exer- 
cise the  extraordinary  powers  which  were 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member?  As 
far  as  the  question  of  house-to-house 
visitation  was  concerned,  the  Guardians 
in  most  instances  had,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  made 
provision  for  the  purpose  by  appointing 
assistant  vaccination  officers,  and  the 
Vestries  and  District  Boards  had  each  of 
them  medical  officers,  whose  duty  it  was 
to  keep  them  informed  as  to  the  condition 
of  the  health  of  the  districts  in  which 
they  were  engaged.  As  regarded  medical 
attendance  for  the  poor,  it  was  well 
secured  through  the  agency  of  the  Boards 
of  Guardians,  while  the  affluent  classes 
of  course  provided  for  themselves.  As 
to  the  speedy  interment  of  the  dead,  not 
even  the  hon.  Member  would  contend 
that  any  occasion  had  arisen  for  the 
exercise  of  extraordinary  measures  for 
that  purpose.  On  the  contrary,  to  have 
put  forth  the  powers  to  which  he  had 
referred  would  have  caused  an  unneces- 
sary panic  in  the  Metropolis,  and  would 
have  been  tantamount  to  pzooUiming 
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martial  law  because  of  a  disturbance  in 
Hyde  Park.  He  could  not  admit  that 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  shown 
any  apathy  in  this  matter.  The  Metro- 
politan Asylums  Managers  had  responded 
most  readily  to  the  suggestions  of  the 
Local  Government  Board;  but  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Vestries  and  District 
Boards  had  done  very  little  to  provide 
hospital  accommodation,  as  they  were 
bound  to,  for  persons  not  paupers  who 
were  attacked  by  infectious  diseases. 
They  were  not,  however,  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
It  was  all  very  well  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  to  institute  comparisons 
between  the  city  which  he  represented 
and  the  Metropolis ;  but  he  seemed  to 
forget  that  in  the  Metropolis  there  were 
difficulties,  connected  with  its  size,  the 
fluctuation  of  population,  the  change  of 
lodgings  and  other  matters,  which  made 
it  much  more  difficult  than  in  Glasgow 
to  discover  or  to  follow  cases  in  which  the 
Vaccination  Act  might  be  evaded.  As 
he  had  said,  it  was  not  possible  for  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  act  directly ; 
they  only  acted  indirectly  through  the 
MetropoUtan  Asylums  Board  and  to  some 
extent  upon  other  local  bodies  in  the 
way  of  giving  advice  in  such  a  manner 
as  he  had  no  doubt  had  produced,  and 
would  continue  to  produce,  good  effects 
on  the  health  of  the  people.  Since  the 
Metropolitan  Asylums  Board  had  been 
estabhshed  much  had  been  done  to  pro- 
vide hospital  accommodation.  The  Board 
were  bound  to  provide  hospitals  for  the 
pauper  class  only ;  but  in  consequence  of 
the  general  neglect  of  the  Vestries  and 
District  Boards  to  do  their  part  and  pro- 
vide hospitals  for  the  non-pauper  dass, 
both  classes  had  in  the  recent  emergency 
resorted  to  the  Board's  hospitals.  Even 
as  it  was,  but  for  the  closing  of  Hamp- 
stead  Hospital,  which  had  proved  a  great 
misfortune,  the  Asylums  Board  would 
almost  have  provided  all  the  accom- 
modation that  was  necessary.  The 
Board  had,  including  Hampstead,  five 
permanent  hospitals  sufficient  together 
for  upwards  of  1,000  patients.  The 
closing  of  Hampstead  had  deprived  the 
Board  of  SOO  beds.  To  meet  the  diffi- 
culty thus  created  in  the  present  epi- 
demic, accommodation  had  been  pro- 
vided at  Darenth  for  600  convalescents, 
and  a  hospital  ship,  The  Atioi,  estab- 
lished, which  could  receive  from  150  to 
200  patients.  As  to  vaccination,  it  was 
not  the  duty,  nor  was  it  in  the  power  at 
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the  liooal  Ghnrernment  Board  to  sapply 
lymph  by  the  pint  or  the  quart  for  the 
vaooination  of  all  persons.    Parliament 
had  not  given  it  the  means  and  did  not 
intend  to  do  so.  The  yaodnations  which 
took  place  in  England  and  Wales  num- 
bered 750,000  a-year.    The  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  could  not  provide  lymph 
for   all  these.      As  it  was  it  provided 
lymph  stocks  to  about  10,000  medical 
appucants  in  the  year.     It  had  recently 
established  a  provision  of  animal  lympn 
for  the  benefit  of  such  applicants.    In 
the  endeavour  to  establish  hospitals  the 
Metropolitan  Asylums  Board  had  been 
neatly  hampered  by  the  objections  made 
by  the  inhabitants  of  the  districts  where 
it  was  proposed  they  should  be  situated. 
This  was  shown  by  what  had  occurred 
at  Hampstead,  at  Fulham,  and  at  Worm- 
wood Scrubbs.    He  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  present  epidemic 
was  not  nearly  so  severe  as  was  that  of 
1 871,  and  there  was  reason  to  hope  that 
it  would  not  be  as  severe  as  even  that  of 
six  or  seven  years  ago.    Nevertheless, 
he  could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
he  was  by  no  means  inclined  to  make 
light  of  the  matter,  and  was  desirous  of 
using  to  the  utmost  the  very  limited 
powers  that  had  been  intrusted  to  the 
liocal  Government  Board  to  deal  with 
the  matter.    He  trusted  that  the  expe- 
rience of  the  last  few  months  would  not 
be  ^together  thrown  away  either  upon 
his  Department  or  upon  the  Vestries 
and  local  authorities  upon  whom  so  much 
depended.     He  was  far  from  finding 
f^ult  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
for  having  broud^t  this  subject  under 
the  notice  of  the  House,  because  he  was 
aware  of  the  warm  interest  which  the 
hon.  Member  took  in  sanitary  matters ; 
and  he  trusted  that  the  effect  of  the  dis- 
cussion might  be  to  stimulate  the  local 
authorities  to  exertion  in  dealing  with 
these  outbreaks. 

Mr.  WAHTON  said,  he  must  express 
his  Ihanks  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Olasgow  for  having  brought  this  subject 
before  the  House ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  President  of  ike  Local  Government 
Board  was  rather  proud  of  the  letters 
that  prevented  him  from  doing  anything 
to  secure  the  health  of  the  people.  If 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  found  his  hands  tied,  why  did  not 
he  bring  in  some  Bill  to  release  them  ? 
He  was  glad,  however,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  so  much  wiser  this 
geasion  as  to  drop  the  Bill  he  had  last 


Session  threatened  the  country  with, 
which  would  have  spread  small-pox  by 
relieving  persons  from  penalties  for  not 
causing  their  children  to  be  vaccinated. 
Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

RUSSIA  IN  CENTRAL  ASIA. 
OBSEBVATIONS. 

Mr.  ASHMEAJ>-BARTLETT,  who 
was  precluded  by  the  Forms  of  the 
House  from  moving  the  following  Re- 
solution : — 

"  That  the  annexation  of  the  whole  country 
of  the  Akhal  Turcomans  by  Russia,  in  violation 
of  her  promises  to  this  Conntry,  has  been  en- 
couraged by  the  unfortunate  evacuation  of 
Candahar,  and  is  a  menace  to  the  security  of 
British  India ;  " 

said :  Iregret,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  itshould 
be  neoessary  to  discuss  so  important  a 

guestion  as  that  to  which  my  Motion  re- 
ites  at  a  period  very  late  in  the  Session, 
and  at  an  advanced  hour  of  the  evening. 
Hon.  Members  are  naturally  exhausted 
with  the  heavy  labours  of  a  prolonged 
Session ;  but  the  opportunities  open  to 
private  Members  have  been  so  very  rare 
that  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  postponing 
the  discussion,  on  the  remote  chance  of 
finding  a  more  favourable  day  before 
the  Vacation.  My  Notice  was  placed 
upon  the  Paper  before  recent  events  in 
Afghanistan  nad  made  the  subject  even 
more  important.  The  grave  crisis  which 
now  exists  in  that  country  makes  the 
question  peculiarly  apj^ropriate.  Can- 
dahar, the  great  position  which  those 
who  wished  weU  to  British  supremacy 
in  India  were  so  anxious  to  retain,  the 
scene  of  our  defeat  and  triumphs,  is 
now  in  the  power  of  a  bitter  enemy  of 
our  rule.  The  Prince  who  inflicted  the 
greatest  reverse  that  British  arms  have 
experienced  in  Asia  for  more  than  a 
generation,  is  now  supreme  in  Southern 
Afghanistan.  Ayoub  Khan,  who  de- 
feated General  Burrows,  and  was  in 
turn  overcome  by  Sir  Frederick  Roberts, 
has  recovered  from  his  reverse,  has 
utterly  vanquished  the  Army  of  our 
pensioner  and  protegi,  Abdurrahman, 
Ameer  of  Kabul,  and  is  now  master  of 
Candahar.  The  £400,000  of  treasure, 
the  rifles  and  the  cannons  which  our 
Armies  captured,  and  which  were  handed 
over  with  such  foolish  precipitation  to 
an  untried  and  incompetent  candidate 
for  the  A%han  Throne,  have  now  be- 
come the  spoil  of  his  rival  and  our 


L^iyii,i,^t;u  uy 


gle 


411 


Eu9$ia  in 


I  COMMONS) 


Central  Aauh 


412 


enemy.  By  a  striking  coincidence,  the 
defeat  of  Abdurraliman  took  place  on 
tlie  very  day  on  which,  12  months  ago, 
Ayoub  inflicted  the  crushing  disaster  of 
Maiwand  upon  a  British  force.  Such  a 
triumph  must  have  an  injurious  effect 
upon  the  prestige  of  England,  not  only 
throughout  Afghanistan  and  Central 
Asia,  but  too  probably  in  Hindostan  as 
well.  A  state  of  civil  war  and  anarchy, 
which  is  the  fertile  soil  for  Bussian  in- 
trigue, has  been  created  in  Afghanistan. 
The  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  must  now  remember, 
with  painful  vividness,  many  of  the  ar- 

guments  and  prophecies  which  were  ad- 
ressed  to  the  Government  from  Mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition,  with  regard  to 
the  abandonment  of  Candahar.  I  do 
not  propose  to  reiterate  those  arguments 
now  beyond  the  briefest  recapitidation. 
On  four  principal  grounds  the  retention 
of  Candahar  was  urged  upon  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  It  was  pointed  out 
that  its  strategic  position,  as  a  g^eat 
military  stronghold,  was  of  immense 
value  for  the  security  of  British  India. 
That  value  has  been  testified  to  by  the 
authority  of  every  soldierof  any  eminence, 
with  one  single  exception,  both  in  India 
and  Europe.  Candahar  is  on  the  high 
road  by  which  every  great  conqueror  of 
the  past  has  advanced  to  the  subju- 
gation of  Hindostan.  By  a  trifling  ex- 
penditure of  money,  and  with  a  garri- 
son of  some  10,000  or  12,000  men,  it 
might  have  been  made  an  impregnable 
bulwark  of  the  Empire.  As  a  great 
centre  of  commerce,  Candahar  is  equally 
important.  It  has  always  been  the 
chief  mart  of  Afghanistan  and  Central 
Asia.  Under  our  beneficent  rule  there, 
its  trade  had  already  doubled.  If  the 
railway,  which  Lord  Beaconsfield,  with 
such  brilliant  foresight,  planned  and 
begun,  had  been  completed,  Candahar 
might,  in  a  few  years,  have  become  one 
of  the  greatest  emporiums  of  the  world. 
The  manufactures  of  Lancashire  and 
Yorkshire  could  have  been  carried,  in 
four  weeks,  into  the  heart  of  Afghanis- 
tan. Vast  regions  now  closed  to  British 
commerce,  and  about  to  fall  under  the 
influence  of  Russia,  would  have  been 
opened  to  our  stagnating  manufactures, 
which  would  have  been  then  diffused 
throughout  Afghanistan,  Northern  Per- 
sia, the  country  of  the  Turcomans,  and 
even  remoter  territories.  The  interest 
of  the  population  itself  of  Candahar 
was  a  most  forcible  argument  in  favour 
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of  OUT  retention  of  that  dty.  None  (^ 
the  pretences  under  whioh  it  was  aban- 
doned are  falser  than  the  speciouB  state- 
mente  that  the  people  wished  us  to  go- 
The  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  Can- 
dahar wished  us  to  remain.  They  greatlv 
flourished  under  the  reign  of  impartial 
law  and  peace,  which,  for  the  first  time 
for  many  years,  they  enjoyed  under 
British  ascendancy.  Their  trade  doubled. 
They  bitterly  dislike  the  Afghan  tyrrany 
under  which  they  have  suffered  nothing 
but  extortion,  oppression,  and  suffering. 
Three -fourths  of  the  people  of  Candahar 
are  not  Afghans  at  all.  They  are  Per* 
sians  and  Hazerehs,  who  are  by  nature 
and  habit  industrious  and  peaceftil,  and 
who  hate  the  rule  of  the  licentious  Af* 
ghan.  It  is  equally  incorrect  to  state, 
as  the  noble  Marquess  has  done,  that 
the  Candaharis  showed  their  hostility  to 
British  rule  by  falling  upon  the  remnant 
of  General  Burrows'  Army  as  it  fled 
from  the  battle-field.  Had  any  such 
general  hostility  been  displayed,  not  a 
man  could  have  escaped.  In  a  few  vil- 
lages only,  and  these  Alizai  and  Pathan, 
our  soldiers  were  attacked.  The  best 
disproof  of  the  statement  consists  in 
the  fact  that  the  inhabitants  of  Canda- 
har remained  perfectly  quiet  and  \ofpl 
during  the  trying  siege  when  oor 
very  scanty  garrison  was  surrounded  bj 
Ayoub  Khan's  numerous  host.  It  wts 
not  for  the  interest  of  the  people  of 
Candahar,  but  against  their  interest 
and  to  their  g^ave  injury,  that  we  absa- 
doned  Candahar.  To  whom  did  the 
British  Gt)vemment  give  up  that  popu- 
lous and  flourishing  city  ?  The  Governor, 
I  whom  the  Ameer,  our  prot&ffi,  had 
I  sent  to  succeed  us,  was  described  by  the 
I  able  correspondent  of  Th$  TSfMi,  thea 
with  General  Hume,  ''as  a  loutish-look- 
ing youth  of  19,  with  manners  worse 
'  than  that  of  the  average  Afghan  noble." 
It  was  to  this  ''loutish-lookinff  youth'* 
•  and  his  tender  mercies  that  we  people 
,  of  Candahar  were  given  over  by  a  Qo- 
I  vernment  that  professed  to  oonscdt  their 
interest.  Now,  the  same  unfortunate 
people  are  exposed  to  the  resentment  of 
the  new  victor,  and  the  House  may 
easily  picture  the  fate  of  those  who  are 
I  obnoxious  to  Ayoub,  because  they  hate 
I  been  partizans  either  of  England  or  of  Ab- 
durrahman. Well,  8ir,  there  is  a  tooA 
ground,  on  which  those  who  wish  well  to 
the  power  and  repute  of  QreBi  Britaiif 
opposed  the  policy  of  surrender.  I  do  not 
I  expect  this  reason  to  eaziy  muofa  weigU 
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with  hon.  Members  opposite,  who  seem 
as  indifferent  to  the  honour  as  they  are  to 
the  material  interests  of  their  oonntry. 
The  word  of  England — that  word  hitherto 
inyidiate — had  been  pledged  to  the  people 
of  Candahar,  that  "they  should  not 
affun  fiall  under  the  rule  of  Cabul." 
These  were  the  words  in  which  Sir 
Donald  Stewart,  as  Governor  and  as 
Oeneraly  representing  the  British  Oo- 
▼emment,  addressed  mose  people.  That 
promise  was  in  12  months  fulfilled  by 
their  tranrfer,  their  unwilling  transfer, 
to  the  considerate  autocracy  of  a  "  lout- 
iA  youth  of  19,"  the  Agent  of  the  Ameer 
of  Cabul.  Sir,  when  I  speak  of  this 
hnmiliating  transaction,  I  cannot  help 
recalling  a  similar  episode,  associated 
with  others  even  more  disgraceful,  in 
the  recent  history  of  another  portion  of 
the  British  Empire.  Bir  Qamet  Wol- 
seley,  also  as  Governor  and  Oeneral, 
assiued  the  loyal  Colonists  and  Natives 
of  the  Transvaal  that— [  Cries  of  '*  Ques- 
tion !  "J  I  have  no  doubt  those  home 
tmths  are  extremely  unpalatable  to 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway.  I 
am  entitled  to  illustrate  my  argument 
by  a  reference  to  a  parallel  case,  and  I 
fio  not  intend  to  be  disconcerted  by  the 
intemiptions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Soarborongh  (Mr.  Gaine).  Sir  Garnet 
WblMley  said  that  ''  the  rivers  should 
flow  baelE  in  their  courses,  that  the  sun 
should  rise  in  the  West,"  before  the 
Transvaal  should  be  again  eiven  up 
to  the  Boers.  Both  these  solemn  as- 
soranoea  have  been  falsified  by  the 
action  of  the  present  Ministry.  It  is 
sn  evil  practice  which  they  are  intro- 
duoing;  a  practice  which  destroys  all 
confidence  among  the  nations  in  the 
honoured  word  of  England.  Sir,  I 
tmst  that  I  have  been  able  to  show 
that  the  abandonment  of  Gandahar  was 
most  unfortunate  and  ill-timed,  and  that 
it  benefited  no  one.  Neither  the  power, 
die  infinence  and  commerce  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, nor  the  interests  of  the  people  of 
Sonthem  Afghanistan,  nor  the  safety  of 
Hindostan,  were  secured  by  our  retreat. 
^thin  a  few  months  of  the  day  on 
which  the  last  British  soldier  filed  out 
from  the  ramparts  of  that  splendid  posi- 
tion, onr  enemy  is  within  its  walls ;  and 
Bnssia,  has,  in  breach  of  her  engage- 
Bents,  annexed  a  splendid  people  and 
s  fertile  territory,  which  brings  her 
armies  400  miles  nearer  our  Northern 
Indian  Frontier;  and  dose  to  the  borders 


of  Afghanistan.  That  country  is  the 
key  of  Hindostan.  Nadir  Shah,  the 
great  Persian  conqueror,  said  that  ''  the 
power  which  holds  Gandahar  holds 
India."  All  the  great  authorities  are 
agreed,  whatever  was  their  side  in  Eng- 
lish politics,  that  all  Bussian  influence 
must  be  excluded  from  Afghanistan. 
Even  Lord  Lawrence,  the  great  stand- 
by of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  had  said  that  if  Bussia  moved 
with  regard  to  Afghanistan  **  we  must 
wage  war  with  her  in  every  quarter 
of  the  globe."  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  strongly 
affirmed  this  principle  in  his  recent 
speech  during  the  Candahar  debate. 
Afghanistan  could  not  stand  by  itself. 
It  must  fall  under  either  British  or 
Bussian  influence.  If  we  deliberately 
abnegate  our  interests  and  duties  in  that 
country,  Eussia  will  quickly  and  gladly 
occupy  our  position,  and  we  can  hardly 
blame  her  for  doing  so.  Every  event 
of  recent  Afghan  history  proves  this. 
When  Shore  Ali  had  been  satisfied  that 
the  Ministry  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone)  were,  in  1873,  too 
short-sighted  or  too  timid  to  give  him 
tho  alliance  he  oflered  and  prayed  for. 
Shore  Ali  at  once  threw  himself  into  the 
arms  of  Kussia.  There  is  no  unity  or 
homogeneity  about  Afghanistan.  It  is 
not  united,  and  hardly  ever  has  been 
united.  For  a  short  time,  under  Dost 
Mahomet  and  Shero  Ali,  but  only  after 
bloody  and  exhausting  civil  wars,  has 
Afghanistan  been  united.  The  inhabi- 
tants are  made  up  of  diflerent  races, 
with  no  bond  of  union,  who  are  alien  in 
religion  and  hostile  in  feeling  to  each 
other.  The  military  strength  of  even  an 
united  Afghanistan  is  contemptible.  Wo 
have  never  found  any  difficulty  in  con- 
quering it;  nor  should  we  have  had 
much  trouble  in  holding  it,  provided 
we  had  possessed  the  courage  to  have 
a  distinct  and  consistent  policy,  and  to 
stand  to  it.  A  large  party  could  soon 
be  formed  favourable  to  our  rule,  and 
the  whole  country  would  settle  down  as 
quietly  as  the  Punjaub  did  in  1847. 
There  are  already  700,000  Afghans  sub- 
ject to  British  rule  in  that  province. 
Bussia  can  easily  conquer  and  hold  Af- 
ghanistan. What,  then,  are  the  dangers 
from  a  Eussian  advance  ?  However 
much  the  apprehensions  and  warnings 
of  those  who  have  often  been  styled 
alarmists  and  Eusso-phobists  may  have 
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been  ridiculed,  no  one  who  contemplates 
the  patent  facts  of  Russia's  recent  pro- 
gress in  Asia  can  any  longer  be  indif- 
ferent to  her  advance.  I  will  not  weary 
the  House  with  the  details  of  Bussian 
conquest  in  Asia.  Suffice  it  to  say  that 
since  1862  she  has  moved  forwards  over 
1,000  miles  in  the  direction  of  British 
India.  Her  armies  have  traversed  vast 
regions,  great  rivers,  sterile  deserts; 
have  overcome  savage  and  warlike  races; 
have  conquered  g^eat  and  populous  cities, 
and  acquired  fresh  bases  for  their  opera- 
tions within  striking  distance  of  Afghan- 
istan, if  not  of  India  itself.  In  two 
directions  her  outposts  are  now  barely 
600  miles  from  our  North-Westem 
Frontier.  The  great  Khanates  of  Cen- 
tral Asia  have  been  conquered  and  an- 
nexed ;  and  in  the  cities  of  Tashkend, 
Bokhara,  and  Samarcand,  General 
Kauifman  presides  over  an  immense 
Yice-Eoyalty,  bounded  by  the  Oxus.  On 
the  more  menacing  side  of  the  Caspian, 
General  Skobeleff  has  recently  made  a 

Erodigious  advance,  which  has  brought 
im  close  ot  Herat,  and  made  Bussia 
master  of  the  richest  portion  of  the 
Turcoman  country,  and  of  Northern 
Persia.  It  will  be  a  terrible  mistake, 
one  fraught  with  the  most  disastrous 
consequences,  if  Parliament  shows  itself 
indifferent  to^his  menacing  proximity. 
Do  hon.  Members  really  ridicule  the 
danger  of  a  Bussian  invasion  of  India  ? 
Do  they  still  assert  that  she  has  no  in- 
tention nor  wish  to  acquire  that  splendid 
Dependency  for  herself?  On  what 
grounds  do  they  base  their  foolish  con- 
fidence ?  What  is  there  in  the  history 
of  Bussia  to  justify  it?  Has  not  her 
whole  career  been  one  of  continuous 
aggression  and  conquest?  Which  of 
her  neighbours  have  escaped  her  tena- 
cious and  devastating  onslaught  ?  Bace 
after  race,  country  after  country  has 
succumbed  to  the  insatiable  greed  of 
the  Bussian  power  for  fresh  temtory. 
What  is  there  in  the  special  case  of 
India  to  justify  such  confidence  ?  I  ask 
hon.  Members  to  consider  the  bare  facts 
of  the  Bussian  advance  in  Asia,  and  ask 
themselves,  dispassionately,  for  what 
object  she  can  have  incurred  the  vast 
sacrifices  she  has  cheerfully  undergone 
to  extend  her  power,  and  always  in  the 
same  direction  —  towards  Hindostan? 
Why  has  she  expended  so  much  blood 
and  treasure,  so  much  labour  and  time 
in    the    conquest    of    wild    countries 
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and  of  brave  and  barbarous  peoples? 
There  can  be  but  one  reply.  Her 
toil  and  expenditure  have  Doen  de- 
voted to  one  great  object  quite  worthy 
of  such  efforts  and  offering  an  ample 
reward.  The  prize  sought  for  is  tiie 
fabled  wealth  of  Hindostan.  India,  the 
Eldorado  of  all  great  conquerors,  from 
Alexander  I.  down  to  our  own  time,  is 
the  reward  that  Bussia  has  in  view.  It 
may  be  that  experience  has  taught  us 
that  India  is  not  so  rich  as  we'onoe 
imagined.  Yet  there  is  a  vast  amount 
of  realized  treasure  in  that  country,  of 
coin,  of  precious  stones,  of  ornamental 
wealth,  which  are  most  attractive  to  an 
avaricious  bureaucracy,  civil  and  mili- 
tary, such  as  that  which  has  control  of 
the  Bussian  Power.  They  are  troubled 
with  no  scruples.  It  is  not  the  good 
of  the  conquered  people  they  seek. 
There  are  no  sentimental  humanitarians 
to  press  the  claims,  just  or  unfoimded, 
of  the  subject  population  upon  the 
conscience  of  the  Kussian  public  at 
home.  The  Bussians  desire  to  conquer 
countries  in  order  to  exploit  them.  The 
Natives  of  India  would  soon  enough 
discover  the  contrast  between  our  bene- 
ficent supremacy  and  the  remorseless 
tyranny  of  St.  Petersburg.  Bussian 
nile  has  been  a  curse  and  not  a  blessing 
to  every  people  that  has  fallen  under  its 
crushing  power.  But,  Sir,  do  facts  in 
any  way  show  that  Bussia  has  no  inten- 
tion of  invading  India?  I  have  good 
evidence  to  the  contrary.  Scores  of 
Bussian  officers  have  in  my  presence 
avowed  their  hope  of  sharing  some  day 
in  the  attack  upon  that  coveted  Depen- 
dency. Bussians  are  extremely  frank 
in  their  admissions  upon  these  subjects 
— I  mean  the  ordinary  Bussian  officer 
or  civilian,  not,  of  course,  the  profes- 
sional diplomatist  or  politician.  General 
Skobeleff  himself,  the  ablest  of  Bussian 
commanders,  has  repeatedly  stated  that 
he  hoped  himself  to  lead  the  Bussian 
Army  that  should  march  to  the  conquest 
of  India.  The  Grand  Duke  Nicholas 
the  younger,  in  a  book  recently  pub- 
lished, speaks  of  a  pass  in  Central  Asia 
which  he  was  then  exploring  as  on  the 
route  that  he  expected  to  traverse  with 
an  army  of  invasion.  India,  I  affirm,  is 
the  goal,  the  ultimate  end,  not  only  of 
all  Bussian  progress  in  Central  A^sia, 
but  of  the  military  aspirations  of  the 

rt  bulk  of  the  Bussian  Army.    Now, 
this  being  the  case,  I  should  Uke 
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to  aak  hon.  Members  opposite  if  thej 
hare  any  idea  what  that  i^my  is?  Au- 
thorities of  gpreat  weight  say  that  in  a 
few  Team  it  will  number  over  8,000,000 
of  fighting  men.  l^LaughUrJ]  Mr. 
Speaker,  these  are  not  my  figures,  ^ey 
are  the  official  estimates  of  the  Eussian 
War  Office  as  to  the  results  of  its  new 
scheme  of  Army  Be-organization.  They 
are  confirmed  by  the  evidence  of  a  gen- 
tleman of  intimate  acquaintance  with 
Bossia,  the  only  European  who  took 
part  in  General  Skobelefir  s  recent  Turco- 
man campaign.  I  should  like  to  read 
what  this  gentleman,  the  Correspondent 
of  1%$  Repuhlique  FranqaUe^  the  leadiog 
journal  of  France,  M.  Gambetta's  organ, 
says  of  the  Russian  Army — 

'*  The  Riuaiiia  Armv  within  Beven  yean  will 
number  an  effective  of  8,000,000  of  men.  You 
cannot  imagine  the  ardour  which  excites  all 
theie  young  men,  soldiers  to  the  tips  of  their 
fingernaila,  only  demanding  a  campaign — con- 
tent, satisfied,  proud,  when  they  gam  the  Cross 
of  SL  G^rge,  or  when  in  the  midst  of  flashing 
lahrea  they  can  die  gloriously.  You  cannot 
oompare  these  men  with  any  other  European 
Army.  To  them  war  is  a  game,  a  pleasure,  a 
leoompense.  '  Hurrah !  the  Tekkes ! '  they 
cried,  when  thejr  were  on  the  march  to  Central 
Alia,  ready  to  die  rather  than  to  retreat  (he  saw 
two  whole  companies  slaughtered,  not  one  hav- 
ing tried  to  fly).  Yon  must  sec  them,  you  must 
hear  them,  you  must  live  in  their  midst  to  un- 
dentand  them.  War  is  a  perpetual  song ;  it  is 
their  ardent  ixrenatihle  desire  to  hurl  themselves 
into  the  melee." 

Now,  Sir,  it  does  not  matter  very  much 
for  my  argument  whether  the  Kussian 
Forces  are  8,000,000,  or  4,000,000,  or 
2,000,000  strong;  the  smallest  number 
vould,  I  imagine,  be  a  most  awkward 
probkon  for  our  scanty  Army  to  cope 
with.  India  has  been  often  conquered 
by  invaders  who  followed  the  very  route 
liy  which  the  Russians  are  now  so  rapidly 
nreasing.  To  take  one  instance  only, 
Nadir  Shah,  in  the  middle  of  the  last 
csntnry,  marched  with  80,000  men  from 
Isheran  to  Candahar,  from  Candahar 
to  Delhi,  the  capital  of  Hindostan.  lie 
took  and  sacked  the  Imperial  city,  and 
dien  marched  to  Bokhara,  North  of  the 
Oxns,  by  way  of  Herat  and  Bolkh. 
Nadir  Sludi  thus  traversed  the  two  great 
pathways  by  which  the  Bussiaus  are 
now  converging  upon  India.  How,  then, 
does  the  Partv  which  advocates  indiffor- 
sooe  and  neglect  propose  to  meet  an  in- 
vasion when  it  comes  ?  Do  they  think 
that  Bnssian  bayonets  can  be  met  by 
aaytlung  except  armed  men  ?  Do  they 
Amk  that  they  can  repel  the  onslaught 
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of  the  men  who  took  Plevna  by  laughing 
at  them?  Or  do  they  propose  to  en- 
trench themselves  behind  their  money- 
bags— and  even  these  are  shrinking — 
and  expect  the  Bussians  to  retire  over- 
whelmed from  the  contest?  Is  it  by 
their  superior  ''moral  sense?"  Is  it 
by  their  self-satisfied  consciousness  of 
superior  philanthropy  ?    Is  it  by  their 

Eacific  intentions  that  thev  hope  to  drive 
ack  the  Cossack  and  the  Circassian? 
I  know,  Sir,  it  has  been  the  fashion  to 
allay  alarms  by  assumiog  that  Kussia 
has  not  the  money,  nor  the  resources 
wherewith  to  invade  India.  Let  not 
hon.  Members  lay  that  flattering  unction 
to  their  souls.  There  cannot  be  a  greater 
mistake.  No  country  that  has  the  men, 
and  the  spirit,  the  courage,  enterprize, 
and  desire  to  undertake  a  great  war  is 
ever  kept  back  for  want  of  money.  Lord 
Derby,  m  this  respect,  made  a  predic- 
tion as  mistaken  as  most  of  his  political 
conclusions.  He  publicly  stated,  early 
in  1877,  that  Eussia  could  not  possibly 
attack  Turkey  because  her  finances  were 
in  such  a  bad  condition.  Well,  Sir, 
Kussia  did  attack  Turkey  within  a  few 
weeks  of  that  prophecy.  She  waged  a 
tremendous  and  exhaustiog  war  with 
her  valiant  enemy  and  was  victorious. 
I  doubt  if  the  credit  of  Bussia  stands 
much,  if  any,  lower  now  than  it  did  bo- 
fore  that  struggle  of  1877.  Bussia  has 
an  unlimited  supply  of  good  fighting 
men;  nor  will  she  want  for  money. 
Iron  has  always  conquered  gold.  It 
always  will  conquer  gold  unless  the 
gold  is  defended  by  strong  arms  and 
courageous  hearts.  You  can  only  repel 
a  Bussian  invasion  by  being  prepared 
and  resolute.  It  is  the  strong  man 
armed  that  keeps  his  house  in  safety, 
and  not  those  who  wait  until  the  danger 
is  upon  them  in  an  overwhelming  tor- 
rent, before  they  begin  to  take  necessary 
precautions.  It  would  bo  a  fatal  blunder 
to  meet  the  Bussian  attack  on  the  Indus — 
that  is,  on  the  plains  of  Hindostan.  For 
if  Bussian  Armies  were  in  possession  of 
Afghanistan,  the  key  of  India,  if  behind 
"  that  voil^of  mountains  "  Bussia  could 
mature  her  plans  of  invasion  at  leisure 
and  in  secrecy,  it  would  be  open  to  her 
to  select  her  own  time  for  pouring  her 
armies  by  different  outlets  upon  your 
immense  and  ill-defended  Frontier.  A 
single  battle  there  would  settle,  as  it  has 
often  settled  before,  the  fate  of  India.  It 
is  an  axiom  of  good  generalship  to  keep 
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your  enemy  as  far  as  possible  away  from 
your  central  resources — from  the  heart 
and  strength  of  your  power.  Once  let  him 
penetrate  within  your  inner  lines,  and  im- 
mediate collapse  may  follow  from  a  vital 
blow.  This  was  the  case  with  France 
in  1870.  So  soon  as  the  Germans  pene- 
trated her  Frontier  line  of  fortresses 
around  Metz,  all  resistance  was  inefifeo- 
tual.  War  should  be,  if  possible,  con- 
ducted in  your  enemy's  country  rather 
than  in  your  own.  It  spares  your  own 
people  great  ravafi^es  and  suffering.  If 
you  had  such  a  splendid  position  as  Oan- 
dahar,  you  would  paralyze  any  attempt 
to  attack  you  by  any  other  route.  You 
could  then  await  your  enemy  with  con- 
fidence in  a  fortress  of  great  strong^, 
abounding  in  every  kind  of  natural  re- 
source. With  the  railway  to  Oandahar, 
British  troops  could  be  placed  within  its 
ramparts  within  four  weeks  of  their 
leaving  your  shores.  Not  a  man  or  gun 
need  be  moved  from  Hindostan  itself. 
Allthe  garrisons  of  that  country  could 
be  retained  to  meet  the  emergency  of 
internal  trouble.  It  is  by  no  means  im- 
probable that  if  you  waited  to  meet  the 
Kussians  on  the  Indus,  the  most  serious 
difficulty  you  would  have  to  deal  with 
would  not  be  their  bayonets  in  your 
front,  but  an  alarmed  and  discontented 
population  in  your  rear.  Well  and 
nonourably  as  India  is  governed,  it 
would  be  folly  to  shut  our  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  there  are  large  sections  of  the 
population  jealous  of  our  rule.  There 
are  fanatical  feelings  towards  the  alien 
race,  and  ambitious  Princes  jealous  of 
our  ascendancy.  There  are  proud  races 
discontented  at  having  their  right  of 
tyranny  over  their  less  warlike  neigh- 
bours taken  from  them  by  the  equity  of 
British  rule.  There  are  Princes  whose 
right  to  make  war,  to  plunder  and  annex, 
has  been  curtailed  since  they  were  com- 

Eelled  to  bow  before  the  flag  of  £ng- 
ind.  How  artfuUv,  and  with  what 
success  Eussia  would  work  upon  the 
jealousy,  ambition,  and  smouldering  dis- 
content of  the  Natives  of  India,  those 
who  know  her  history  will  be  at  no  loss 
to  realise.  Bussia  would  choose  her  own 
time  for  her  great  and  final  blow.  It 
might  well  be  such  a  one  as  the  present, 
when  our  scanty  Army  has  its  hands  full 
with  a  revolt  in  a  distant  Oolony  and  with 
revolution  and  anarchy  at  home.  Meet 
her  onslaught  at  Candahar,  and  even  if 
the  most  improbable  contingency  of  your  I 
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being  driven  out  of  that  fortreasoooorred, 
there  are  dozens  of  positions  among  the 
defiles  between  Candahar  and  India  which 
a  few  men  can  make  good  against  an 
army.  Sir,  there  are  two  facts  in  con- 
nection with  the  Russian  system  of  con- 
quest which  deserve  special  notice.  They 
constitute  the  great  difference  between 
her  conquests  and  those  of  England. 
Every  race,  every  district  which  Bussia 
acquires  is  immediately  subjected  to  a 
rigid  conscription.  Her  fighting  mate- 
rial is  thus  constantly  increased.  Each 
fresh  acquisition  is  thus  made  a  stepping- 
stone  for  a  further  conquest.  In  the  late 
Busso-Turkish  War,  it  was  her  auxiliary 
and  subject  races  that  bore  the  brunt,  at 
least  of  the  earlier  stages  of  the  contest. 
It  was  after  the  Poles,  the  Finns,  and 
the  Cossacks  had  been  decimated  that 
the  Imperial  Guard  was  brought  up  to 
finish  the  war.  In  Asia  Minor  it  was 
the  Grenadiers  of  the  Caucasus  that 
stormed  Kars,  and  Georgian  and  Cir- 
cassian regiments  that  did  most  of  the 
fighting.  In  a  few  years  the  most  deter- 
mined of  Bussia's  opponents  will  learn 
to  fight  under  her  banners.  Those  same 
Dagnestani  mountaineers,  who,  under 
Schamyi,  waged  a  struggle  to  the  death 
for  12  years  before  they  succumbed,  are 
now  her  choicest  troops.  It  is  with  them 
that  Skobeleff  has  just  annihilated  tiie 
Turcomans  of  Akhal.  Therefore,  it  is  of 
serious  moment  to  us  whenever  Bussia 
adds  fresh  strength  to  her  already  enor- 
mous forces.  She  is  conquering  the 
finest  raoes|of  Asia.  Withour  scanty  Army 
and  declining  military  spirit  this  cannot 
be  a  matter  of  indifference  to  us.  It  has 
been  said  that  these  conquests  weaken 
the  Bussian  power.  It  may  be  true  that 
her  internal  condition,  honeycombed  as 
it  is  with  revolution  and  discontent,  is 
very  bad;  but  her  military  strength  is 
not  less — ^it  is  considerably  greater  than 
it  has  ever  been  before.  The  second 
point  is  the  system  of  colonization  that 
Bussia  adopts  with  regard  to  evexy  new 
and  unsettled  country.  Colonies  of  Native 
BuBsians  or  Cossacks  are  planted  among 
the  conquered  population.  These  live 
side  by  side  with  them,  and  hold  their 
land  on  tenure  of  militanr  service,  like 
the  old  Boman  Border  Colonists,  from 
whose  tenure  originated  the  feudal  sys- 
tem. Thev  are  thus  able  and  ready  to 
suppress  the  first  beginning  of  revolt. 
In  tne  Caucasus  these  MUituy  Colonies 
are  frequent.    Some  of  the  OaewanaA 
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noimtaaiieen  haye  aotoally  been  trans- 
ported 1,000  miles  from  their  homes 
to  make  room  for  their  oppressors.  So 
now  the  recently  snbjugated  country  of 
the  Turcomans  is  being  effectually  colo- 
nised with  Cossack  settlements.  Now, 
8ir»  I  come  to  the  latest  advance  of 
Bnsaia  towards  India,  and  the  most 
serious  of  aU.  In  my  humble  judgment, 
the  fall  of  Qteok.  Tep6  was  the  gravest 
event  for  British  interests  that  has  taken 
vlaoe  in  Asia  since  the  Indian  Mutiny. 
ttuBBia  has  at  one  stroke  advanced  her 
outposts  nearly  400  nules  nearer  to  our 
Empire  in  EUndostan ;  she  has  subdued 
a  gallant  people,  and  acquired  a  very 
ri<£  and  valuaDle  territory.  Before  con- 
sidering the  annexation  of  the  Turcoman 
country  fiirther,  I  wish  to  brin^  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  the  hornble,  the 
•trooioua  cruelty  with  which  this  last 
eonquest,  like  so  many  others,  has  been 
effected.  TheconductofQeneralSkobeleff 
doeely  resembles  that  of  his  predecessor, 
Genoral  Lomakin,  in  the  expedition  of 
1879.  Within  the  badly-constructed  clay 
walls  of  the  great  wnU  or  village  of 
Oeok  Tep6  were  collected  most  of  the 
funilies,  as  well  as  the  fighting-men,  of 
the  Akhal  Turcomans.  Upon  this  vast 
assemblage  of  some  50,000  souls,  men, 
women,  and  children,  the  Hussian  Gene- 
ral rained  continuously  for  three  weeks, 
heavy  shot,  mitraille,  and  bullets.  He 
surrounded  the  encampment  with  bis 
'  Chvidzy  and  Artillery  (70  cannon),  and 
prevented  any  attempt  at  escape  on  the 

Si  of  Uiese  wretched  beings.  When 
k  Tep6  was  taken  by  assault,  aided 
by  dynamite  mines,  (General  Skobeleff, 
in  his  official  Beport,  states  that  4,000 
unbuxied  bodies  were  found  within  the 
valla.  The  number  of  Turcomans  who 
perished  in  their  most  gallant  defence 
IS  estimated,  at  the  very  least,  at  12,000 
persona.  So  much  for  the  humanity  of 
a  Bnaaian  General  who  bombards  an  in- 
habited encampment  even  of  Turcomans, 
and  refuses  to  allow  the  women  and 
diildren  to  escape.  But  what  followed  ? 
I  will  describe  it  in  the  words  of  Gene- 
ral Skobeleff  himself.  When  the  sur- 
vxfors,  abandoning  the  struggle,  fled  from 
this  acene  of  death,  he  let  loose  upon 
them  hia  Cavalry  and  Horse  Artillery. 

"For  17  versts  our  soldiers  pursued  and 
riug^btered  the  fugitives ;  8,000  of  both  sexes 
wan  hacked  to  pieces  by  our  pursuing  troops." 

Waa  a  more  fearful,  more  heartrending 
)  9fet  pictured  by  the  imagination  ? 


These  wretched  people,  encumbered  with 
their  families,  fled  across  the  level  plain 
without  protection  or  shelter.  Grape 
shot  and  rifle  bullets  were  poured  through 
their  dense  masses,  while  the  sabres  and 
lances  of  the  Cavalry  did  their  work  upon 
the  defenceless  fugitives,  and  the  bayo- 
nets of  the  Infantry  despatched  the 
wounded  and  exhausted  who  could  no 
longer  fly.  Let  me  briefly  quote  the 
account  of  what  General  Lomakin  did 
in  1879.  General  Lomakin  wrote  as 
follows  in  his  official  Beport  to  the 
Bussian  Government : — 

**  During  six  hours  our  12  cannon  kept  up 
a  continued  fire  on  the  fortified  village  settle* 
ment,  where  were  collected  nearly  all  the  popu- 
lation of  Akhal,  including  women  and  children, 
more  than  20,000  persons.  The  efifect  of  our 
artillery  was  terrible.  The  Turcoman  prisoners 
say  that  several  thousands  of  their  people  were 
killed." 

The  Correspondent  of  27ie  Oolos,  the 
principal  Bussian  newspaper,  thus  de- 
scribes the  scene — 

''At  4  o'clock  the  women  and  children 
streamed  out  of  the  aoul  by  two  roads  with  pack- 
camels,  in  the  hope  of  passing  through  and 
escaping.  Picturesque  was  the  sight.  The  long 
line  of  pack-camels,  surrounded  by  women  clad 
in  variegated  garments,  and  half -naked  children 
with  cries  and  noise  and  tears,  winding  in  the 
direction  of  the  mountains.  To  the  feet  of  our 
troopers  the  beautiful,  swarthy  Tokke  women 
on  their  knees,  threw  themselves,  holding^  forth 
in  their  hands  sucking  babes,  and  imploring  in 
an  unknown  tongue  to  have  mercy  on  them.  All 
of  them  by  command  of  the  Chief  of  the  Stuff 
were  turned  back  to  the  aoul.  Affecting  were 
these  scenes;  but  war  will  always  remain  war." 

[Mr.  Cainb:  Hear,  hear!]  The  hon. 
Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Oaino) 
cheers  the  last  sentence.  Such  barbarity 
is  not  war.  It  may  be  the  warfare  of 
an  Attila  or  Zenghis  Khan.  It  is  not 
the  warfare  of  modern  times  or  of 
civilized  nations.  If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Scarborough  thinks  that  it  is,  let  me 
recommend  him  to  re-read  his  history. 
Such  atrocious  deeds  are  a  disgrace,  an 
ineffaceable  disgrace,  not  only  to  the 
cruel  generals  and  soldiers  who  perpe- 
trate them,  but  to  the  Government  and 
Monarch  imder  whose  rule  they  are  per- 
mitted and  encouraged ;  aye,  and  to 
civilization  itself.  For  it  is  under  tho 
pretence  of  civilization  that  such  foul 
barbarity  has  too  often  of  late  been 
committed.  I  trust.  Sir,  we  shall  hear 
no  more  of  the  civilizing  mission  of 
Russia,  even  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself,  who  has  been  so  often 
her  apologist.     [Mr.  Gladstone:    No, 
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no !]  Well,  Sir,  I  will  not  now  detain 
the  House  by  trying  to  disprove  the 
disclaimer  of  the  Prime  Minister.  I 
regret  to  say  that  I  cannot  accept  that 
disclaimer,  recollecting,  as  I  do,  expres- 
sions with  regard  to  ''the  knightly 
crusade,"  **  the  sisterly  mission,"  '*  the 
civilizing  labour  "  of  Bussia ;  recollect- 
ing, above  all,  how  actively  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  worked  on  her  behalf 
when  he  was  in  Opposition.  These  are 
no  exceptional  acts  of  cruelty  on  the 
part  of  Kussian  commanders.  This  is 
the  usual  way  in  which  Russian  warfare 
is  conducted.  General  Kaufmann  treated 
the  Yomud  Turcomans  with  equal  cruelty 
in  1875.  I  could  even  parallel  these 
massacres  from  a  hundred  similar  and 
worse  cases  in  Bulgaria  and  Boumelia 
during  the  late  devastating  war.  At 
Hermanli  this  same  Skobelefi^  able  gene- 
ral and  agreeable  companion  that  he  is, 
drove  with  his  Oossacks  and  Artilleiy 
80,000  helpless  refugees,  most  of  them 
women  and  children,  through  a  deep 
river  and  a  narrow  gorge,  and  finally 
into  the  bleak  hills  of  the  BhodopCi 
where  most  of  them  perished  amid  the 
frost  and  snow  of  a  severe  winter.  What, 
Sir,  is  this  Turcoman  region  which  Bussia 
has  just  annexed  in  spite  of  her  pro- 
mises ?  It  will  be  remembered  what  an 
efifeot  the  assurances  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  had  upon  the  House 
during  the  Candahar  debate.  He  told 
the  House  in  the  most  formal  manner 
that[the  new  Ozar  had  recalled  Skobeleff, 
and  that  Bussia  would  withdraw  from 
her  recent  conquests.  Sir,  I  cannot  sup- 
pose that  the  hon.  Gentleman,  a  respon- 
sible Minister  of  the  Grown,  would  have 
made  such  a  statement  had  he  not  pos- 
sessed what  he  believed  to  be  ample 
grounds  for  making  it.  I  cannot  believe 
that  he  would  make  a  statement  which 
was  intended  to  influence,  and  which  did 
influencCi  a  critical  debate  on  a  great 
subject  without  having  received  some 
direct  assurance,  in  the  sense  he  quoted, 
from  the  accredited  Agents  of  Bussia. 
What  has  happened  ?  General  Skobeleff 
was  not  recalfed.  Within  a  very  few 
weeks  of  the  Under  Secretary's  solemn 
statement  there  appeared  an  Imperial 
Ukase  incorporating  the  whole  coimtry 
of  the  Akhal  Turcomans,  and  much  be- 
yond it,  in  the  Bussian  Empire.  Even 
that  was  not  enough.  Within  the  past 
month  we  learn  mat  the  whole  of  the 
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Attrek  Valley  and  a  region  eztendinf 
close  up  to  Meshed,  and  induding  some 
of  the  most  fertile  portions  of  Khorassan, 
are  also  annexed.  Time  was  when  the 
hon.  Baronet  r  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  was 
not  the  humble  and  ever  ready  apologist 
and  defender  of  Bussian  aggression  that 
he  always  now  appears  to  be.  Time  was 
when  he  took  a  manly  and  statesmanlike 
Hne  upon  these  questions,  and  when  he 
was  no  inconsiderable  thorn  in  the  side 
of  the  Prime  Minister's  *'  masterly  inac- 
tivity." In  1871,  during  the  debates  on 
the  Czar's  arbitrary  abrogation  of  the 
Black  Sea  Clause,  the  hon.  Baronet 
denounced  in  no  measured  terms  the 
weakness  and  incapacity  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  rignt  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  legerdemain  has  worked  the  painful 
change  that  we  see  ?  Is  It  the  thraldom 
of  Office  ?  Is  it  some  other  reason  ?  or 
is  it  the  spell  of  national  humiliation 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  seems  to  oast  over  all  uiose 
with  whom  he  is  brought  into  contact. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  statement  in 
1871  which  I  should  like  to  repeat  to  the 
House,  so  sound  and  admirable  as  it  is 
itself,  and  so  unlike  the  uncertain  and 
unsatisfactory  utterances  which  we  have 
been  getting  accustomed  to  expect  of  late 
from  the  Under  Secretary.  It  related  to 
the  shuffling  and  pusillanimity  shown  by 
Ministers  over  the  Black  Sea  Clause. 

**  It  is  none  of  the  fault  of  England ;  bnt  comet 
of  the  timidity  of  her  statesmen,  and  the  weak- 
ness of  her  rolers.  It  is  said  that  the  policy  of 
the  Gtovemment  has  been  a  peace  policy.  I  do 
not  think  that  it  has  been  eaker  a  peace  policy 
or  a  safe  policy.  It  may  be  a  policy  for  a 
time  cheap— although  your  Estimates  do  not 
show  it ;  but  it  is  not  a  truly  padflc  policy,  if  it 
is  neither  calculated  to  maintain  tine  present 
dignity  of  this  country,  nor  the  security  ol  any 
in  the  future/'— f  3  Hansard,  ocv.  915-16.] 

Admirable  words !  The  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is,  indeed,  not  a 
peace  policy ;  it  is  not  a  safe  policy.  It 
IS  not  cheap.  It  is  a  peace-at-any-prioe 
policy,  a  policy  of  humiliation  and  sur- 
render— a  policy  which  suggests  aggres- 
sion and  invites  attack.  It  is  a  policy 
which  leads  you  to  spend  millions  of 
money  and  thousands  of  lives  in  the 
near  future  that  you  may  save  some 
trifling  expenditure  and  some  little  effort 
at  present.  It  is  a  policy  which  allows 
threatening  evils  to  accumulate  until  it 
is  impossiole  to  cope  with  them  without 
the  most  desperate  sacrifices.  It  is  the 
policy  which  drifted  England  into  thai 
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nimeeewttry  and  oosily  straggle  of  the 
Crimea,  wmoh  by  a  little  firmnese  and 
rtategmanatdp  ooold  have  been  so  easily 
avoided.  This  is  known  by  nobody 
better  than  by  the  Ghanoellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster.  Would  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  re- 
tained a  little  of  the  patriotic  watohful- 
nesB  and  f orethonght  which  he  displayed 
10  years  ago.  The  moment  that  we 
abandoned  Oandahar  and  that  the  pre- 
sent Gk)Temment  showed  that  they  redly 
meant  to  p>  backwards  and  close  their 
era  to  evident  perils,  then  the  Bussian 
OoTemment  took  heart  of  grace,  and 
decided  that  it  might  yenture  to  annex 
whatever  it  fand^.  This  Turcoman 
region  is  a  splendid  acquisition.  The 
eoontry  is  rich  and  prosperous,  especially 
that  pc^on  which  hes  South  of  the  Kopet 
Dagn  range,  the  water-shed  of  Khoras- 
Ban,  and  &e  proper  boimdary  of  Persia. 
Every  trareller  wno  has  visited  this  coun- 
try has  borne  evidence  to  the  fertility  of 
the  soil  and  the  physique  and  courage 
of  the  people.  I  will  only  quote  one  ex- 
tract from  a  Rood  authority,  at  least  one 
which  hon.  Members  opposite  will  not 
dispute.  (General  Petroosevitch,  the  Eus- 
■an  explorer,  writes  that  besides  culti- 
vating jnwarree  or  maize,  they  ffrow 
bailey,  rear  enormous  crops  of  melons, 
and  manufacture  embroidered  carpets 
ud  doths  having  no  equal  in  Asia.  In 
one  of  his  rides  au>ng  the  Akhal  Frontier 
in  1878,  he  caught  a  glimpse  from  the 
crest  of  the  Kopet  Dagh  of  the  Tekke 
oonntry  near  Askabad.    He  says— 

"Before  me  Btretched  a  broad  zone  of  gardens 
bdenigiettlemente  and  containing,  according 
to  thoee  who  had  been  there,  any  qaantity  of 
pctch-trees,  nnt-treee,  and  grape-vines.  Walnut 


tnei  and  vines  I  myself  saw  in  the  neighbour- 
iig  valleys.  Consequently,  if  the  Akhal  Tckkc 
nttlements,  exposed  to  the  North  wind,  enjoy 


a  propitloiis  climato,  how  much  more  so 
Bust  the  TiilkyB  further  to  the  South,  sheltered 
bj  monntain  ridges  P  " 

The  Talleys  the  Bussian  traveller  refers 
to  are  the  ralleys  of  North  Khorassan, 
iriiere  sheep  lamb  twice  a  year,  and  the 
people  nerer  know  what  it  is  to  have  a 
Dta  harvest.  These  valleys  have  al- 
raidy  been  annexed  by  Eussia.  Kho- 
nssan,  up  to  and  indudiog  Herat,  was 
ftr  sevend  centuries  the  granary  of 
Osntral  Asia.  This  is  reaUy  the  first 
valuable  country  the  Bussians  have  yet 
eoaqoerM  in  Ana.  It  brings  them  South 
of  the  Deeerty  which  is  their  natural 
bomidaiy  in  Aaiay  and  which  should  be 


the  barrier  between  England  and  Bus- 
sia.  It  gives  them  a  firesh  base  close  at 
our  gates,  from  which  they  can  prosecute 
their  further  advance  with  every  advan- 
tage of  position  and  resources.  They 
wul  no  longer  have  long  and  difficult 
marches  to  make,  or  dangerous  opposi- 
tion to  overcome  on  the  road  to  India. 
Their  railway  will  soon  be  able  to  con- 
vey any  number  of  troops  firom  the  Cas- 
pian to  Herat.  The  Bussian  Army  of 
the  Caucasus  is  over  100,000  men.  It 
can  readily  be  trebled,  and  one  half  de- 
spatched to  annoy,  if  not  to  invade,  one 
of  our  Indian  Possessions.  The  Bussian 
head-quarters  are  now  barely  100  miles 
from  Meshed,  the  capital  of  Khorassan, 
and  second  town  in  Persia.  They  are  less 
than  300  miles  from  Herat,  '*ihe  outer 
gate  of  India."  From  the  Caspian  to 
their  new  outposts,  a  distance  of  over 
400  miles,  has  thus  been  bridged  by  one 
campaiCT.  The  integrity  of  Persia  is 
violated,  and  the  Shah  seems  to  have 
become  a  mere  instrument  in  his  great 
neighbour's  hand.  The  most  serious  fact 
connected  with  this  advance  is  the  rail- 
way which  the  Bussians,  with  real  states- 
manship, are  bringing  forward  from  the 
Caspian  to  Herat,  ^ready,  half  of  the 
distance  to  Meshed  is  laid  down ;  soon 
one-half  of  the  remainder  will  be  com- 

fleted.  The  same  Correspondent,  whom 
have  already  quoted,  ^ves  a  most  in- 
teresting description  of  its  progress  and 
value,  written  in  April  last — 

**  The  railroad  no  longer  encounters  the  least 
obstacle.  It  is  an  immense  green  billiard-cloth 
of  turf,  upon  which  the  sleepers  and  rails  can 
bo  placed  without  need  of  spade  or  pick.  By 
noxt  Juno  (1881)  the  railway  will  certainly  he 
completed  to  Bami — i.e.,  264  vorsts  (180  to  190 
miles).  .  .  .  This  line,  which,  such  as  it  is,  has 
so  efficaciously  served  General  Skobeleff,  will, 
after  June,  have  a  fresh  destination.  It  will 
then  serve,  not  only  to  throw  into  Central  Asia 
as  many  troops  as  the  Kussiun  Government  may 
desire,  but  it  will  servo  equally  for  the  trans- 
port of  merchandise  coming  from  Herat,  from 
Meshed,  from  Bokhara,  and  from  Samarcand. 
General  Annenkoff  is  busy  in  appointing  special 
agents  to  most  of  these  places,  who  wiU  direct 
uU  their  caravans  to  concentrate  at  Bami.  Let 
people  in  England  bo  under  no  illusion  that 
this  line,  so  excellently  constructed,  and  upon 
which  I  have  already  travelled  36  versts  an 
hour,  can  arrest  itself  at  Bami.  Once  at  Bami, 
a  Ukase  will  direct  its  prolongation  to  Askabad, 
if  not  inmiodiately  to  Herat.  They  may  move 
gently  {doueement)  at  St.  Petersburg,  and  dole 
out  their  orders  by  doses  of  20  or  60  versts ;  but 
it  will  not  be  surprising  if  they  make  600." 

According  to  this  well-informed  gentle- 
man, there  is  not  the  slightest  obstacle 
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between  the  Eussian  troops  and  Herat. 
The  ground  is  level  and  well  watered. 
''They  have  but  to  march  some  300 
miles,  and  say  Vy  «wm.'  "  The  efforts, 
and  successful  ones,  which  Kussia  is 
making  to  secure  the  trade  of  all  these 
regions  are  not  the  least  suggestive  to 
us.  Will  it  be  believed  that  a  British 
Ministry  deliberately  threw  away  such 
a  rare  opportunity  of  extending  British 
trade  and  political  influence  as  was 
offered  by  the  railway  to  Candahar  ?  It 
seems  incredible;  yet  this  was  done  only 
four  months  ago,  and  we  are  now  reap- 
ing the  evil  fruits.  There  now  remain 
only  the  Tekkes  of  Merv  and  a  few  minor 
tribes  independent.  These  cannot  long 
retain  their  liberty.  Gallant  they  are ; 
but  no  untrained  and  ill-armed  race,  be 
it  as  brave  as  Hercules,  can  long  stand 
against  breech-loaders.  General  Kauf- 
mann,  from  the  Oxus,  and  Skobeleff  or 
his  successor,  from  the  Tejend,  will  join 
hands  at  Merv,  and  the  whole  of  this 
magnificent  people  of  the  Turcomans  will 
become  Eussian  subjects.  You  will  then 
find,  too  late,  what  you  have  lost  in 
allowing  such  a  valuable  barrier  between 
your  possessions  and  the  Armies  of  Eus- 
sia  to  be  beaten  down,  and  not  only 
beaten  down,  but  to  be  added  to  the 
strength  of  your  enemies.  The  physique 
of  these  Turcoman  horsemen  is  un- 
equalled. Their  courage  is  proved  by 
Geok  Tepo,  when  they  lost  over  half  their 
numbers  in  defence  of  their  liberty. 
They  will  make  a  far  finer  cavaliy  than 
the  Cossacks,  say  Sir  Henry  Eawunson, 
General  Baker,  Colonel  McGregor,  and 
Professor  Yambory.  Their  breed  of 
horses  is  matchless,  both  for  speed  and 
endurance.  A  Turcoman  rider  will  go, 
for  five  or  six  days,  100  miles  a-day,  on 
the  same  horse.  It  is  no  wonder  that 
the  Eussian  generals  are  anxious  to  con- 
quer, and  turn  this  splendid  race  into 
auxiliaries  of  the  Czar.  They  might,  by 
a  very  little  management  and  support, 
be  turned  into  our  allies,  and  fight  our 
battles  for  us  for  many  years.  Instead 
of  this,  we  shall  only  too  probably  have 
to  meet  them  as  enemies  upon  the  Indus. 
For  her  advance  upon  Herat,  and  thence 
upon  India,  there  are  now  three  roads 
open  to  the  Eussian  Armies.  One  along 
the  Tejend  by  Sarakhs,  the  second 
through  Kuchan  and  Meshed,  and  the 
third  West  and  South  of  Meshed,  avoid- 
ing Herat,  and  striking  the  main  road 
to  Candahar  at  Earah.    That  there  is 

Mr.  Aihm$ad'BartUU 


no  difficulty  in  marching  from  Herat  to 
Candahar,  Ayoub  Khan's  advanoe  over 
the  very  ground  twice  within  12  months 
shows  its  facility.  We  have,  Sir,  a  great 
dominion  and  a  great  charge  at  stake. 
On  the  highest  g^und,  we  have  to  guard 
the  safety  and  interests  of  260,000,000 
of  an  alien  population  in  India.  How- 
ever short  our  rule  there  may  fall  of  the 
standard  of  absolute  perfection,  no  one 
can  deny  that  England  has  done  much 
for  that  wonder^l  Dependency.  It  is 
no  empty  boast  to  say  uiat  the  people  of 
India  have  never,  in  their  long  history, 
enjoyed  such  benefits  of  government  as 
England  has  conferred  upon  them.  These 
growing  m^ads,  alien  to  us  and  to  each 
other  in  origin,  in  creed,  in  feeling,  and 
in  interests,  enjoy  to  an  extent,  for 
them  unequalled,  the  blessings  of  order, 
of  law,  of  peace,  and  education,  and 
all  that  makes  a  people  prosperous 
and  happy.  It  is  our  duty  to  pre- 
serve this  vast  population  from  the 
blighting  domination  of  Eussia.  Nor 
are  the  benefits  to  England  herself  incon- 
siderable. The  trade  with  India  is  worth 
£100,000,000  every  vear  to  this  coun- 
try. The  number  of  your  surplus  popu* 
lation  to  whom  India  gives  beneficial 
occupation,  is  close  upon  250,000,000. 
She  buys  your  manufactures,  and  sends 
you  in  return  her  products.  More  than 
this,  upon  the  possession  of  India  de- 
pends all  the  carrying  trade  witii  the 
East,  with  China,  Japan,  the  Islands  of 
the  Archipelago,  witn  Arabia  and  the 
Persian  Gulf,  r^o  Englishman  can  wish 
to  see  this  mine  of  wealth  for  England 
handed  over  to  the  most  backward  of 
European  Governments,  a  Government 
that  shuts  British  products  out  by  pro* 
tective  tariffs.  I  have  ventured  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  these  reciprocal  ad- 
vantages to  India  and  to  England  from 
our  connection  with,  that  country.  They 
may  be  of  service  to  those  who  would 
cry  **  Perish  India !  "  or  who  could  hear 
that  cry  unmoved.  I  have  to  thank  the 
House  for  the  kind  and  patient  hearinff 
it  has  granted  me.  I  regret  that  I  could 
not  have  dealt  with  a  subject  bo  exten- 
sive and  important  in  a  shorter  compass. 
The  interests  and  honour  of  the  most 
noble  fabric  of  Empire  that  human 
genius  and  enterprize  have  ever  erected 
are  at  stake.  I  am  veiy  sensible  of  the 
inadequacy  of  my  statements.  I  would 
only  urge  upon  the  Gtoremment  to  be 
forewarned  and  foreanned  in  time  to 
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meet  the  danger  while  it  is  still  a  small 
cloud  upon  the  horizoD,  and,  before  it 
has  swollen  and  oovered  the  whole  sky, 
to  take  that  "  stitch  in  time  which  saves 
nine  "  in  political  as  well  as  in  domes- 
tic   relations.    Let  them  retrace  their 
mittakea.    Let  Candahar  be  held  as  an 
impregnable  bulwark  of  our  power,  and 
let  the   Busaians    be    courteously  but 
firmly  informed  that  they  will  not  be 
allowed  to  annex  the  Turcoman  people. 
.England  cannot  afford  to  lose  the  high 
repute  she  has  hitherto  held  in  the  East. 
I  never  thought,  Sir,  that  I  should  hear, 
as  I  did  in  Siis  House  a  few  days  ago, 
die  reputation  of  .England  spoken  of  as 
"that  miserable  tiling  called  prestige." 
Sir,  what  else  is  prestige  but  the  cha- 
zaoter,  the  moral  status,  the  reputation 
of  a  people  among  the  nations  ?    It  be- 
hores  no  State  to  guard  its  prestiffe  so 
vigilantly  and  resolutely  as  England. 
Her  *'  thin  red  line  "  can  do  a  great  deal, 
hut  it  must  have  the  prestige  of  old  at 
its  back.    It  is  not  by  your  bayonets, 
your  rifles,  or  your  cannon ;  it  is  not  by 
your  handful  of  soldiers  among  myriads 
of  an  alien  population  that  the  supre- 
macy of  England  is  secured.     No,  Sir ; 
it  is  by  the  belief,  hitherto  unimpaired 
among  your  subjects  in  India,  that  the 
ooaraffe    of  Englishmen  is  invincible, 
that  the  word  of  England  once  pledged 
is  never  broken ;  that  the  foes  of  your 
power  never  gaze  upon  the  backs  of 
your  soldiers  in  permanent  retreat ;  that 
although  you  might  be  beaten  once,  or 
twice,  or  thrice,  yet  you  would  return  to 
the  struggle  with  quenchless  resolution. 
These  were  the  great  qualities  by  which 
Eoglishmen  of  the  past  built  up  and 
oonsolidated  the  Empire  you  enjoy.    It 
is  by  Tn^^"t-^^"^^g  your  reputation  for 
coorage,  for  statesmanship,  for  unflinch- 
ingtenaeity  of  purpose  that  you  can  alone 

mMw^iT^  it. 

Sib  GEOBOE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
did  not  hear  anv  proof  from  the  hon. 
ICember  that  the  annexation  of  the 
eoontrj  of  the  Akhal  Turcomans  was  a 
violation  of  any  promises  made  to  us. 
He  considered  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  been  alarming  himself  unneces- 
aii^.  By  many  persons  the  importance 
of  Merv  had  been  ridiculously  over-esti- 
mated; but  they  had  for^tten  that 
Herv  was  not  on  the  road  to  India. 
Candahar  was  on  the  road  to  India,  he 
admitted ;  but  he  did  not  see  why  there 
shonld  be  so  muoh  outcry  about  it.  The 


late  Lord  Beaconsfield;  while  a  Member 
of  that  House,  described  in  the  darkest 
colours  the  atrocious  character  of  these 
Turcomans.  They  were  a  set  of  robbers 
who  had  damaged  Eussia,  and  had  al- 
ways been  a  terrible  scourge  to  Persia. 
It  was  not  for  us  to  complain  when 
Bussia,  in  her  own  interests,  had  been 
forced  to  make  an  advance  against  those 
enemies  of  the  human  race.  This  ad- 
vance of  Bussia  was  having  a  civilizing 
influence  in  Central  Asia ;  and,  even  wore 
we  so  misguided  as  to  seek  to  stop  her 
advance,  we  had  not  the  power.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  Government,  by 
fair  diplomacy,  would  come  to  a  fair  un- 
derstanding with  Bussia. 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON: 
Sir,  I  find  it  difficult  to  deal  with  the 
somewhat  extensive  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett). 
The  hon.  Member  has  evidently  given 
his  attention  to  this  question,  and  has 
collected  a  ^eat  deal  of  information  on 
it.  I  should  be  sorry  if  he  or  the  House 
supposed  that  I  mean  to  treat  him  with 
disrespect  in  saying  that  I  will  not  at- 
tempt to  follow  him  through  the  whole 
of  that  speech.  But  I  should  find  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  doing  so,  because 
I  am  utterly  unable  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  exact  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House.  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  said,  there  was  not  a 
word  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
to  prove  the  proposition  that  Bussia's 
annexation  of  the  Akhal  Tekke  territory 
was  a  violation  of  her  promise  to  this 
country.  Neither  has  he  said  a  word  as 
to  the  second  proposition  in  the  Motion 
he  had  intended  to  make,  that  the  an- 
nexation of  the  Akhal  Tekke  territory 
has  been  encouraged  by  the  unfortu- 
nate evacuation  of  Candahar.  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  was  well  advised  in 
avoiding  that  subject,  for  he  would  have 
found  it  difficult  to  prove  that  opera- 
tions which  had  been  going  on  for  a 
year  before  our  evacuation  of  Candahar 
were  encouraged  by  that  evacuation. 
There  is  no  connection  whatever  between 
our  occupation  of,  or  advance  from,  Af- 
ghanistan, and  the  Bussian  occupation 
of  the  Akhal  Tekke  territory.  Does  the 
hon.  Member  mean  to  say  that  if  we 
had  resolved  to  remain  in  Candahar 
Bussia  would  have  been  prepared  to 
abandon  the  results  of  her  campaigns, 
and  to  have  retired  from  the  Akhal  Tekk^ 
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territory?  [Mr.AsnMEAD-BABTLETTwas 
understood  to  observe  that  the  Under 
Secretaryof  State  said  so.]  The  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  said  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  do  not  think  it  ever  entered  the  head  of 
any  reasonable  person  that  such  a  result 
would  follow.  As  far  as  I  could  gather 
from  the  hon.  Member's  speech,  his  sole 
object  was  to  discuss  again  a  subject 
which  was  fully  discussed  months  aeo — 
namely,  our  evacuation  of  Candahar, 
which  evacuation  was  approved  by  a 
large  majority  of  this  House.  I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  that  I  should  follow 
the  hon.  Member  into  another  discus- 
sion of  that  subject.  The  only  matter 
which  I  think  it  may  be  necessary  for 
me  to  advert  to  for  one  moment  is  his  en- 
deavour to  prove  that  our  retirement  from 
Candahar  has  led  to  the  victory  of  Ayoob 
Khan,  and  that  that  victory  is  a  con- 
demnation of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vemment.  The  Government  and  the 
House  also,  I  think,  were  perfectly 
aware  that  the  success  of  Ayoob  Khan 
against  Abdurrahman  Khan  was  per- 
fectly possible,  and  even  probable.  We 
have  never  pledged  ourselves  or  our 
policy  to  the  success  or  to  the  ability  of 
Abdurrahman  Khan  to  overcome  his 
rival.  On  the  contrary,  I  remember  per- 
fectly well  that  in  the  observations  that 
I  made  to  the  House  in  the  debate,  I 
stated  distinctly  that  the  question  of  his 
supremacy  in  Afghanistan  could  never 
be  decided  until*  there  had  been  an  ap- 
peal to  arms,  and  that  it  was  impossible 
to  foretell  what  the  result  of  that  appeal 
would  be.  No  doubt,  we  have  given 
some  support  to  Abdurrahman  ^an; 
but,  if  so,  we  have  done  nothing  more 
than  to  discharge  what  we  considered  to 
be  a  debt  to  the  people  of  Afghanistan, 
rather  than  an  act  in  our  own  interests 
We  have,  undoubtedly,  inflicted  a  very 
great  injury  and  mischief  on  Afghan- 
istan. We  have  destroyed  whatever 
existed  there  in  the  form  of  government, 
and  we  have  replaced  it  in  the  state  of 
anarchy  in  which  it  was  before  Shore 
Ali  succeeded  to  the  Throne.  That  may 
have  been  necessary  or  it  may  not ;  but, 
no  doubt,  great  injury  was  thereby  done 
to  the  people  of  Afghanistan.  We  de- 
cided tiiat  it  was  not  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  England  that  we  should  per- 
manently occupy  and  undertake  the  ad- 
ministration of  Afghanistan.  Having 
decided  to  retire  from  that  country,  we 
considered  that  it  was  our  duty  to  its 

The  MarqueM  of  HartingUm 


people  to  give  them,  at  all  events,  a 
chance  of  re-establishing  for  themselves 
settled  government.  Whether  we  selected 
the  best  candidate  or  not,  what  was  done 
was  done  not  so  much  in  our  own  in- 
terests as  in  discharge  of  a  debt  to  the 
people  of  Afghanistim,  and  to  give  them 
the  opportunity  of  restoring,  if  they 
thought  fit,  a  settled  (Jovemment,  such 
as  existed  before  we  destroyed  it.  The 
hon.  Member  has  informed  us  that 
Eussia  can  have  no  object  in  oonquer- 
ing  these  vast  and  sterile  regions,  unless 
it  is  with  the  view  of  invading  India.  At 
other  times  he  informed  us  that  she  had  . 
acquired  by  those  conquests  fertile  dis- 
tricts and  the  control  of  useful,  warlike, 
and  also  industrial  populations.  He  told 
us  that  he  had  had  the  privilege  of  oon* 
versing  with  General  Skobeleff  and  hun- 
dreds of  Russian  officers,  who,  with 
wonderful  unanimity,  had  avowed  their 
intention  of  invading  and  conquering 
India,  and  that  Indian  Sepoys  are  quite 
unable  to  cope  with  the  Russian  soldiers. 
I  wish  when  he  made  that  assertion  that 
somebody  on  the  Bench  opposite  had 
explained  how,  under  those  circum- 
stances, it  entered  into  the  mind  of  the 
late  Government  to  bring  Indian  Sepoys 
from  India  for  the  purpose  of  defeating 
Bussian  soldiers  in  Europe.  The  hon. 
Member  told  us  that  the  danger  which 
now  threatened  India  from  the  advance 
of  Eussia  is  only  to  be  compared  to  a 
small  cloud;  but  that  soon  we  shall 
see  Eussia  commanding  the  services  of 
8,000,000  men.  He  did  not  inform  usby 
whatprocesstheEussian  Armyof  500,000 
men  is  to  be  increased  to  the  extent  of 
8,000,000.  He  indulged  in  an  eloquent 
denunciation  of  the  cruelties  practised 
by  Eussia  in  the  conquest  of  the  Turco- 
mans. It  is  no  business  of  mine  to  de- 
fend Eussia,  and,  no  doubt,  those  cam- 
paigns may  have  been  accompanied  by 
some  cruelties.  But  when  the  non.  G^- 
tleman  denounced  Eussia  in  such  warm 
terms  he  ought  to  have  adduced  stronger 
proofs  than  he  did  of  the  facts  that  those 
cruelties  were  committed.  AU  tliat  he 
brought  forward  was  the  report  that  a 
Eussian  General  had  bombaraed  a  forti- 
fied'place,  which  not  only  contained  sol- 
diers, but  the  families  of  soldiers.  I  do 
not  conceive  that  it  is  possible,  if  women 
and  children  and  property  are  placed 
within  a  fortified  indosure,  to  avoid  the 
bombardment  of  such  a  fortified  position 
consistently  with  the  neoessities  of  war. 
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Thehon.  Member  only  quoted  the  Oorre- 
spondent  of  a  newspaper,  and  gave  no 
official  authority  for  the  allegation  he 
made  in  that  respect.  He  hs^  spoken 
of  the  annexation  of  the  Akhal  Tekke 
country  as  a  menace  and  a  danger  to 
India.  Differing  altogether  as  I  do 
from  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  and 
those  who  agree  with  him  as  to  the  se- 
curity of  otir  position  in  India,  I  cannot 
admit  his  contention  in  this  respect.  But 
if  it  is  any  satisfaction  to  him,  I  have 
not  the  smallest  hesitation  in  saying 
with  perfect  plainness  that  I  do  not 
think  the  annexation  by  Hussia  of  the 
Akhal  Tekke  country  is  a  matter  of  in- 
difference to  us.  I  will  not  enter  into 
the  discussion  of  the  question  whether 
that  annexation  was  consistent  or  in- 
consistent with  the  pledges  given  by 
Bussia  to  this  country.  I  think  that 
a  good  deal  may  be  said  on  both  sides 
of  that  question ;  but  it  has  not  been 
entered  upon  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  I 
do  not  wish  to  enter  upon  it  now.  We 
are  not  concerned  in  the  independence 
of  the  Akhal  Tribes.  But  the  recent 
advances  and  conquests  of  Hussia  have, 
no  doubt,  had  consequences  which  do 
affect  us  in  two  points  very  nearly.  The 
extension  of  Bussian  territory  along  the 
Northern  Border  of  Persia  raises  a  ques- 
tion of  the  integrity  of  Persia  which 
cannot  be  indifferent  to  us,  and  the  near 
approach  of  Bussia  to  the  borders  of 
.^J^hanistan  is  not  a  matter  of  indif- 
ference to  us.  The  present  Government 
have  admitted  as  plainly  as  any  other 
that  the  integrity  and  independence  of 
A^hanistan  is  a  matter  to  tnem  of  vital 
importance,[and  that  they  do  not  intend  to 
permit  interference  by  any  foreign  Power 
with  the  internal  or  external  affairs  of 
Afghanistan.  If  Afghanistan  were  under 
a  settled  form  of  government  it  might 
be  indifferent  to  us  whether  Bussia  or 
any  other  country  extended  to  the  very 
borders  of  Afghanistan.  But  that  is 
not  the  case  of  Afghanistan.  It  has 
not,  and  perhaps  it  never  may  have, 
what  we  recognize  as  a  settled  form  of 
government.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that,  if  Bussia  advanced  towards  the 
borders  of  Afghanistan,  a  state  of  thines 
might  ensue  which  would  not  be  of  ad- 
vantage to  the  good  relations  between 
this  country  and  Bussia.  Such  an  ad- 
vance, therefore,  could  not  be  a  subject 
of  indifference  to  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment|  and  I  have  no  objection  to  state 


that  what  has  taken  place  in  Oentral 
Asia  is  receiving  the  consideration  of  the 
Government.  But  what  does  the  hon. 
Member  ask  us  to  do  ?  I  have  listened 
to  his  speech,  and  I  confess  I  failed  to 
ascertain  the  conclusion  at  which  he 
arrived.  The  hon.  Member,  indeed,  said 
there  was  some  connection  between  our 
leaving  Oandahar  and  the  advance  of 
Bussia;  but,  so  far  from  that  being  so,  it 
is  my  opinion,  and  it  is  the  opinion  of 
many  persons — military  men  and  others 
of  high  authority  in  India  —  that  our 
continued  retention  of  Candahar  would 
have  been  in  itself  a  sufficient  reason  for 
the  advance  of  Bussia. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  said, 
he  wished  to  explain  that  what  he  had 
said  was  that  it  was  the  general  policy 
of  retreat  which  had  been  adopted  which 
encouraged  the  advance  of  Bussia.  He 
had  not  said  that  none  of  the  Sepoys 
were  a  match  for  the  Bussian  troops. 
What  he  did  say  was  that  most  of  them 
were  not. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  expressed  his  thanks 
to  the  noble  Lord  for  the  re-assuring 
speech  he  had  made.  For  his  part,  he 
did  not  look  at  the  question  from  a  poli- 
tical point  of  view.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  Government  had  always 
shown  Bussia  that  the  independence  of 
Afghanistan  could  not  be  a  matter  of 
indifference  to  them.  The  present  posi- 
tion of  that  country  was  most  serious,  for 
if  it  fell  under  the  rule  of  Ayoob  Khan 
it  would  be  governed  by  an  enemy  of 
ours  and  a  Mend  to  Bussia.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  could  not,  therefore, 
too  plainly  give  Bussia  to  understand 
that  there  should  be  no  interference  on 
her  part  with  Afghanistan. 

M!b.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  noble 
Marquess  had  stated  the  broad  outlines 
of  ihe  policy  of  the  Government,  and  it 
was  satisfactory  to  have  to  deal  with  a 
Member  of  the  Government  who  did  not 
take  shelter  under  evasions.  For  his 
part,  he  would  not  regret  seeing  Ayoob 
Khan  Buler  of  Afghanistan.  It  was 
true  he  hated  England,  and  not  without 
cause ;  but  if  he  kept  England  out  of 
Afghanistan  on  one  side  he  might  be 
rehed  on  to  keep  Bussia  out  on  the 
other.  He  thought  the  real  danger  of 
the  matter  was  that  Bussia  was  ad- 
vancing near  enough  to  India  to  be 
within  striking  or,  at  anv  rate,  agitating 
distance;  and  in  the  latter  case  her 
action  woidd  be  sufficient  to  compel  this 
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country  to  send  to  India  a  force  which 
would  have  a  tendency  to  cripple  her 
l)ower  in  Europe. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
asked  leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow, 

REGULATION  OF  THE  FORCES  BILL. 

{Mr.  Sfcretary  Childers,  The  Judge  Advocate 

General^  Mr.  CampbeU-Bannerman.) 

[bill  193.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Mr.  CHILDERS  :    I  beg  to  move, 
Sir,  that  you  do  now  leave  the  Chair. 
I  should  not  have  done  more  than  make 
that  Motion  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
Notice  given  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  opposite  TColonel  Alexander), 
in  the  early  part  of  the  evening,  of  his 
intention  to  oppose  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee.    I  have  not  the  slightest 
idea  what  the  motive  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman    is    in  taking   that 
course.     The  Bill  is  a  very  simple  one, 
and  it  has  been  in  print  for  some  time. 
It    contains     certainly    two    important 
clauses — one    to     enable    the    Chelsea 
Commissioners    to   grant  certain  pen- 
sions, in  regard  to  which  I  have  been 
interrogated  several  times  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session;   and  the  other 
to  enable  the  Crown  to  increase  the  Re- 
serve by  allowing  men,  after  their  12 
years'  engagement,  to  volunteer  for  four 
years  more  into  a  second  Reserve.    All 
the  rest  of  the  Bill  relates  to  matters  oi 
detail  in  connection  with  the  Scheme 
approved  this  Session,  or  improving  the 
provisions  of  the  Army  Discipline  and 
Regulation  Act.     I  hope,  therefore,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will  not 
persist  in  his  opposition  to  the  measure 
at  this  stage,  believing,  as  I  do,  that 
when  the  House  goes  into  Committee,  I 
shall  be  able  to  prove  that  there  is  no 
real  ground  of  objection  to  any  of  the 
proposals  contained  in   it.     I  promise 
him  that  when  we  come  to  any  clause  he 
objects  to,  I  will  explain  the  purpose  of 
it  as  fully  and  as  candidly  as  I  can.     I 
hope  he  will  allow  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohaip."— (i/r  Vhildert.) 

Mr.  fflknnM 


Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  it  was 
with  considerable  surprise  that  he  had 
Qrst  perused  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
now   before  the   House.      When,   two 
years  ago,  after  labours  only  exceeded 
by  those  of  the  present  year,  the  House 
at  last  succeeded  in  passing  the  Army 
Regulation  Act,  it  was  imagined  that 
their  labours  histd  terminated  for  ever. 
They  were  doomed  to  find,  however,  that 
like  those  of  Sisyphus  they  were  eter* 
nal.      The  right   hon.   Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  placed  in 
their  hands  a  Bill  which  really  consisted 
of  three  parts  and  53  clauses.     The  con- 
templation of  the  prospect  before  them 
was    eminently  discouraging;    and  he 
looked  back  with  regret  to  the  halcyon 
days  when  they  were  able  to  pass  100 
clauses  of  the  Mutiny  Act  in  the  course 
of  a  single  Sitting.    Two  years  ago  it 
was  proposed  to  substitute  for  the  Mutiny 
Act  a  consolidated  Code  of  Army  Regu- 
lations, and  it  was  imagined  that  that 
Code  contained,  at  least,  the  element  of 
permanence.      They    relied    upon    the 
judgment    of   Sir    Henry  Thring,  the 
eminent  draftsman,   for   rendering  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  perfect ;   and  they 
were  told  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
ingenuity  of  man  to  contemplate  a  crime 
which   would   not  be  dealt  with  and 
punished  by  the  Act  of  1879.     Yet,  not^ 
withstanding  that  declaration  by  so  emi- 
nent a  draftsman,  he  found  that  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  contained  many 
additions  to,  and  alterations  of,  the  Act 
of  1879 ;   and  some  of  them,   in  com- 
parison with  tiie  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1879,  were  distinctly  disadvantageous  to 
the  British  soldier.    At  the  request  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  he  would  withdraw  his 
opposition  to  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee  ;  but  when  the  Bill  went  into 
Committee  he  should  propose  certain 
alterations  in  some  of  the  clauses,  which 
he  hoped  would  meet  with  the  assent  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  with  that 
of  hon.  Members  on  both  aides  of  the 
House.     Before  he  sat  down  he  wished 
briefly  to  make  good  his  assertion  that 
where  the  Bill  erred  it  erred  on  the  side 
of  excessive  severity.    He  would  take, 
for  instance,  the  important  dause  which 
dealt  with  the  composition  of  a  general 
court  martial.    T^  was  an  important 
court,  because,  with  the    exception  of 
what  was  known  as    a  field; general 
court    martial^    an    ordinary   general 
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oovrt  martial  was  the  only  court  which 
had  power  to  sentence  a  prisoner  to 
death  or  penal  servitude.  In  the  Eng- 
lish Army,  following  the  customs  of  the 
Swedish,  Dutch,  and  German  Armies, 
the  general  court  martial  originally 
conaisted  of  13  members;  but  in  the 
Army  of  James  II.,  by  the  Articles 
of  War,  the  court  was  made  to  con- 
Bflty  according  to  the  French  prac- 
tice, of  not  less  than  seven  memoers. 
From  the  passing,  however,  of  the  first 
Mutiny  Act  of  1689,  in  the  Beign  of 
William  III.,  down  to  so  recent  a 
period  as  1868,  the  minimum  number  of 
members  of  a  general  court  martial  in 
the  United  Eingdom  was  fixed  at  13. 
In  1868  an  important  alteration  was 
made  and  the  minimum  number  of  mem- 
bers composing  a  general  court  martial 
was  ^ea  in  tiiie  United  Kingdom  and 
the  East  Indies,  Malta  and  Gibraltar, 
at  nine ;  for  Bermuda  and  Nova  Scotia, 
at  seven ;  and  in  any  other  Colony  or 
place  out  of  the  Queen's  Dominions,  at 
fife.  An  important  provision  was  also 
added  that  no  sentence  of  death  in  any 
circumstances  should  be  passed,  except 
with  the  ooncurrence  of  two-thirds  of  the 
members  composing  the  court.  In  the 
Act  of  1879  the  minimum  of  nine  mem- 
ben  was  continued  for  a  general  court 
martial,  except  when,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  officer  convening  the  court,  that 
number  in  the  interests  of  the  Public 
Service  was  not  available,  in  which  case 
the  general  court  martial  was  to  consist 
of  not  less  than  five  members.  But  now, 
what  did  they  find  in  the  present  Bill  ? 
The  word  "  nine  "  had  no  place  in  it  at 
all,  and  it  was  simply  provided  that  the 
general  court  martial  should  consist  of 
not  lees  than  five  members.  Perhaps 
tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  ask 
him  to  read  to  the  end  of  the  sub-section, 
and  would  point  to  the  provisions  which 
fnbade  any  officer  below  the  rank  of 
captain  from  sitting  as  a  member  of  a 
general  court  martial ;  but  he  had  yet 
to  learn  that  a  prisoner  would  derive  any 
consolation  from  being  sentenced  to 
death  hj  a  captain  instead  of  a  lieuten- 
ant. TiiA  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
Mid  that  five  was  the  minimum  number 
of  members  composing  the  court,  and 
thaty  as  a  general  rule,  the  number  of 
members  composing  the  court  would 
exceed  that  minimum.  That  was  quite 
tae ;  but  he  had  had  considerable  expe- 
I  in  acting  as  Deputy  Judge  Advo- 


cate before  general  courts  martial,  and 
he  could  remember  more  than  one  case 
in  which  the  actual  number  of  members 
composing  the  court  was,  through  sick- 
ness and  through  other  causes,  reduced 
to  a  minimum.  That  was  not  very  mate- 
rial in  the  days  when  13  formed  the 
court;  but  they  were  now  making  a 
very  small  minimum  number  of  officers 
as  the  composition  of  a  general  court 
martial.  In  point  of  fact,  they  wore 
fixing  the  composition  of  a  general 
court  martial,  which  would  have  power 
of  life  and  death,  at  precisely  the  same 
number  as  that  which,  only  two  years 
ago,  they  fixed  for  the  inferior  tribunal 
of  a  regimental  court  martial,  whose 
powers  were  limited  to  sentencing  a 
prisoner  to  42  days'  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour.  Ho  also  found  that  they 
were  going  to  allow  four  members  out 
of  five  composing  the  court  to  pass  a 
sentence  of  death,  and  three  out  of  five 
to  pass  a  sentence  of  penal  servitude. 
Then,  again,  he  found  that,  by  Clause 
48  of  the  Bill,  the  Governor  of  a  Colony 
or  the  officer  commanding  the  troops 
out  of  the  Queen's  Dominions  was  au- 
thorized to  declare  from  time  to  time 
that  it  was  necessary,  either  in  conse- 
quence of  the  imminence  of  active  ser- 
vice or  in  consequence  of  the  recent  ex- 
istence of  active  service,  that  the  troops 
under  his  command  should  be  subject  to 
the  Act  of  1879  precisely  as  if  they  were 
upon  active  service.  In  otiier  words,  it 
was  provided  that  a  soldier  should  be 
liable  to  suffer  the  penalty  of  death  for 
offences  whicht  in  ordinary  times,  would 
only  have  been  visited  by  a  few  months' 
imprisonment.  That  was  one  of  the 
results  of  the  total  abolition  of  corporal 
punishment,  and  that  was  not  the  last 
time  that  they  would  have  to  deplore  the 
consequence  of  yielding  as  they  did  in 
1879,  just  previous  to  a  General  Elec- 
tion, to  the  popular  clamour  for  the  abo- 
lition of  corporal  punishment.  He  had 
never  been  an  advocate  of  excessive  cor- 
poral punishment ;  and  it  would  be  re- 
membered that,  on  a  certain  memorable 
occasion,  ho  advised  his  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Stanley),  the 
then  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  to  miti- 
gate the  severity  of  the  punishment,  and 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  waa 
pleased  at  the  time  to  say  that  he  would 
act  on  his  (Colonel  Alexander's)  advice, 
and  that  he  would  reduce  the  punish- 
ment from  60  to  26  lashes.    But  he  did 


Digitized  by 


Google 


4S9 


Regulattan  of  the 


(OOMMONSJ 


F&ree»  Bill, 


440 


protest  against  the  spurious  humanity 
which  strained  at  the  gnat  of  corporal 
punishment  and  swallowed  without  com- 
punction the  camel  of  capital  punish- 
ment. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  he 
was  glad  to  see  that  it  was  not  intended 
to  re-open  the  question  of  corporal 
punishment.  The  Act  of  1879  was  ne- 
cessarily only  a  tentative  Act ;  and,  in 
consequence  of  the  time  occupied  in  the 
discussion  of  the  question  of  corporal 
punishment,  many  parts  of  the  Bill 
were  passed  without  the  consideration 
and  discussion  which  their  importance 
required.  It  had  been  found,  since  the 
Act  came  into  operation,  that  there 
were  certain  defects  and  omissions  in 
it  which  tended  to  produce  a  miscar- 
riage of  justice.  No  one  knew  that 
better  than  himself,  as  he  had  been 
charged  with  the  administration  of  the 
Act  of  1879.  The  object  of  the  present 
Bill  was  simply  to  remedy  those  defects 
and  omissions;  and  he  would  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  one  of  them  which 
had  already  been  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  South  Ayrshire 
(Colonel  Alexander) — namely,  the  com- 
position of  general  courts  martial.  The 
Act  of  1 879  prescribed  a  certain  minimum 
number  of  officers  both  for  district  and 
general  courts  martial,  and  then  allowed 
that  minimum  to  be  reduced  by  the 
general  officer  who  convened  a  court  of 
inquiry,  where  the  larger  number  were 
not,  having  due  regard  to  the  Public 
Service,  available ;  but  the  fact  had  to 
be  stated  in  the  order  convening  the 
court.  The  proceedings  of  several  courts 
martial  had  been  rendered  invalid  in  con- 
sequence of  the  later  requirement  not 
having  been  properly  complied  with.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  reduce  the  mini- 
mum number  of  officers  composing  the 
court,  and  to  make  the  number  uniform 
in  every  case ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
it  was  proposed  to  raise  the  standing  of 
the  officers  composing  the  court.  The 
alteration  was  a  most  desirable  one,  and 
he  hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
woula  not  persist  in  his  objection  to  it. 
He  could  assure  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  that  as  soon  as  they  got  into 
Committee  the  Government  would  be 
happy  to  oflFer  every  explanation  in  their 
power.  It  was  hardly  necessary  to  re- 
mind his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that 
at  that  period  of  the  Session  it  would  be 
quite  impossible  to  pass  the  Bill  at  all 
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unless  the  House  was  disposed  to  accept 
the  guarantee  of  the  Government  that 
the  changes  proposed  would  be  advan- 
tageous to  the  interests  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  under- 
stood that  the  objection  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  South  Ayrshire 
(Colonel  Alexander)  was  to  the  very  small 
majority  of  a  very  small  court  by  which 
important  sentences — such  as  death  and 
penal  servitude — could  be  passed  under 
the  Bill  as  it  stood.  He  hoped  the  ques- 
tion was  one  on  which  the  Gt>vemment 
were  open  to  persuasion,  because,  of 
course,  although  the  argument  was  very 
strong  that  at  that  time  of  the  Session 
they  could  not  afford  to  devote  to  the 
measure  a  very  scrutinizing  spirit,  still 
it  was  desirable  that  some  consideration 
should  be  given  to  points  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  did  not  understand 
that  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was 
one  of  those  which  had  been  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  South 
Ayrshire  (Colonel  Alexander). 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  to  5,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  TFunishment  of  fraudulent 
enlistment  or  militiaman). 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  a  verbal 
Amendment  to  move  in  line  21 — namely, 
to  substitute  the  words  ''punishable 
for"  for  the  words  '*  guilty  of." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  lino  21,  to  leave  out  the  wordB  "guilty 
of,*'  in  order  to  insert  the  words  *'  panishabls 
for."— (JIfr.  Childera,) 

Question,  *'That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to^  and 
ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clauses  7  to  13,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Removal  of  doubts  as  to 
pensions  of  army  reserve  men). 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  make  an  addition  to  the 
clause,  for  the  purpose  of  incorporating 
a  former  Act. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  line  23,  to  add  the  words  «  and  Sections  4, 
5,  and  7,  of  the  Army  Discipline  and  Regulation 
(Annual)  Act  of  1881/'— (Jkr.  Ohilders.) 
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QoMticm,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  0§r9$d  to. 

Glaiue,  as  amended,  Offresd  io,  and 
^itrid  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Glanses  15  to  19,  inclnsiYe,  agreed  to. 


Oftnem  in  relation  to  Courti  Martial. 

danse  20  (Amendment  of  s.  28  as  to 
power  of  court  martial  oyer  contempt). 
OoLORXL  ALEXANDER  said,   he 
thought  this  daase  would  be  found  to 
be  quite  unworkable.    Under  the  Act  of 
1879  a  witness  might  be  sentenced  by  a 
oonrt  martial  for  contempt  of  court  to 
imprisonment  not  exceeding  21   days' 
hsrd  labour.     The  present  clause  au- 
ttorixed  the  court  to  sentence  a  prisoner 
for  using  Tiolent  or  threatening  language 
io  the  same  punishment  of  21  days'  im- 
prisonment with  hard  labour.     But  the 
use  of  threatening  language  to  the  mem- 
bers of  a  court  martial  was  one  of  the 
greatest    military    offences    a  prisoner 
eoold  commit;  and  it  had  always  been 
the  practice,  up  to  the  present  time,  to 
tij  a  prisoner  so  offending  by  general 
eonrt  martial.     He  recollected  an  in- 
itanoe,  when  he  was  himself  acting  as 
Deputy  Judge  Advocate,  where  a  pri- 
Kmer  was  tried  for  using  abusive  words. 
He  was  tried  by  an  inferior  court ;  and 
on  being  asked  if  he  had  any  objection 
to  make  to  the  composition  of  the  court, 
he  Bsid  he  objected  to  the  whole  lot,  and 
he  used  most  violent  and  threatening 
hmgnaffe.    For  that  offence  he  was  sub- 
teauanfly  tried  bv  a  general  court  mar- 
tuujsnd  sentencea  to  two  years'  imprison- 
ment with  hard  labour.    It  was  quite 
erident  either  that  such  a  term  of  im- 
nrisonment  was  too  great,  or  that  21 
oays'  imprisonment  for  the  same  offence 
mm  much  too  Uttle.     He  thought  it 
would  be  much  better  if  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  would  allow  the  clause  to  be 
ttmek  out  altogether. 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOBQAN  said,  thb 
danse  simply  gave  power  to  the  court  by 
vhieh  a  man  was  tried  to  sentence  a 
prisoner  who  was  guilty  of  contempt  of 
eoort  to  21  days'  imprisonment;  but, 
if  it  were  considered  necessary,  the  con- 
tempt committed  having  been  of  a  serious 
dunoter,  there  was  power  to  convene 
mother  court.  Hitherto,  in  every  case 
of  oontsmpt,  however  elight,  it  had 
been  neceesary  to  oonvene  a  second 
court  ihr  the  trial  of  the  second  of- 
Inoe.    That  praotiee  had  been  found 


to  be  highly  inconvenient,  and  there  had 
occasionally  been  great  difficulty  ex- 
perienced in  summoning  another  court. 
This  clause,  in  such  a  case,  gave  power 
to  the  court  against  whom  the  con- 
tempt was  committed  to  sentence  the 
offender  to  some  punishment. 

OoLONEL  ALEXANDER  wished  to 
point  out  that  a  punishment  of  21  days' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour  might, 
in  many  cases,  be  wholly  inadequate  to 
the  offence. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MOEGAN  said,  that, 
in  the  event  of  the  offence  being  of  an 
aggravated  nature,  of  course  another 
court  martial  would  be  summoned.  It  was 
only  where  the  offence  was  slight  that 
power  was  given  by  the  clause  to  the 
same  court  to  try  it. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
thought,  if  the  object  of  the  clause  was 
to  amend  the  provisions  of  the  Mutiny 
Act,  power  might  be  given  to  the  court 
to  award  a  far  higher  punishment  than 
21  days' imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 
Such  a  punishment  seemed  to  him  to  be 
absurd,  for  the  grossest  conduct  which 
could  be  committed  by  a  soldier  when 
before  a  court  martial.  As  a  rule,  when 
an  offence  of  this  character  did  take 
place,  it  was  of  a  violent  and  aggravated 
character;  and  he  thought  the  clause 
might  be  amended  so  as  to  extend  the 
punishment  inflicted  without  rendering 
it  necessary  to  summon  another  court 
martial. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  will  consider  the 

goint  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
[ember  before  the  Report  is  brought 
up.  I  must  remind  him,  however,  that 
it  would  be  introducing  a  clause  very 
much  against  the  prisoner.  We  have 
thought  it  better  to  leave  the  Act  as  it 
stood,  with  the  single  exception  of 
giving  the  same  court  the  power  of  try- 
ing lliecase.  The  clause  does  not  re- 
strict the  power  of  a  second  court  mar- 
tial. I  think  the  Committee  would 
hardly  venture  to  allow  a  court  martial, 
not  specially  summoned  for  the  purpose, 
to  inflict  a  heavy  punishment. 

Major-Gbkeb.vl  BURNABY  thought 
the  clause  was  one  which  was  worthy  of 
further  consideration.  He  remembered  a 
case  whore  a  prisoner  in  the  Army,  being 
tried  for  some  trifling  offence,  had  his 
cap  removed  from  him,  because  he  would 
persist  in  throwing  it  at  the  President 
or  members  of  the  court.  On  another 
occasion,  a  prisoner  got  away  from  the 
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escort  and  struck  a  member  of  the  court. 
He  did  not  think  that  for  such  offences 
21  days'  imprisonment  was  sufficient 
punishment ;  but,  of  course,  a  general 
court  marti^  might  be  convened  for  the 
purpose  of  trying  the  second  offence. 
He  understood  that  the  present  clause 
was  only  intended  to  meet  minor  of- 
fences, when  they  did  occur.  But,  imfor- 
tunately,  they  seldom  did  occur,  because 
when  a  soldier  lost  his  temper  he  gene- 
rally went  in  for  some  gross  act  of  in- 
subordination. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  General  was  quite 
right.  It  was  only  intended  that  the 
present  clause  should  deal  with  minor 
offences. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  21  and  22  agreed  to. 

Courts  Martial. 

Clause  23  (Amendment  of  ss.  47  &  48, 
51  &  53,  as  to  composition  of  courts 
martial). 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he  per- 
ceived that  sub-section  2  of  this  clause 
reduced  the  number  of  members  com- 
posing a  regimental  court  martial  from 
five  to  three.  The  power  of  the  court 
was  limited  to  the  infliction  of  a  punish- 
ment of  42  days'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour ;  but  he  also  observed  that  there 
was,  for  the  first  time,  a  provision  in  the 
clause  that  each  member  of  the  court 
should  have  held  a  commission  for  not 
less  than  one  whole  year.  Up  to  the 
present  time  the  requirement  had  been 
that  no  officer  should  serve  on  a  court 
martial  until  he  had  joined  his  regi- 
ment for  six  months,  and  that  during 
that  time  he  should  have  attended  all 
the  courts  martial  which  were  held  in 
the  regiment.  That  provision  had  been 
found  to  work  irregularly,  because  it 
was  not  improbable  that  in  the  course  of 
the  six  months  no  court  martial  would  be 
held,  and,  consequently,  an  officer  was 
liable  to  be  placed  on  a  court  martial 
before  he  had  had  an  opportunity  of  at- 
tending any  court  of  the  kind,  or,  at  the 
most,  only  one  or  two,  and  when  he  was, 
consequently,  altogether  incapable  of 
performing  the  duty  he  was  required  to 
perform.  He  quite  approved  of  the 
alteration  made  by  the  clause  in  this  re- 
spect ;  but  he  disapproved  of  sub-sec- 
tion 3,  which  reduced  the  number  of 
members  composing  a   general   court 
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martial  from  nine  to  five.  He  ^ 
therefore,  move  that  sub-section 
struck  out  of  the  clause,  in  ore 
leave  the  number  nine,  as  it  now 
in  theActof  1879. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page 
leave  out  sub-section  3. — (  Colonel 
ander.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
Clause." 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  sai 
Section  was  governed  by  section 
the  Act  of  1879,  sub-section  2. 
section  provided  that  a  general 
martial  should  consist  of  not  lese 
nine  members ;  but,  under  the  p 
law,  nine  was  not  adhered  to  a 
minimum  where  the  general  office 
convened  the  court  thought  it  woi 
impossible  to  bring  nine  office] 
gether.  Having  regard  to  the  inl 
of  the  Public  Service,  it  had  oftei 
found  expedient  to  reduce  the  min 
to  five.  Therefore,  it  was  not  con 
say  that  nine  officers  were  the 
minimum.  Nine  formed  the  min 
in  England;  but  abroad  it  was  : 
found  that  nine  officers  were  avai 
and  the  minimum  was  generally 
The  present  minimum,  therefore 
practically  five  abroad  and  nine  in 
land. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked 
the  minimum  was  in  India  ? 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  sai 
could  not  answer  for  India.  He  d 
see  the  records  of  Indian  courts  ms 
but  he  did  see  them  in  regard 
other  courts  martial,  and  as  there 
existed  at  present  a  power  to  redu 
nominal  minimum,  he  did  not  see 
objection  there  could  be  to  the  c 
Her  Majesty's  Government  thougl 
best  course  would  be  to  reduce  the 
mum,  and  to  provide  that  the  ni 
which  was  constimtly  employed  si 
in  future,  be  the  minimum,  so 
make  the  proceedings  uniform  in 
case.  On  the  other  hand,  it  wac 
posed  to  raise  the  status  of  the  o 
composing  the  court,  so  that,  altl 
the  number  was  reduced,  a  pri 
would  have  the  advantage  of  bein^ 
by  officers  of  higher  standing, 
matter  of  fact,  the  clause  did  not  i 
the  minimum  below  that  which 
found  necessary  in  the  case  of  g< 
courts  martial  abroad. 
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OoLonz.  ALEXANDER  said,  that 
what  he  wished  to  point  out  to  his  right 
Hon.  Friend  was  that  the  Act  of  1879 
fixed  nine  as  the  minimum  for  all  general 
ooorts  martial  assembled  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  Malta,  Gibraltar,  and  the 
East  Indies;  seven  for  Bermuda  and 
Nora  Sootia;  and  five  for  any  Colony  or 
iny  other  place  out  of  the  Queen's  Do- 
minions. He  did  not  see  how  it  was  not 
possible  to  continue  that  arrangement, 
ind  why  the  number  should  not  be  nine 
in  the  United  Kingdom  as  heretofore. 

Mb.  CHILDE1EU3:  I  think  there  is 
something  in  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
ind  pliant  Gentleman,  and  on  the  Be- 
port  I  will  consider  the  desirability  of 
introducing  nine  as  the  number  for  the 
United  Kingdom  and  the  East  Indies. 

OoLONSL  ALEXANDER  said,  he  was 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  concession,  <md  would  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by.  leaye,  withdrawn. 

OoLonL  ALEXANDER  said,  that  for 
flie  same  reason  he  proposed  to  amend 
the  dause  in  regard  to  district  courts 
martial.  The  clause  reduced  the  num- 
ber of  officers  composing  a  regimental 
eonit  martial  from  Bye  to  three,  and  also 
reduced  the  number  of  a  district  court 
martial  from  seyen  to  three.  He  would 
more  that  the  nimiber  "  fiye  "  be  sub- 
ititated  fbr  a  district  court  martial. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  sub-section 
4,  line  19,  to  substitute  <«fiye"  for 
"three."— (CM01M/  Alexander.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'flnee'  staad  partof  the  Clause." 

Ub.  OSBOBNE  MORGAN  said,  he 
woold  introduce  an  Amendment  on  the 
Beport,  making  the  number  uniform. 

CoLoirBL  ALEXANDER  intimated 
{hat  upon  that  understanding  he  would 
act  press  the  Amendment. 

Amendmenti  by  leaye,  withdrawn, 

(3mxlb0  23  agreed  io. 

OhuDOfl  24  to  84,  indusiye,  agreed  to. 

Pay. 

Cbiised5  (Amendment  of  ss.  133  to 
116  as  to  penal  stoppages  from  ordinary 
PV). 

CbuxHiL  AUEXANDER  asked  for  an 
fl^ilaaatioii  with  respect  to  sub-section 


A  of  this  clause.  The  powers  of  com- 
manding officers  were  considerably  in- 
creased by  the  Act  of  1879,  and  it  seemed 
to  him  that  this  sub-section  would  tend 
to  induce  commanding  officers  to  keep 
soldiers  in  confinement,  thereby  delaying 
the  punishment  due  to  their  offences, 
which  ought  to  be  awarded  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  that  would  not 
be  the  effect  of  the  clause,  which  was 
intended  to  correct  that  portion  of  the 
Act  of  1879  which  provided  that  a 
soldier  absent  without  leaye  should  for- 
feit his  pay  during  his  absence,  and  also 
for  every  day  of  his  imprisonment  and 
detention  on  the  charge  for  which  ho 
was  brought  before  the  court  martial. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  found  no 
provision  in  the  clause  that  where  a 
commanding  officer  delayed  to  bring  a 
soldier  to  punishment  the  soldier  should 
not  suffer  for  the  delay  caused  by  the 
misconduct  of  the  commanding  officer. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  that 
Section  45  of  the  Act  of  1879  provided 
that  the  soldier  should  be  brought  to 
trial  within  eight  days. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  that 
sub-section  3  would,  in  his  opinion, 
effect  a  considerable  improvement  on  the 
existing  practice.  There  were  amongst 
commandiDg  officers  different  methods 
of  calculation  with  regard  to  the  days  of 
a  soldier's  absence  without  leave ;  and, 
therefore,  this  portion  of  the  clause 
could  not  but  be  regarded  as  effecting  a 
g^eat  improvement.  But,  then,  the  next 
sub-section  went  in  the  opposite  direc- 
tion ;  and  the  Government,  it  would 
seem,  took  away  with  one  hand  what 
they  had  given  with  the  other.  He, 
therefore,  begged  to  move  its  omission. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  16,  line  1,  leave  out  from  "or" 
to  the  end  of  the  sub-section. —  (Colonul  Alex^ 
ander.") 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  trusted  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  pressed.  It 
had  been  deemed  right  that  the  com- 
manding officer  should  have  power  to 
inflict  heavier  punishment  where  neces- 
sary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  86  agreed  to. 

Exemptions  of  Officers  and  Soldiers, 

Clause  37  (Exemptions  from  jury). 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
it  was  a  question  of  importance  whether 
the  Militia  and  Volunteers,  when  called 
out  for  training,  should  not  be  exempt 
from  serving  upon  juries.  He  had  known 
one  or  two  cases  where  men  belon^ng 
to  these  branches  of  the  Service  nad 
been  called  upon  to  serve  during  the 
time  they  were  in  camp ;  and,  therefore, 
he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Childers)  whether  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible to  exempt  these  persons  from  serv- 
ing on  juries  during  their  periods  of 
training  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  that  this  ques- 
tion had  been  gone  into  by  him  on  a 
former  occasion,  when  it  was  found  that 
there  were  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
making  the  exemptions  suggested  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  although  the 
law  exempted  persons  belonging  to  the 
Militia  from  serving  on  juries  during 
the  period  of  their  training. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  considered 
that  words  should  be  introduced  to  pre- 
vent Volunteer  officers  being  called  upon 
to  serve  on  juries. 

Mr.  CBLIIiDERS  said,  there  was  con- 
siderable difficulty  involved  in  this  ques- 
tion with  respect  to  the  Volunteer  Ser- 
vice. He  was  not  prepared  to  introduce 
any  words  into  this  Act  providing  for 
the  exemption  of  Volunteer  officers  from 
serving  on  juries. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  38  to  42,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  43  (Amendment  of  s.  171  as  to 
application  of  the  Act  to  Royal  Marines), 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  Army 
Discipline  and  Regulation  Act  of  1879, 
he  had  drawn  attention  to  the  question 
of  Marines  landed  and  serving  on  shore, 
and  had  referred  to  a  case  where  a  body 
of  Marines  had  been,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, for  14  days  subject  neither 
to  the  Mutiny  Act  nor  any  discipline 
Act  whatever.  He  asked  that  the  word 
''  shall "  should  be  substituted  for  the 
word  '*may,"  so  as  to  make  it  clear 
that  a  Marine  force  serving  on  shore 
would  be  under  the  Army  Discipline 
luid  Regulation  Act. 
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Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  he  fhonght  it 
better  that  the  wording  of  the  dause 
should  remain  for  the  present. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  44  to  47,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  48  (Amendment  of  s.  181  as  to 
definition  of  active  service  in  certain 
cases). 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  this 
clause  gave  great  power  to  the  Govemon 
of  Colonies,  and  to  oommandine  officers 
of  troops  out  of  Her  Majesty's  Domi- 
nions. The  Committee  would  see  by 
the  6th  clause  of  the  Act  of  1879  that  a 
very  great  distinction  was  drawn  between 
offences  committed  on  active  service  and 
those  committed  at  other  times.  For  in- 
stance, a  soldier  who,  on  active  service, 
was  guilty  of  sleeping  or  being  drunk  at 
his  post,  was,  on  conviction  by  court 
martial,  liable  to  the  penalty  of  death ; 
while,  for  the  same  offences  committed 
when  not  on  active  service,  he  was  liable 
to  imprisonment  only.  He  thought  the 
Committee  should  hesitate  before  they 
conferred  upon  the  Governors  of  Oolo- 
'Uies  or  upon  officers  commanding  troops 
out  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions  such 
extensive  powers  as  were  proposed  by 
this  clause. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  refer 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  the 
following  clause,  which  provided  that  the 
Governor  of  a  Colony  or  the  command- 
ing officer  of  troops,  if  they  had  the 
means  of  direct  communication  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  should  ob- 
tain his  consent  before  carrying  out  the 
sentence. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  pointed  out 
that  it  would  have  been  impossible  to 
communicate  directly  with  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  the  case  of  the  outbreak  of 
the  Zulu  War,  because  there  waa  no 
telegraph  with  the  Cape  at  the  time. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  re- 
gretted  to  say  that  he  considered  this 
clause  to  be  absolutely  necessary,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  circumstances  had 
arisen  which  had  compelled  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  to  insert  it  in  the  Bill,  aJthough 
it  might  be  true  that  the  punishment  of 
flogging  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question,  yet  the  abolition  of  that  punish- 
ment had  made  it  absolutely  neceasaxy 
tiiat  the  powers  provided  for  in  ih9 
clause  should  be  granted. 
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to.  O'DONNELL  aaid,  tlie  practical 
effect  of  the  clause  would  oe  tbat 
offendora  on  active  service  would  be 
liable  in  future  to  much  severer  penalties 
than  at  present.  He  thought  the  clause 
should  DC  revised,  1)ecause  he  objected 
to  a  commander  having  ^wer,  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  punismng  a  certain 
class  of  offences,  to  create  a  fictitious 
state  of  war  ad  h6o. 

Mb.  OHILDEES  said,  that  all  cases 
^ould  be  most  carefully  revised. 

Olanse  agrssd  io, 

Glauses  49  and  50,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Ammdmeni  of  Regimental  Debts  Act. 

Clause  51  (Amendment  of  26  and  27 
Yict.  0.  57  as  to  collection,  disposal  of 
effects  of  deceased  officers  and  soldiers). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ohtldkbs, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  25,  line  15, 
after  *'  may,"  by  inserting  **  after  such 
notice  only,  if  any,  as  is  determined  in 
the  regulations;"  in  page  25,  line  18, 
after  **  soldier,"  by  inserting  ''  and  may 
dispose  of  the  same." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  52  to  54,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  oon- 
aidered  upon  Thursday, 

WILD  BIRDS  PROTECTION  ACT  (1880) 

AMilNDMENT  BILL— [Xorrf*.]— [B"'i'  226.] 

(Mr.  Courtney.) 

OOlOaTTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Amendment  of  s.  8  of  48 
Imd  44  Vict.  c.  85). 

Ametidment  proposed, 

In  paffe  2,  line  4,  to  leave  out  after  the  word 
^  Provided  '*  to  the  words  '*  eighteen  hundred 
and  eighty  '*  in  line  6. — {Mr.  Courtmf,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
C^U^e." 

Mb.  DILLWTN  said,  he  must  object 
to  the  Amendment.  Sub-section  8  was 
inserted  to  prevent  tiie  dei^truction  of 
birds  wiiich  were  not  noxious,  and  did 
not  increAde  too  fast,  but  rather  the  con- 

YOL.  COLXIY.    [TmBD  sxribs.] 


torary.  Such  birds  ought  to  be  protected, 
and  for  that  purpose  this  section  was 

Mb.  &OMASSON  urged  the  unde- 
sirability  of  encouraging  the  killing  of 
these  birds  in  foreign  countries  by  allow- 
ing them  to  be  sola  in  this  countey. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn)  had  rather  misunderstood  the 
object  of  the  dause,  and  contended  that 
the  effect  of  the  sub-section  was  to  ex- 
tend protection  to  the  importer. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  2  and  8  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 


SAVINGS   BANKS   AND   POST    OFFICE 
SAVINGS  BANKS,  AND  SECURITIES 
IN  CHANCERY  DIVISION. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  said,  the  state  of 
the  House  showed  the  hopelessness  of 
opposing  these  Besolutions  to-night ; 
but  he  appealed  to  the  Oovemment^ 
when  they  were  so  strong  that  they 
could  do  whatever  they  pleased,  to  be 
merciful  as  well  as  strong,  and  not  to 

frees  the  Committee  to  commit  die 
louse  to  a  measure  which  was  fkr  firom 
advisable.  The  meaning  of  these  Beso- 
lutions now  to  be  proposed  was  to  im- 
pose £2,000,000  a-year  of  taxation  on  the 
country  for  21  years,  and  that  was  fax  too 
important  a  proposal  to  be  brought  up 
in  the  expiring  hours  of  an  arduous  Ses- 
sion, when  the  country  had  had  no  o^p- 
portunity  of  considering  whether  the 
proposal  was  good  or  bad.  He  did  not 
wish  at  present  to  discuss  its  goodness  or 
badness,  but  to  raise  die  question  of  the 
Ck>vemment  bringing  it  forward  at  such 
a  time  when  so  veiy  many  Members  had 

g>ne  home  under  the  impression  that  no 
usiness  of  importance  or  of  surprise 
would  be  brougnt  before  the  House. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAYENDISH 
explained  that  these  Resolutions  were 
only  px^liminary  to  the  introduction  of 
a  Bill,  and  that,  so  far  from  tl^e  proposal 
being  a  surprise^  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  cldarly  explained  the 
matter  in  his  Bddget  speech. 
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(1.)  SMolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  grant 
powers  for  the  conyernon  of  certain  Gk>yem- 
ment  Annuities  standing  in  the  names  of  the 
Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of  the  National 
Debt,  on  account  of  the  Fund  for  the  Banks  for 
Savings,  and  also  on  account  of  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks  Fund,  into  certain  other  Stocks 
and  Annuities,  and  to  provide  for  due  payment 
thereof  out  of  the  C!onsolidated  Fund. 

(2.)  Bf solved.  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  conversion  of  a  portion  of  the  Government 
Stocks  or  Annuities  standing  in  the  name  of 
the  Paymaster  General  on  b^ialf  of  Chancery 
into  certain  other  Stocks  or  Annuities,  and  to 
provide  the  guarantee  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
for  the  security  of  such  Government  Stocks. 

(3.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  conversion  of  certain  Exchequer  Bonds  into 
Permanent  Annuities. 

(4.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  exx>edient  to  amend 
<<  The  Savings  Bank  Act,  1880.*' 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  TQ-mwrrow. 

CORONERS  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  230.] 
{Mr,  Healy,  Mr,  Gray,  Mr,  Barry.) 
Lords'  Amendment  considered, 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  understood  that 
there  had  been  an  Amendment  made  by 
the  Lords  which  was  a  breach  of  the 
Privileges  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Personally,  he  should  have  no  objection 
to  it ;  but  as  it  was  a  breach  of  the  Pri- 
vileges of  the  Commons,  he  would  move 
to  disagree  with  the  Lords  in  the  said 
Amendment. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  appointed,  ''to  draw  up  Reasons 
to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing  to 
the  Amendment  made  by  The  Lords  to  the 
Coroners  Bill:" — Mr.  Hbaly,  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  0*Don- 
NBLL,  Colonel  Barttelot,  and  Lord  Frederick 
Catendish: — Three  to  be  the  quorum: — To 
withdraw  immediately. 

Reason  for  disagreement  to  The  Lords  Amend- 
ment reported,  and  agreed  to  : — To  be  conmiuni- 
cated  to  The  Lords. 


EAST  INDIAN  LOANS,   ANNUITIES,    &C. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  remission  of  the  loan  of  two  million  pounds, 
advanced  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the 
Government  of  India,  under  the  authority  of 
•*  The  Indian  Advance  Act,  1879." 

(2.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  conversion  into  Terminable  Annuities  of  the 
Permanent  Annuities  created  under  the  authority 
of  "  The  East  Indian  Loan  (Annuities)  Act, 
1879.*'  ^  ' 

(3.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  increase 
the  annual  charge  on  the  (Consolidated  Fund  for 
the  National  Debt,  by  induding  therein  the 


amount  of  the  Pennaaent  Annmtiet  created 
under  the  authority  of  "  The  East  Indian  Loan 
(Annuities)  Act,  1879,"  or  the  amount  of  the 
Terminable  Annuities  into  which  the  said  Per- 
manent Annuities  may  be  converted. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morroto, 


IBISH  CHUBCH  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Edward  Fobsteb, 
Bill  to  make  provision  for  the  future  adminis- 
tration of  the  property,  and  the  performance  of 
the  duties  vested  in  the  Commissioners  of 
Church  Temporalities  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  William  Edward  Forstbr, 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland. 

BUlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  235.] 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
2\teedasf,2ndJtigu9ty  1881. 


MINTrTES.l— Public  Bills— FiWf  Reading^ 
Royal  Umversity  of  Ireland  *  (194) ;  Pnblio 
Works  Loans  •(106). 

Second  Reading — Land  Law  (Ireland)  (187). 

Committee — Report— VreBom^^on,  of  Life  (Soot- 
land)  •  (142-107). 

7AtW  i^MMfin^— MetropoUtan  Open  Spaces  Act 
(1877)  Amendment*  (164);  Public  Loans 
(Ireland)  Remission  •  (176),  bjhSl  pasted, 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— (No.  187.) 

{The  Lord  Frivy  Seal,) 

SECOND  READING.       [sECOND  NIOHT.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
adjourned  debate  on  the  motion  for  the 
Second  Beading,  read. 

Debate  resumed  accordingly. 

The  Duke  op  AEGTLL  :  My  Lords, 
in  rising  to  resume  the  debate  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  I 
am  yery  anxious  not  to  detain  the  HouBe 
upon  any  details,  or  upon  any  of  those 
subsidiary  parts  of  the  measure,  which 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  last  evening  desig- 
nated ' '  as  ornamental."  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  I  agree  with  the  statement  that 
those  parts  of  the  Bill  are  purely  oxna- 
mentai.  I  hope,  though  they  are  more 
limited  than  1  could  have  desired,  that^ 
however  ornamental  they  may  be,  they 
will  be  of  some  substantial  value.    But| 


Digitized  by 


Google 


408 


ZffUfjCMff 


I  August  2,  1881 1 


at  all  erents,  my  Lords,  they  are  not 
those  parts  of  me  Bill  to  which  our 
attention  ought  to  be  directed  on  the 
second  reading,  and  mj  desire  now  is  to 
concentrate  the  attention  of  the  House 
n|K>n  the  general  scope  and  bearing  of 
this  Bill  as  concerns  the  relations  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland. 
My  Lords,  this  measure,  like  every  other 
measure  affecting  the  interests  of  large 
numbers  of  people,  must  always  be 
Tiewed  in  two  different  aspects.  The 
first  is  its  own  intrinsic  yalue ;  and  the 
second  is  its  relations  to  those  circum- 
stances which  constitute  political  neces- 
sity in  this  country.  My  Lords,  it  is  a 
happy  state  of  things  when  those  two 
aspects  are  combined;  and  almost  as 
happy  a  circumstance  when  those  two 
aspects,  which  appear  different  at  the 
time,  coincide,  and  are  proved  by  history 
to  be  really  the  same.  There  have  been 
occasions  in  this  House,  and  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  when  measures 
bays  been  carried  by  pressure  from  with- 
out, and  purely  under  circumstances  of 
political  necessity,  which  have  after- 
wards recommended  themselves  to  the 
oonsdences  and  convictions  of  men  as 
measures  of  justice  as  well  as  of  neces- 
si^.  Such,  my  Lords,  was  the  Boman 
Catholic  BeUef  BiU.  When  the  Duke 
of  Wellixiffton  introduced  that  measure 
into  this  House,  he  made  no  secret  that 
he  pressed  it  on  the  adoption  of  the 
House  as  a  matter  of  pure  political  ne- 
cessity. Its  object  was  to  repeal  one  of 
the  great  curses  of  the  country — the  last 
of  those  jpenal  laws  which  had  been  in 
ferce  against  the  Boman  Catholics ;  and 
although  this  House  at  that  time  passed 
flat  measure  merely  from  political  ne- 
cessity, I  imagine  there  are  not  three 
men  in  this  House  now  who  would  not 
admit  that  it  was  a  right  and  a  just 
measure  to  admit  a  large  majority  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  a  share  in  the 
government  of  their  country.  But  ho 
woold  be  a  bold  man  who  would  assert 
that  every  measure  which  is  pressed 
vpon  Parliament  as  a  measure  of  politi- 
eal  necessity  is,  therefore,  a  just  and  a 
vise  measure.  My  own  impression  is 
Aero  never  has  been  a  wider  gap  than 
that  which  exists  in  regard  to  this  mea- 
sne  between  its  own  intrinsic  merit  and 
the  xeoommendations  which  arise  from 
tttemal  dronmstances.  My  Lords,  I 
ftoaght  I  oould  trace  in  the  debate  last 
^ght  some  feeling  of  bitterness  and 
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almost  of  humiliation  that  we  felt  our- 
selves obliged  to  accept  a  measure  to 
which  many  of  us  have  such  strong  and 
fundamental  objections.  Depend  upon 
it,  my  Lords,  this  House  does  not  stand 
alone  in  that  respect.  That  feeling,  I 
suspect,  is  as  great  in  "  another  place." 
It  has  been  carried  by  authority  idone, 
and  let  me  remind  the  House,  because 
it  is  important  that  not  only  this  House 
but  also  the  country  should  be  aware,  of 
the  circumstances  which  constitute  the 
political  necessity  for  this  measure.  In 
the  first  place,  it  has  been  brought 
forward  by  a  Qovemment  which  has 
been  lately  installed  in  power  after  one 
of  the  greatest  and  most  violent  revul- 
sions of  public  feeling  which  has  ever 
taken  place  in  the  political  history  of 
this  country.  In  the  second  place,  it 
has  been  made  a  test  question  with  that 
Government,  and  the  whole  weight  has 
been  cast  into  the  scale  of  the  personal 
authority  of  the  Prime  Minister,  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  whose  high  character, 
whose  imquestionable  genius,  whose  ex- 
traordinary powers,  and  whose  splendid 
services  have  not  unnaturally  led  thou- 
sands of  his  countrymen  to  place  in  his 
hands  almost  their  reason  and  their  con- 
science. In  the  third  and  next  place, 
my  Lords,  there  is  that  natural  fear  of 
the  consequences  of  the  defeat  of  this 
Government;  the  dread  of  the  conse- 
quences of  a  Dissolution  of  Parliament 
at  this  time,  in  Ireland,  and  even  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  that  is  a  contin- 
gency which  none  of  us  can  contemplate 
without  serious  anxiety.  Last  of  all, 
my  Lords,  there  has  been  the  spectacle 
of  the  dreadful  anarchy  in  Ireland,  an 
anarchy  during  which  great  parts  of 
the  population  have  appeared — I  hope 
it  has  boon  only  in  appearance — to  have 
had  sympathy  [with  crimes  which  are 
not  only  dreadful,  but  many  of  them 
loathsome  in  their  character,  and  which 
would  have,  been  a  disgrace  to  the 
barbarians  of  Fiji.  Then,  my  Lords, 
comes  that  weariness  of  Parliamentary 
Obstruction,  that  sense  of  the  whole 
Business  of  England  and  of  Scotiand 
and  of  the  United  Kingdom  being  pre- 
vented from  being  conducted  with  any 
success  or  even  decency  by  the  urgency 
of  this  Irish  anarchy  breeding  a  spirit 
in  this  country  of  almost  complete  in- 
difference to  what  is  done,  and  a  desire  of 
granting  anything  rather  than  that  there 
should  be  a  continuance  of  these  scan- 
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dais.  These  form  a  combination  of  cir- 
cumstances, .  my  Lords,  which  tell  not 
only  in  this  House,  but,  I  am  sure,  tell 
much  more  powerfully  in  the  other 
House  of  Faniament ;  and,  therefore,  I 
beg  tiiis  House  not  to  suppose  that  if 
we  are,  to  a  certain  extent,  placed  in 
circumstances  of  humiliation,  that  those 
circumstances  are  peculiar  to  the  House 
of  Lords.  They  are  by  no  means  so.  My 
Lords,  when  I  hear  the  language  which 
is  uttered  out-of-doors  by  iViends  of  my 
own,  and  belonging  to  my  own  political 
Party  with  regard  to  this  measure,  and 
with  regard  to  the  necessity  of  passing 
it,  I  am  a  little  reminded  of  that  de- 
scription given  in  that  well-known  work 
by  Miss  Edge  worth,  to  which  I  referred 
the  other  day,  in  which  a  retainer  of 
Castle  Rackrent  narrates  to  a  companion 
how  his  master,  having  stood  for  the 
county  and  obtained  his  seat,  went  off 
to  Dublin  and  joined  that  company  of 
persons  who  knew  how  to  support  the 
Government  most  honourably  against 
his  Party.  Now,  I  feel  the  necessity 
of  the  circumstances  in  which  we  are 
placed ;  but,  submitting  to  these  neces- 
sities, I  think  it  is  most  important  we 
should  form  a  clear  estimate  of  that 
which  we  are  sacrificing.  What,  then, 
is  the  general  object  of  this  measure  ? 
My  Lords,  this  measure  has  these  two 
main  objects.  First  of  all,  it  is  to  em- 
power three  very  respectable  gentlemen 
to  dictate  the  price  of  the  hiring  of  land 
all  over  a  great  countrv  inhabited  by 
5,000,000  of  men.  In  the  second  place, 
it  is  to  enable  every  tenant  in  Ireland 
to  sell  that  which  may  not  be  his  own 
by  law,  by  custom,  or  by  equity.  Now, 
these  two  sentences  contain  a  literally 
true  and  exact  description  of  the  ffreat 
aims  and  objects  of  tms  measure.  Now, 
I  will  take  these  in  their  order,  but  in 
an  order  the  reverse  of  that  in  which 
they  are  mentioned  in  the  Bill;  for, 
strange  to  say,  this  Bill  deals  first  with 
the  question  of  sale,  and,  second,  with 
the  question  of  the  valuation  of  rents. 
But  in  the  statement  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  especially  in  the  statement  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
(Government,  the  question  of  the  valua- 
tion of  rents  was  nut  first,  and  that  of 
Bale  second.  Mr.  (Gladstone's  speech  in 
the  HooBe  of  (3ommoii8  has  now  been 
paUiahed  lA  tibe  £arm  of  a  pamphlet, 
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subject,  it  is  remarkable  to  notice  the 
description  my  right  hon.  Friend  gives 
of  the  object  of  the  measure  with  re- 
gard to  the  valuation  of  land.  He 
says — 

"I  come  to  the  great  qaestion  wHch,  I 
think,  must  constitute  the  salient  point  and 
cardinal  principle  of  the  Bill,  the  institution  of 
a  Court  which  is  to  take  cognizance  of  rent, 
and  which,  in  taking  cognizance  of  rent,  will 
also,  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  not 
bo  debarred  trom  taking  cognizance  of  tenure 
and  assignment." 

And  he  also  speaks  of  the  Court  as  ''  an 
optional  Court  for  regulating  rent." 
Now,  in  the  first  place,  I  must  demur  to 
the  accuracy  of  the  description.  It  is 
not,  strictly  speaking,  an  optional  Court 
at  all — that  is  to  say,  it  is  not  a  mere 
Court  of  Arbitration  to  which  both  par- 
ties may  go  and  have  access,  but  it  is  a 
Court  to  which  everybody  may  be  driven 
by  somebody  else.  Now,  that  is  a  veiy 
different  thing  from  an  optional  Court ; 
and  I  must  say,  in  passing,  I  am  not  at 
all  sure  that  an  optional  Court,  in  the 
shape  of  a  Court  of  Arbitration,  would 
not  have  been  almost  necessary  in  the 
present  circumstances  of  Ireland.  In- 
deed, I  believe,  in  the  circumstances  of 
anarchy  in  which  the  country  is,  the 
landlords  would  almost  unanimously 
have  been  delighted  to  appeal  to  such  a 
Court  in  regard  to  the  fairness  of  their 
rents ;  and  this  I  can  say,  that  a  very 
great  number  of  my  own  Friends,  who 
are  strongly  against  the  Bill  as  a  whole, 
have  not  been  against  this  part  of  it, 
considered  as  establishing  an  optional 
Court.  Now,  this  is  the  principle  of 
the  Bill — that  three  private  gentlemen, 
I  believe  of  the  highest  character  and 
attainments,  are  enabled,  compulsorily, 
at  the  instance  of  any  one  of  the  two 
parties,  to  compel  everybody  in  Ireland  to 
submit  to  them  the  hiring  and  price  of 
land,  in  order  that  it  may  be  settled  at 
their  discretion.  I  must  say,  apart  from 
the  political  circumstances  called  the 
pecuhar  relations  of  Ireland,  of  these 
two  provisions,  one  of  them  is  eminently 
ridiculous,  and  the  other  is  eminently 
unjust.  A  universal  power  of  valuii^^ 
rent  by  three  men  all  over  Ireland  is 
eminently  ridiculous,  and  the  giving  of 
an  absolute  riffht  of  sale  to  everybody, 
whether  they  liave  acquired  it  or  not, 
is,  to  my  mind,  eminently  unjust.  It 
does  not  require  to  be  an  inhabitant  of 
Jupiter  or  Saturn  to  perceive  the  abscuv 
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dify  in  the  one  case,  and  the  injustice  in 
the  other.'  And  liere  t  may  remark  tlhat 
I  was  much  struck  by  the  quotation  of 
&e  noble  Marquef»  from  a  ixenoh  Jour- 
nal, which  shows  yery  fiiirly  the  opmion 
of  foreigners  as  to  tMs  proposal.  The 
next  thing  I  wish  to  point  out  is  this — 
that  this  principle  or  yaluiug  rents  for 
the  future  was  denounced  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  in  1870  in  the  strongest  lan- 
guage. Kow,  I  do  not  quote  these  things 
for  uie  purpose  of  fixing  a  charge  of  in- 
consLstency  on  my  right  hon.  Enend.  I 
quote  Uiem  as  expressing  my  own 
opinions  at  the  present  moment.  I  hap- 
pened to  be  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  that  time,  and  consented  to  the 
Bill  of  1870,  on  the  understanding  that 
these  were  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  these  were  the  principles 
of  the  BiH.  Now,  just  listen  to  the  lan- 
guage in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
refers  to  the  question  of  the  power  of 
valuing  the  rents  of  land  in  Ireland — 

"Sliall  I  XMUy  be  told  that  it  is  for  the 
mtereet  of  the  Iruh  tenant  bidding  for  a  farm 
that  the  law  should  say  to  him — '  Cast  aside  all 
proTidenoe  and  forethought ;  go  into  the  mar- 
ket aiod  bid  what  you  hke;  drive  out  of  the 
field  the  pmdent  man  who  means  to  fulfil  his 
engagement ;  bid  right  above  him,  and  induce 
the  landloxd  to  give  you  the  farm,  and  the  mo- 
ment you  have  got  it  come  forward,  go  to  the 
pnnblic  authority,  show  that  the  rent  is  exces- 
nve,  and  that  you  cannot  pay  it,  and  get  it 
reduced.'  If  I  could  conceive  a  plan  more 
calculated  than  anything  else,  first  of  all,  for 
throwing  into  confusion  the  whole  economical 
amngements  of  the  coimtry;  secondly,  for 
driving  oat  of  the  field  all  solvent  and  honest 
men  who  might  be  bidders  for  farms,  and  might 
desize  to  carry  on  the  honourable  business  of 
agriculture;  thirdly,  for  carrying  wideqnread 
demoralization  throughout  the  whole  mass  of 
the  Irish  people,  I  must  say,  as  at  present  ad- 
vised—to ocmfine  mjself  to  the  present,  and 
m4il  otherwise  convinoed— it  is  this  plan  and 
tins  demandy  that  we  should  embody  in  our 
Bin,  as  a  part  of  permanent  legislation,  a  pro- 
riaion  by  which  men  shall  be  told  that  there 
shall  be  an  authority  always  existing,  ready  to 
release  them  from  the  contracts  they  have 
ddiberately  entered  into." — [3  Hansard,  cxdx. 
1846.] 

I  beg  the  House  to  observe  that  this  is 
not  an  argument  of  mere  expediency. 
It  is  not  a  teipnorary  argument  refer- 
rbg  to  any  parncular  state  of  things. 
It  is  an  argument  founded  on  moralityi 
and  it  points  out  that  to  give  this 
tertible  power  of  re-valuing  rents  to 
the  Irish  tenants  will  be  a  demoral- 
izing influence  in  this  country.  Now» 
I  say,  what  tias  happened  since  1870  to 
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altef  the  bearing  of  thai  argument  ? 
Nothing  whatever,  as  regards  the  mciritB 
of  the  question.  There  is  but  one  an- 
swer, and  one  only;  and  I  wish  ihe  Go- 
vernment had  the  oouraee  to  state  it 
frankly,  and  not  go  beatmg  about  the 
bush,  fishing  for  means  of  reconciling 
thin^  that  cannot  be  reconciled,  and 
provmg  language  to  be  consistent  wit^ 
their  present  conduct  which  is  utterly 
inconsistent  with  it — there  is  but  one 
answer,  and  that  is  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  are  now  so  thoroughly  demoral- 
ized that  even  this  cannot  demoralize 
them  more.  Now,  if  this  measure  were 
confined  to  the  poorest  class  of  tenants, 
I  must  say  that,  eveu  as  regards  its  own 
intrinsic  claims,  there  might  be  a  good 
deal  to  sav  for  it.  There  is  no  dbubt 
whatever  tnat  the  poorest  class  of  ten- 
ants in  Ireland  are  comparatively  weak 
and  helpless ;  and  I  believe,  notwith- 
standing the  abstract  doctrines  of  politi- 
cal economy,  that  most  Members  of  this 
House  would  be  willing  to  entertain 
exceptional  measures  as  regards  those 
exceptionally  poor  and  weak  tenants. 
Certainly,  indeed,  this  House,  iii  the 
Act  of  1870,  did  pass  a  measure  whicli 
was  especially  directed  to  ^viuj^  com- 
pensation on  an  increasing  scale  in  pro- 
portion to  pover^  and  the  size  of  the 
holding.  But  this  is  to  apply  to  all 
tenants  in  Ireland,  and  to  include  men 
quite  as  competent  to  make  a  bargain 
as  any  one  Member  of  this  House.  My 
Lords,  I  heard  with  surarise  my  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  (Lord  Car- 
lingford)  last  night  arguing  that  there 
should  he  no  exemption  in  regard  to  the 
large  tenant,  because  he  says  they  have 
a  larger  stake  in  the  country.  What 
has  that  to  do  with  it  ?  If  they  have  a 
larger  stake  in  the  country  they  are 
perfectly  competent  to  take  care  of  their 
own  sta^ke,  and  do  not  need  the  protec- 
tion of  this  Bill ;  and  I  must  say  that 
in  this  argument  there  could  be  no  dif- 
ference between  tenants  of  different  sized 
holdings.  My  noble  Friend  is  not  con- 
sistent with  Ins  own  Bill,  because,  after 
all,  eyen  in  this  Bill  it  is  provided  that, 
ahove  a  certain  stage,  free  contract  is 
to  be  allowed.  Now,  with  regard  to 
tliis  Court  for  the  valuation  of  rent,  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion,  I  must 
frankly  say,  that  such  a  measure  is 
necessary  in  Ireland ;  and  li  shows  an 
extraordinary  ignorance  and  thoughtleijiB- 
ness  of  men  upon  this  subject  that  it 
[aeeond  Nigiu.-]  .^ 
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has  been  held  that  the  observations 
which  I  ventured  to  address  to  your 
Lordships  some  weeks  ago  indicated  that 
I  was  adverse  to  such  a  proposition. 
Most  people  have  thought  so  ;  but  the 
argument  tells  the  other  waj.  Mj  ob- 
ject was  to  prove  that  the  accusations 
brought  against  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
before  the  Bessborough  Commission 
were,  almost  in  every  case,  false.  That 
was  my  argument,  and  that  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  took  no  pains  to 
test  these  falsehoods.  Very  well ;  I  want 
the  Court  to  do  that.  I  want  the  Court 
to  do  what  the  Bessborough  Commission 
did  not  do.  This  is  perfectly  consistent 
with  my  argument,  for  I  never  saw  or 
read  a  document  which  was  so  painfully 
full  of  error  as  the  Eeport  of  the  Evi- 
dence of  that  Commission.  It  is  redolent 
of  the  atmosphere  of  falsehood  and  im- 
posture, and  that  is  my  reason,  and 
no  other,  for  wishing  a  valuation  of 
rent  by  a  competent  tribunal  in  Ireland. 
And  now  I  must  say  that  the  speech  of 
my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
last  night  gave  me  an  additional  reason 
for  wishing  that  the  Court  should  inves- 
tigate facts.  I  proved  to  your  Lord- 
ships the  other  day  that  subordinate 
Members  of  the  Administration  had  been 
repeating  stories  against  the  landlords 
which,  on  investigation,  proved  to  be 
groundless,  and  one  of  which  an  investi- 
gation of  no  more  than  10  minutes  would 
have  shown  to  be  false.  Well,  my  noble 
Friend  last  evening  made  no  accusation 
of  that  kind  ;  but  he  did  make  another 
statement,  without  one  syllable  of  ex- 
planation as  to  the  evidence  on  which 
he  founds  one  of  the  most  wild  and 
violent  propositions  in  the  measure.  I 
am  not,  however,  now  saying  it  may  not 
be  necessary,  in  the  present  state  of 
Ireland,  as  a  measure  for  giving  to  this 
Court  an  absolute  power  of  dissolving 
leases.  When  I  left  the  Government 
there  was  no  question  of  touching  leases, 
and  the  Bill  as  it  was  introduced  into 
the  House  of  Commons  did  not  touch 
them,  and  the  provision  I  speak  of  was 
added  at  a  later  stage.  My  noble  Friend 
last  night  admitted  that  it  was  a  violent 
course  ;  but  what  did  he  say  ?  He  spoke 
to  this  effect—**  You  will  think  it  a  very 
strange  proposition;  but  the  more  I  in- 
vestigate the  subject  the  more  convinced 
I  am  of  the  necessity  of  revising  the  con- 
ditions under  which  iniquitous  leases  have 
been  giveOi  in  order  to  bring  them  to  an 
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end."  Now,  I  never  heard  a  Minister 
make  such  a  demand  upon  Parliament 
without  supporting  it  by  evidence.  A 
measure  which  leads  to  the  breaking  of 
all  contracts  my  noble  Friend  asks  you  to 
assent  to,  because,  as  he  says,  without 
evidence,  the  most  iniquitous  leases  have 
been  given.  He  does  not  even  give  a 
hint  to  the  House  what  the  nature  of 
those  leases  was.  I  do  not  want  him  to 
^ve  names,  because  that  is  dangerous 
m  Ireland.  I  want  him  simply  to  de- 
scribe what  is  the  nature  of  the  leases 
he  describes  as  iniquitous,  and  we  shall 
be  entitled  to  hear  as  to  the  particular 
terms  of  those  leases.  In  regard  to  the 
point,  I  would  remind  your  Lordships 
that  the  Act  of  1870  deliberately  adopted 
the  principle  that  an  agricultural  lease 
of  30  years  would  exhaust  the  tenant's 
interest  in  all  agricultural  improvements 
except  buildings.  I  will  now  direct  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  another  important 
point.  It  is  one  of  the  fundamental  points 
connected  with  this  Bill.  When  I  was  a 
Member  of  the  Government  there  was  a 
guiding  principle  laid  down  for  this 
Court ;  the  absolute  power  was  not  given 
without  an  indication  on  the  part  of 
Parliament  to  a  general  principle  on 
which  the  Court  was  to  pr(K>eed.  Not 
only  was  this  so,  but  my  ri^ht  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister,  in  his  speech 
on  the  Second  Beading,  used  these 
words — 

**  Wo  have  thought  it  oar  duty  to  endeavour 
to  grapple  with  the  very  difficult  task — ^where 
none  ol  the  Commission  show  any  paiticular 
readiness  to  deal  with  it — of  giving  to  the  Court 
some  guidance  in  its  efforts  to  arrive  at  a  fair 
rent."— [8  Hansard,  cdx.  000.] 

Observe,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  speaks  of  it  as  a  "  duty  " 
on  the  i)art  of  the  Government  to  give 
some  guidance  to  the  Court.  Well,  my 
Lords,  that  duty  has  been  abandoned. 
The  Bill  gives  up  to  the  Court  that 
attempt  to  fulfil  that  task  which  the 
Prime  Minister  spoke  of  aa  a  duty,  and 
which  the  Government,  when  I  leit  it, 
had  taken  some  pains  to  discharffe. 
Now,  where  is  the  reason  why  this 
duty  has  been  abandoned?  I  know 
very  well  it  is  an  extremely  incon- 
venient duty  to  define  what  a  fair  rent 
is ;  but  if  you  are  to  have  any  aoourate 
notion  of  what  is  to  take  place^-whioh 
Irishmen  do  not  want— you  are  bound 
to  give  some  general  indication  of  the 
principle  on  wnioh  the  Court  ie  to  pro- 
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ceed.  Look  what  the  Bill  says.  As 
originally  introdoced  it  said — 

"A  fur  rent  means  such  a  rent  as,  in  the 
qimion  of  the  Ooort,  after  hearing  the  parties 
and  considering  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  holding,  and  district,  a  solvent  tenant 
wonld  undertake  to  pay  one  year  with  another." 

Now,  that  is  the  fundamental  basis  of 
rent.  It  points  to  the  market  value. 
This  basis  of  market  value  is,  I  may  say, 
the  basis  of  State  valuation  of  land  in 
India.  In  that  country  it  is  the  rule 
to  find  out  what  the  market  value  is, 
and  from,  it  to  make  whatever  deduc- 
tions that  may  be  fair.  Then  the  second 
direction' 


**  Fhmded  that  the  Coort  in  fixing  such  rent 
rinU  hATe  regard  to  the  tenant's  mterest  in 
tlM  holding;" 

•ad  then  the  Bill  proceeded  to  attempt 
to  define  what  the  interest  of  a  tenant 
▼as,  and  in  that  attempt  it  broke 
down.  Observe  how  it  broke  down. 
The  tenants  did  not  want  their  interests 
defined.  They  wanted  the  Bill  to  be 
pezfectly  vague  and  indefinite.  This 
vas  their  object,  and  this  duty  of  the 
Oovemment  was  given  up  because  the 
tenants  did  not  like  it.  In  the  first 
place,  the  very  sound  of  market  value — 
and,  in  the  second  place,  the  sound  of 
defining  their  interests — frightened  the 
toiants.  Mr.  Gladstone  says  that  the 
Commissioners  have  shown  no  particular 
willingness  to  enter  upon  this  task  which 
the  GOTomment  undertook.  Well,  I  am 
not  a  great  supporter  of  the  Commis- 
noners,  or  of  any  of  their  Beports.  I 
rather  agree  with  Mr.  Gladstone  when 
he  said  these  B;eports  constituted  a  litter. 
Bat  the  Bessborough  Oommission  makes 
some  reference  to  what  a  fair  rent  is. 
The  Bessborough  Report  defines  a  fair 
rent  to  be  the  oommercial  value  deter- 
mined by  professional  valuators,  subject 
to  the  deduction  of  the  tenant's  interest, 
leas  any  sum  paid  by  the  incoming 
tenant  as  the  ordinary  price  of  the  good- 
wilL  That  is  a  perfectly  fair  definition. 
Ton  start  from  market  value,  and  you 
deduct  from  the  market  value  that  which 
is  due  to  a  particular  tenant  in  the  par- 
tusolar  droumstances  of  the  holding. 
That  is  a  very  fair  indication  of  the 
general  principle.  Now,  I  say  it  was 
me  duty  of  the  Oovemment  to  maintain 
and  to  diaohaige  this  obligation  of  giv- 
ing an  indication  to  the  Court,  and  I 
help  t^'^'^^^g  that  the  total  de- 


Sarture  from  any  attempt  to  give  an  in- 
ication  simply  shows  an  evasion  of  the 
difficulty,  and  I  wish  to  smooth  over 
difficulties  by  placing  everything  in  the 
absolute  power  of  this  triumvirate  of 
men.  Now,  I  pass  to  another,  or  rather 
thp  same  consideration  from  another 
point  of  view.  Parliament  gives  no  in- 
dication to  this  Court  how  these  rents 
are  to  be  valued.  I  should  like  to  ask 
if  my  noble  Friends  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  have  themselves  considered  what 
this  Court  will  have  to  deal  with  in 
finding  out  the  principle  or  basis  for 
the  valuation  of  rentr  They  give  no 
guidance  to  the  Court,  and  not  omy  that, 
but  they  deliberately  withdraw  from  the 
attempt  to  give  that  guidance.  Now,  I 
will  direct  me  attention  of  the  House  to 
cases  which  we  know  are  common  in 
Ireland.  I  will  first  take  the  case  of 
what  are  called  labour  rents.  That  is  to 
say,  rents  which  are  really  not  paid  out 
of  the  produce  of  the  holding,  but  paid 
out  of  tne  labour  of  the  tenant.  Now, 
some  of  your  Lordships  who  have  not 
attended  very  closely  to  the  matter  may 
suppose  that  this  is  a  very  small  item  in 
the  rent-roll  of  Ireland.  It  may  be  a 
very  small  item  in  the  rent-roll,  but  it 
is  a  very  large  item  in  population.  There 
are  several  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
farmers  in  Ireland  who  pay  their  rents, 
not  out  of  the  farms,  but  out  of  their 
labour.  Well,  I  ask  the  Government 
have  they  formed  any  conception  of  the 
principle  on  which  this  Court  is  to  pro- 
ceed in  valuing  the  rent  of  a  labour  ten- 
ant ?  It  is  not  the  market  value  that  a 
solvent  tenant  would  pay  out  of  the  land. 
It  is  a  rent  paid  out  of  the  labour  of  the 
tenants ;  and  as,  in  many  instances,  the 
whole  produce  of  these  wretched  hold- 
ings will  not  support  the  tenants  and 
their  families,  is  the  Court  to  say  that 
they  are  to  pay  no  rent  at  all?  The 
Court  is  perfectly  free  to  do  so  ;  but  if 
that  rule  is  to  be  adopted,  there  are 
some  large  proprietors  in  Ireland  who 
would  lose  almost  the  whole  of  their 
property — at  all  events,  a  very  large 
proportion  of  their  rental.  I  say  sin- 
cerely that  I  have  no  conception  of  the 
principle  upon  which  the  Court  will 
value  these  rents.  It  is  perfectly  easy 
to  value  ordinary  farms,  where  you  have 
local  valuators  who  know  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case ;  but  how  the 
Court  are  to  value  the  interest  of  these 
cottier  tenantry   in    Ireland^  who  are 
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labourers,  in  fact,  with  large  allotments, 
I  cannot  understand.  In  this  case,  it  is 
quite  different  with  the  three  gentlemen 
who  constitute  this  Court,  and  I  doubt 
whether  the  Goyemment  has  any  con- 
ception of  the  principle  on  which  they 
wul  proceed.  Well,  then,  I  take  an- 
other case,  as  I  want  to  show  that  in  Ire- 
land the  first  principles  upon  which  rent 
is  related  are  disputed.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  ordinary  valuation,  but  a 
question  as  to  what  are  the  fundamental 
principles  in  respect  to  property.  I  take 
the  case  of  lon^  leases,  and  it  happens 
that  I  am  supphed  with  a  very  remark- 
able example.  Perhaps  the  Members 
of  this  House  may  recollect  that,  in  the 
observations  I  addressed  to  your  Lord- 
ships on  the  1st  of  July,  I  had  occasion 
to  refer  to  the  evidence  of  a  certain  Mr. 
M^Elroy,  who  is  a  well-known  leading 
man  in  one  of  the  largest  tenant  right 
associations  in  the  North  of  Ireland. 
I  found  fault  with  his  evidence,  and  I 
pointed  out  that  he  himself  had  been 
obliged  to  confess  that,  instead  of  the 
lan(Sord  eating  up  the  tenant  right,  the 
tenant  right  nad  not  declined  at  all  in 
value  during  the  last  10  years.  A  few 
days  afterwards  I  had  a  letter  from  Mr. 
M'Elroy  finding  fault  with  my  speech, 
and  pointing  out  that  I  had  omitted  to 
notice  certain  cases  in  his  evidence,  par- 
ticularly mentioning  the  case  of  a  larm 
at  Bally  William,  near  Fortrush.  I  im- 
mediately investigated  the  case,  and  I 
found  some  very  curious  facts  indicative 
of  what  are  Irish  ideas  in  Ulster  at  pre- 
sent with  regard  to  the  rights  of  enter- 
ing into  long  leases.  In  this  case  the 
lease  was  entered  into  in  1791,  and 
did  not  expire  until  1 874.  In  all,  the 
tenants  under  the  lease  had  held  the 
farm  83  years.  What  happened  ?  The 
tenant  wished  to  prove,  when  the  lease 
was  beginning  to  come  to  an  end,  that 
he  had  tenant  right,  and  he  appealed  to 
the  County  Court  on  this  point.  The 
County  Court  Judge,  after  hearing  aJl 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  decided 
that  tenant  right  had  never  existed  in 
regard  to  this  farm.  The  tenant  had 
paid  nothing  for  it  in  1791,  and  there 
was  no  right,  therefore,  to  it  in  1874, 
when  the  lease  expired.  Upon  that 
finding,  the  tenant  applied  to  the  land- 
lord for  a  renewal  of  the  lease,  and  the 
landlord  naturally  said—"  Yes ;  I  will 

five  you  a  renewal,  if  you  will  give  a 
etter  rent,"  and  the  two  parties  agreed 

Th4  Duke  qf  Jr^S/tt 


as  to  what  a  &ir  rent  was.  Now,  that 
is  the  case  that  Mr.  M'Elroy  quotes  to 
me  as  proving  to  me  that  the  tenant 
nght  is  being  eaten  up— a  case  in  which 
there  was  no  tenant  nght,  and  in  which 
the  two  parties  agreed  upon  a  fair  rent. 
WeU,  but  the  circumstances  of  this  case 
are  still  more  curious.  The  farm  is 
situated  on  some  of  the  finest  land  in 
the  county.  It  is  close  to  a  very  import- 
ant seaport,  which  is  becoming  a  vezy 
important  watering  place.  Dairy  pro- 
duce is  very  valuable  in  that  quarter, 
and  the  landlord  says  in  his  rebutting 
evidence  before  the  Commission  that  he 
was  offered  between  £4  and  £5  per  acre 
for  it,  and  that  he  gave  it  to  this  tenant 
for  something  like  £30.  Now,  I  want 
to  know  on  what  principle  the  Court 
will  deal  with  cases  of  that  kind?  It 
is  good  evidence  that  the  whole  of  the 
Ulster  tenantry  would  think  the  land- 
lord was  very  wrong  in  wishing  to  in- 
crease any  rent.  Mr.  M'Elroy  com- 
plains bitterly  of  the  decision  of  the 
Judge.  He  complains  of  the  Court,  and 
says  that  the  Juoge  does  not  hold  ttie 
same  opinion  about  land  as  that  which 
some  of  the  tenants  hold.  Well,  that  is 
very  likely.  He  complains,  also,  that 
the  rent  was  so  hieh  that  the  tenants 
could  not  pay,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
exceptional  value  of  milk  and  butter  at 
Portrueh.  That  is  to  say,  the  rent 
would  have  been  too  high,  if  the  pro- 
duce of  the  farm  had  been  left  out  of 
consideration.  Now,  there  is  a  truly 
Irish  idea.  I  want  to  know  how  my 
noble  Friend  and  his  Court  are  to  deal 
with  these  Irish  ideas?  In  the  first 
place,  is  he  quite  sure  that  Mr.  M'Elroy 
will  be  more  content  with  these  three  pri- 
vate gentlemen  set  over  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land than  with  the  Courtnow  established? 
In  the  next  place,  when  these  three  gen- 
tlemen are  put  on  the  Bench,  on  what 
principle  are  they  to  decide?  In  Ire- 
land there  are  two  principles  diametri- 
cally opposed  one  to  the  other.  The 
first  is  the  principle  of  the  tenant,  who 
says — "The  longer  I  have  held  your 
land,  the  longer  I  am  entitled  to  con- 
tinue to  hold  it ; ''  and  the  second  is  that 
of  the  landlord,  who  says— ^"  The  longer 
you  have  held  my  land  at  an  enormoos 
profit  to  yourself,  the  more  am  I  entitled 
to  resume  it  when  the  period  of  your 
tenancy  comes  to  an  end.^'  Now,  tnose 
are  fundamentally  opposito  propositionSv 
and  there  is  no  going  between  ihem; 
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or,  if  there  is,  it  is  purely  arbitrary  in 
the  mind  of  the  Oourt;  and  I  want, 
therefore,  to  know  what  is  the  principle 
the  (jh>yemment  will  lay  down^  in  such 
cases  ?  I  have  put  two  cases ;  I  will 
put  another.  My  noble  Friend  says 
there  is  no  freedom  of  contract  in  Ire- 
land for  the  larger  tenants ;  but  I  will 
gpye  him  a  case.  It  is  not  the  case  of 
uie  individual  only ;  it  is  Uie  case  of  a 
£preat  Body,  such  as  the  Oollege  of  May- 
nooth,  which  received  a  large  annual 
revenue  from  Parliament,  and  which  GK>- 
▼emment  determined  to  buy  up,  because 
it  was  provided  with  a  very  large  fund. 
It  was  arich  Body,  audi  suppose  mynoble 
Friend  will  admit  that  they  are  as  free 
to  contract  as  other  people.  A  valuator 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  land 
round  the  Oollege  belonging  to  the  Duke 
of  Leinster  was  let  at  a  sum  consider- 
ably below  its  real  value,  and  accordingly 
the  proprietor  asked  the  College  to  pay  a 
higher  rent.  This,  after  giving  a  great 
deal  of  trouble,  the  Institution  refused 
to  do  ;  and  in  the  evidence  g^ven  before 
the  Commission  the  representative  of 
the  College  says  that  there  is  no  freedom 
of  contract  in  such  cases  as  that ;  that 
they  had  no  resource  but  to  pay  the  rent 
or  give  up  the  farm ;  and  that  they  con- 
sidered a  terrible  grievance.  What  is 
this  Court  to  do  wiUi  Maynooth  College, 
representiuff  the  whole  interest  of  me 
Irish  priesuood?  On  what  principles 
is  the  Court  to  regulate  rents  in  that 
case  ?  What  is  the  end  with  which  thev 
are  to  exercise  their  powers  ?  I  go  back 
to  the  labour-rent  holdings,  with  regard 
to  which  I  want  to  ask  another  question. 
Is  it  the  object  of  the  Government  that 
these  people  should  be  kept  on  the  land 
whether  they  can  pay  rent  or  not  ?  If 
that  is  the  object  of  the  Government, 
and  if  this  is  to  be  the  effect  of  their 
measure,  instead  of  beiug  a  remedial 
measure  for  Ireland,  it  will  be  a  per- 
petuation of  the  very  worst  difficulties 
which  beset  that  country.  Take  the  evi- 
dence of  Professor  Baldwin.  He  tells 
you  that  there  will  be  no  remedy  to  the 
evils  of  Ireland  imtil  these  neople  are 
removed.  You  talk  of  political  eco- 
nomy as  if  it  were  fit  only  for  Jupiter 
or  Saturn.  How  are  you  to  get  nd  of 
this  population  ?  Is  it  not  better  to  say 
to  these  people,  as  frankly  as  that  gen- 
tleman does — ''You  live  a  miserable 
life,  in  miserable  cabins,  exposed  to  per- 
petoidly  recurring  fjunines,  unable  to 


pay  vour  rent ;  is  not  it  better  that  you 
should  go  elsewhere,  where  you  can  have 
ample  Ubour  and  better  wages  ?  "  I^n 
those  words  are  indicated  the  remedy 
which  the  landlord  has  in  his  power  to 
give  at  present,  and  there  are  vezy  few 
landlords  who  are  not  willing  and  do  not 
assist  such  emigration.  But  what  is  this 
Court  to  do  ?  Is  it  to  take  upon  itself 
to  say — **  This  holding  is  so  small,  and 
you  are  so  poor,  as  not  to  be  able  to  pay 
rent,  and,  therefore,  you  must  give  it 
up'^?  As  far  as  I  can  see,  this  BUI 
leaves  everything  in  confusion,  unless 
you  leave  it  to  the  absolute  jurisdiction 
of  these  three  private  gentlemen.  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  one  explana- 
tion of  all  this  obscurity,  and  this  re- 
luctance to  deal  with  principles,  and 
that  is  the  explanation  given  by  Baron 
Dowse.     He  says — 

«  Our  object  is  to  deal  with  the  existing  ten- 
ants of  Ireland,  and  to  satisfy  them,  and  never 
to  mind  the  future." 

It  is  an  answer  that  should  be  printed  in 
letters  of  gold  as  embodying  the  direct- 
ing principle  of  a  great  deal  of  this 
legislation.  It  is  a  mere  postponing 
and  bottling  up  of  the  difficulty,  and  is 
not  facing  it  m  a  manly  manner.  I 
come  now  to  the  question  of  free  sale. 
I  know  that  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  is  a  most  straightforward 
and  a  most  candid  man ;  but  I  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  him  last  night  quote  one 
of  his  speeches  in  1870  in  regard  to  the 
extension  of  the  tenant  right  custom  in 
Ireland,  as  if  this  Bill  was  in  fulfilment 
of  the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1870.  In 
my  view — and  I  was  responsible  for 
that  Act  along  with  my  noble  Friend — 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  and  the  prin- 
ciple of  tne  Act  of  1870  in  respect  of 
tenant  right  is  absolutely  divergent  and 
contradictory.  The  great  principle  of 
the  Bill  of  1870  was  to  asoertam  the 
facts  in  each  particular  holdiifff,  and  to 
reeulate  the  tenant's  riehts  bv  his  e<}uit- 
able  acquirements.  My  noble  Fnend 
said,  penectly  truly,  last  night  that  when 
you  legalize  a  custom,  you  would  most 
necessarily  alter  its  character.  That  is 
perfectly  true ;  but,  as  far  as  we  could, 
we  endeavoured  in  that  Act  to  legalize 
what  existed.  It  was  not  the  legaliza- 
tion of  one  custom  over  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  it  was  the  legalization  of  the 
custom  of  each  holding — each  tenant 
was  required  to  prove  what  his  equit- 
able  rights  were  with  regard  to  his 
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holding.  If  that  could  be  properly 
done  it  was  an  equitable  principle. 
It  is  perfectly  just  to  legalize  and  enforce 
custom  properly  ascertained — that  is  to 
say,  custom  so  universal  that  you  may 
presume  it  presented  itself  to  the  minds 
of  the  contracting  parties.  Such  was 
the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1 870  ;  but 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  is  wholly  dif- 
ferent, for  it  does  not  require  each  ten- 
ant to  prove  what  are  his  individual 
rights,  and  gives  to  every  tenant  in  Ire- 
land something  which  he  may  never 
have  acquired  and  never  paid  for.  The 
distinction  is,  therefore,  broad  and  fun- 
damental. There  is  no  getting  over  it 
by  explanations  of  particular  words  and 
speeches.  Not  only  was  the  doctrine  of 
legalizing  in  each  particular  holding  that 
which  each  man  equitably  acquired 
embodied  in  that  Act,  but  it  was  promi- 
nent in  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, and  over  and  over  again  Mr.  Glad- 
stone said,  during  the  debates  in  1870 
— **We  are  giving  these  tenants  that 
which  they  have  paid  for ; "  and  he  en- 
tered into  an  estimate  of  what  they  had 
paid  for  the  Ulster  tenant  right,  amount- 
ing to  something  like  £20,000,000; 
but  the  principle  now  is  to  give  him 
something  he  may  not  have  equit- 
ably acquired,  and  whether  he  has  paid 
for  it  or  not.  I  am  not  goin^  to  dispute 
for  a  moment  that  tenant  right  has  done 
a  great  deal  of  good  in  Ulster.  I  may 
have  my  own  opinion  as  to  its  advan- 
tages, and  whether  they  are  an  acci- 
dental or  necessary  incident  of  that  kind 
of  tenure,  or  whether  it  is  connected 
with  the  manufacturing  history  of  Ulster. 
I  accept  the  evidence  of  my  noble  Friend 
that  the  custom  has  worked  admirably. 
All  that  I  say  is,  that  in  Ulster  it  was 
equitably  acquired  by  the  payment  of 
money,  and  by  a  long  course  of  proceeding 
to  which  the  landlords  had  been  parties. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  effect  of  this 
tenant  right,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
should  be  adverse  to  the  introduction  of 
it  where  it  has  not  grown  up,  not  only 
on  grounds  of  equity,  but  on  grounds  of 
policy  also.  I  must  say  that  I  find  great 
discrepancy  between  the  language  of 
different  Members  of  the  Government 
on  this  point.  Last  night  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Oarlingford)  used  tliese 
words — 

"We  are  often  told  confidently  that  if  a 
tenant  holding  at  a  reasonable  rent  makes  this 
tenant  rig;ht  payment  when  entering  on  his 
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holding,  ho  converts  himself  into  a  rack-rented 
farmer.  My  Lords,  that  may  be  the  theory  of 
the  matter,  but  it  is  not  the  tad." 

But  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Gladstone  is 
quite  the  reverse.     He  says — 

"  It  may  be  very  fairly  said  that  in  vain  do 
you  cut  down  the  landlord* b  judicial  rent  .... 
and  take  care  that  the  landlord's  receipts  shall 
be  limited  if,  with  the  land-hun^  ana  scarcity 
which  'prevail  in  Ireland,  you  still  leave  it  open 
to  anyone  to  pay  an  extravagant  sum  for  tenant 
right,  and  thereby  to  take  holdings  on  the  same 
virtually  rack>rented  condition.— [3  Hatuard, 
cclx.  904.] 

Now,  I  want  to  know  which  of  these 
opinions  is  the  true  one. 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  :  Mine. 

The  Duke  op  ARGYLL :  My  noble 
Friend  cannot  get  off  so  easily.  What 
does  Mr.  Gladstone  say?  ''I  am  not 
going  to  propose  unrestricted  tenant 
right.  I  am  afraid  of  these  rack-rentinff 
prices.  What^  then,  is  the  remedy? 
That  the  power  of  the  Courts  to  increase 
rent  is  the  proper  limitation  of  extrava- 
gant tenant  right."  That  runs  counter 
to  another  doctrine  of  my  noble  Friend 
that  tenant  right  and  rent  grow  up  side 
by  side,  but  have  nothing  to  do  with 
each  other.  But  how  can  one  fail  to  be 
a  subtraction  from  the  other  ?  Thai  is 
the  difficulty.  There  is  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  rent  and  tenant  right  are  two 
antagonistic  powers.  You  may  balance 
them  as  you  like,  artificially  or  naturally; 
but  one  must  give  way  to  the  other. 
['*  No,  no !  "]  My  noble  Friend  says 
"No;"  but  what  I  say  is  this — that 
the  doctrine  of  the  Bill  that  the  power 
to  raise  rents  will  limit  the  tenant  r^t 
is  not  a  true  statement  of  the  case.  The 
converse  must  be  equally  true,  and  no 
ingenuity  can  disprove  it — that  the  ten- 
ant right  must  prevent  the  payment  of 
a  reasonable  rent.  If  one  is  true,  the 
other  is  no  less  true.  My  noble  Friendfl 
are  ingenious  arguers.  Will  they  ex- 
plain how  the  one  will  always  limit  the 
other  ?  I  proceed  to  ask  another  ques- 
tion. My  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  says  that  he  admits 
the  danger  of  extravagant  tenant  right 
He  admits  that  it  is  an  evil ;  unlike  my 
noble  Friend,  he  admits  that  it  may  re- 
duce the  tenant  to  a  rack-renting  condi- 
tion; but  then  he  says  that  the  power  of 
increasing  the  rent  will  prevent  thoae 
extravagant  prices  for  tenant  right.  That 
is  not  mv  belief.  I  believe  that  after 
this  Bill  becomes  law,  the  power  of  in- 
creasing rent  will  not  long  remain  a 
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practical  power  at  all.  Look  at  the 
terms  of  the  Bill.  OstentatiouBly,  and, 
as  it  would  appear,  for  the  very  pur- 
pose of  ostentation,  you  put  it  on  the 
rery  front  of  your  Bill  that  the  tenant 
may  sell  for  the  best  price  that  can  be 
got.  It  has  been  said,  and  I  think  truly 
eaid,  that  that  points  to  a  sale  by  auction, 
and  a  s^ood  number  of  tenants  in  Ulster 
have  been  alarmed  at  that  prospect. 
They  do  not  like  sales  by  auction.  Tnere 
is  a  process  which  is  called  ''  sweeten- 
ing,'^ where  people  are  employed  to  run 
up  prices  to  an  extravagant  figure.  All 
these  practices  are  well  known  to  the 
tenants,  and  they  are  beginning  to  be 
afraid  that  the  best  prices  which  can 
be  got  will  be  very  extravagant  prices. 
The  Bill,  however,  puts  it  ostentatiously 
in  the  front  that  tenants  may  get  the 
best  price  obtainable  ;  and  if  prosperity 
retams,  we  shall  find  tenants  buying 
the  tenant  right  at  tSO,  40,  or  even 
60  or  60  years"  purchase.  What  is  the 
Court  to  do  when  the  landlord  comes 
to  ask  for  an  increase  of  rent  ?  The  ten- 
ant will  be  able  to  prove  that,  under 
the  express  indication  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  he  has  bought  his  hold- 
ing for  40  or  50  years'  purchase.  But 
how  will  it  be  possible  lor  the  Oourt  to 
say  that  these  extravagant  prices  are 
not  to  be  given?  Then  you  have  the 
power  of  combination  among  the  ten- 
ants. On  many  estates  with  3,000  or 
4,000  tenants,  applications  may  have 
been  made  to  the  Court  to  have  rents 
raised.  At  the  end  of  15  years  the 
landlord  says — "  Since  I  let  this  farm  a 
railway  has  been  made  through  this 
country;  there  has  been  a  great  im- 
provement in  prices,  and  I  ought  to 
nave  a  rise  of  rent."  The  tenants,  on 
the  other  hand,  will  be  able  to  show 
that  three  or  four  times  over  they  have 
paid  these  extravagant  prices,  and  to 
combine  against  such  an  increase  of  rent. 
I  hold,  therefore,  that  the  doctrine  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  that,  in  the  circum- 
stances of  this  Bill,  the  possible  and 
periodical  increment  of  rent  will  be  a  prac- 
tical abatement  of  tenant  right,  is  a  pure 
delusion.  Now,  my  Lords,  with  regard 
to  the  principle  on  which  this  new  uni- 
versal right  of  sale  is  to  be  given  to  all 
the  tenants  of  Ireland,  I  wish  to  enter 
my  protest  agunst  some  of  the  principal 
arguments  which  are  advanced  by  the 
Government.  The  Prime  Minister  has 
•aid  that  the  law  of  assignment  is  a  law 


which  is  rooted  in  the  law  of  Europe, 
and  that,  therefore,  we  ought  to  g^ve 
universal  right  of  sale.  It  may  be  per- 
fectly true  that  the  right  of  assignment 
is  so  rooted  in  the  law ;  but  there  is  an- 
other right  equally  rooted  in  all  systems 
of  European  law,  and  that  is  the  right 
of  the  landlord  not  to  accept  the  assignee. 
Is  it  not  obvious  that  one  right  is  as  well 
established  as  the  other  ?  My  Lords, 
neither  my  conscience  nor  my  reason 
will  allow  me  to  accept  that  statement 
of  the  Prime  Minister  as  conclusive  of 
the  matter.  With  regard  to  the  general 
effect  of  this  power  in  Ireland,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  entertain  very  se- 
rious apprehension.  I  think,  now  that 
it  has  been  proposed  by  a  powerful  Go- 
vernment to  put  this  morsel  into  the 
mouths  of  the  tenantry,  it  will  be  al- 
most impossible  to  get  it  out  again.  I 
am  firmly  of  the  conviction  that  it  will 
lead  to  the  entire  ceasing  of  landlords' 
improvements  in  Ireland.  My  Lords,  I 
am  bound  to  say  it  is  frankly  admitted 
by  the  Bessborough  Commission.  They 
say  that  the  universal  right  of  sale  inter- 
feres with  the  sentiment  of  ownership ; 
and  upon  the  sentiment  of  ownership 
depends  the  inclination  of  the  landlords 
to  improve  their  land.  I  have  no  doubt, 
therefore,  that  after  the  passing  of  this 
Bill,  tinless  great  modifications  be  made 
in  it,  there  will  be  a  complete  and  abso- 
lute cessation  of  all  landlords'  improve- 
ments, and  a  more  mischievous  enect  it 
would  be  difficult  to  conceive.  You  are 
depriving  all  the  landlords  of  Ireland  of 
their  privileges,  and  you  are  releasing 
them  from  their  duties.  Now,  my  Lords, 
such  is  my  opinion  of  the  general  cha- 
racter of  this  Bill  on  its  own  merits, 
apart  from  its  political  significance ;  let 
me  say  a  few  words  as  to  the  omissions 
of  this  Bill.  This  Bill  does  not  deal,  or 
attempt  to  deal,  with  one  of  the  greatest 
evils  of  Ireland.  I  have  shown  that  it 
will  very  materially  interfere  with  the 
only  remedies  going  on  with  r^ard  to 
the  cottier  population  of  the  West  of 
Ireland ;  but  it  does  not  attempt  to  deal 
with  the  small  tenantry  and  the  greatest 
evil  under  which  they  suffer,  and  that 
is  the  enormous  interest  which  they 
pay  for  money.  That  is  the  evidence 
of  Professor  Baldwin,  who  says  that  a 
large  part  of  the  small  tenantry — 1  think 
he  says  100,000  out  of  the  total  of 
500,000 — are  so  deeply  in  debt  that 
they  owe  to  the  usurious  money-lenders 
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8umB  ^motiiiting  in  the  several  cases 
^om  three  to  10  years'  rent.  The  inte-^ 
rest  paid  on  these  loans  is  a  burden 
infinitely  heavier  than  the  rent  paid  to 
the  landlords.  It  would  be  a  task  worthy 
of  the  genius  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  if  he 
had  attempted  to  deal  with  this  great 
evil.  In  the  Land  Beforms  effected  in 
Prussia  and  Germany  and  other  Conti- 
nental States  questions  of  this  kind  were 
dealt  with.  But  nothing  of  the  kind  is 
attempted  in  this  Bill.  We  have  no- 
thing but  the  rude  and  coarse  expedient 
of  reducing  rents,  however  moderate 
those  rents  may  be — ^moderate,  I  mean, 
except  in  the  opinion  of  the  tenant  class. 
Now,  my  Lords,  with  reference  to  emi- 
gration, I  am  not  going  to  say  much.  I 
hope,  and  I  think  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
was  mistaken  in  saying  that  the  Emigra- 
tion Clause  had  been  intentionally  re- 
duced to  narrow  proportions.  No  doubt 
the  sum  of  money  is  small,  but  we  may 
hope  that  it  is  only  a  beginning.  But 
what  I  fear  is  that  you  are  putting  into 
the  minds  of  these  poor  tenants  that  by 
some  means  or  other  you  will  enable 
them  to  continue  on  tne  land,  and  to 
live  happily  and  prosperously  when 
they  cannot  possibly  do  so,  and  that 
not  until  they  have  discovered  that 
they  have  been  unintentionally  de- 
ceived will  they  avail  themselves  of 
the  opportunity  of  emi&pration.  The 
fear  is  that  by  emigration  you  may 
lose  the  best  part  of  the  population,  and 
may  not  get  rid  of  the  class  which  most 
needs  emigration.  I  have  detained  the 
House  for  a  long  tim«  on  this  question. 
I  only  wish  to  add  this — that  when  I  look 
back  to  the  general  character  of  the 
Bill,  although  it  is  most  ingeniously  and 
elaborately  framed,  and  I  think  with  a 
sincere  and  honest  desire  to  check  the 
different  evils  which  prevail  in  Ireland, 
by  means  of  compensatory  provisions,  I 
cannot  help  smiting  at  the  adulation 
which  has  been  lavished  upon  it  by  a 
large  portion  of  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  as  a  great  act  of  construc- 
tive policy  by  a  Liberal  Government ; 
and  this  of  a  Bill  which  places  abso- 
lutely in  the  hands  of  a  triumvirate  the 
destinies  of  the  whole  of  Ireland.  My 
Lords,  is  this  the  acme  of  the  wisdom  of 
the  Liberal  Government  ?  I  cannot  doubt, 
for  a  moment,  that  the  GK)vemment  has 
been  driven  to  this  Bill,  as  we  are  driven 
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to  it,  by  oirc|imstances  of  external  pres- 
sure. It  is  the  Government  that  has 
been  driven  to  have  recourse  to  this 
somewhat  rude  and  coarse  expedient — 
worthy  of  a  despotic  Government,  won- 
dered at  by  every  civilized  nation  in 
Europe.  My  Lords,  when  I  look  at  my 
noble  Friends  below  me  on  Ihe  Treasury 
Bench,  I  cannot  help  regarding  them  as 
something  very  like  what  I  have  seen  on 
the  shore  of  the  Western  Islands  of 
Scotland — a  row  of  jelly-fishes.  [  Greai 
laughter,']  My  noble  Friends  need  not 
be  affironted  by  the  comparison,  jellv- 
fishes  are  the  most  beautiful  creatures  in 
the  world.  They  have  been  studied  by 
eminent  biologists  now  for  many  years. 
It  has  been  discovered  that  they  are  en- 
dowed with  a  most  elaborate  and  delicate 
nervous  system  ;  but  I  am  sorry  to  say 
they  have  been  hitherto  found  destitate 
of  a  skeleton  and  a  backbone.  But  there 
is  one  peculiarity  about  these  jelly- 
fishes,  mey  make  the  most  beautiful 
convulsive  movements  in  the  water,  and 
you  see  that  the  poor  creatures  think 
they  are  swimming ;  but  when  you  take 
the  bearing  of  the  land  you  find  that 
they  are  simply  floating  with  the  cur- 
rents and  the  tides.  That  is  the  position 
of  my  noble  Friends  with  regard  to  this 
Irish  Land  Bill.  I  really  hope  that  suc- 
cess may  be  possible  with  the  Bill ;  but 
it  can  only  be  on  one  condition,  that  I 
hope  you  will  observe — namely,  tiiat 
you  develop  your  jelly-fish  qualities  into 
something  like  a  skeleton.  Let  the  Irish 
people  understand,  at  least,  tiiat  yon 
mean  to  support  the  decisions  of  this 
Court.  I  understand  that  the  men  who 
have  been  selected  by  right  hon.  Friend 
are  men  of  the  highest  eminence,  and 
that  they  have  the  respect,  at  least,  of 
many  noble  Lords  on  the  opposite  side 
of  tne  House.  Some  of  liiem  have, 
indeed,  expressed  to  me  their  perfect  will- 
ingness to  accept  their  arbitration  in  such 
matters.  I  have  shown  your  Lordships 
some  of  the  difiiculties  they  wUl  have  to 
deal  with,  that  it  is  a  question  not 
merely  of  the  valuation  of  rent  under 
ordinary  conditions,  such  as  it  would  be 
in  England  and  Scotland,  but  that  the 
Court  will  have  to  deal  with  fundamental 
differences  of  opinion  on  abstract  ques- 
tions of  property.  I  say  that  it  will 
require  aU  the  powers  of  the  law  to  sup- 
port their  decisions ;  but  let  it  be  under- 
stood by  the  Government  that  there  is 
an  end  to  these  apparently  endless  con- 
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cessions,  and  Qxat  the^  intexld  to  support 
the  decisions  of  the  tnbnnal  that  wm  be 
appointed,  and  that  it  will  be  useless  for 
the  adyooates  of  tenant  right  to  come 
and  say  that  they  do  not  sabmit  to  their 
decision,  because  they  find  that  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Court  does  not  coincide  with 
the  opinion  of  the  Iri^h  tenant.  If  it 
were  otherwise,  and  unless  Some  strong 
ground  of  this  nature  is  taken,  neither 
this  messafi^e  of  peace  nor  any  future 
message  of  peace  you  send  to  Ireland 
win  be  a  message  of  peace.  Now,  I 
wish,  in  conclusion,  before  I  sit  down,  to 
Bay  a  word  as  to  the  Irish  population. 
I  hope  that  nothing  I  haye  said  will  in- 
duce any  feeling  on  the  part  of  any  por- 
tion of  the  population  of  that  country 
tiiat  I  feel,  or  anyone  in  this  House  feels, 
harshly  towards  them.  I  haye  myself 
Irish  blood  in  my  yeins,  not  merely  that 
we  came  from  Ireland  some  1 ,000  years 
ago ;  but  recently  I  haye  made  a  per- 
sonal and  near  connection  with  Ireland ; 
and  I  admire  their  many  great  qualities, 
and  it  is  impossible  not  to  admire  and 
respect  their  domestic  yirtue.  Many  of 
the  eyils  of  their  lot  and  faults  of  their 
character  haye  been  the  deyelopments 
of  an  unfortunate  political  history ;  but 
I  say  this — ^it  is  high  time  to  tell  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  no  people  can 
prosper  who,  like  many  of  the  tenants 
in  that  country — I  am  afraid  thousands 
of  them — haye  been  lately  pleading 
|M>yerty  as  an  excuse  for  crime  and 
fraud. 

Viscount  MONOK  said,  he  would  not 
refer  at  any  length  to  what  had  been 
called  by  tiie  noole  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  the  **  orna- 
mental "  part  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  re- 
gretted that  the  emigration  portion  of  the 
uoyemment  scheme  had  been  dwarfed 
to  its  present  limits,  for  he  belieyed  that 
portion  of  the  scheme  was  the  only  one 
which  woidd  meet  the  case  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  population  in  the  West 
and  South- West  of  Ireland.  But  he 
would  suggest  that  another  portion  of 
the  Bill  might  serye  as  a  great  means 
of  promoting  emigration  indirectly — 
namely,  the  riffht  of  sale,  which  had 
been  iound  in  idl  parts  of  Ireland  as  the 
one  means  for  the  consolidation  of 
funns.  It  had  been  found  to  combine 
the  least  amount  of  inconyenienoe  to  the 
tenant  ^ith  the  greatest  adyantilge  to 
the  estate.  The  noble  Marqueds  oppo- 
site (the  Marquess  of  Waterford)  treated 
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the  Bill  as  if  it  were  a  liill  of  Pkins  and 
Penalties  against  the  whole  body  of  the 
Irish  landlords ;  and  he  eyoked  a  loud 
cheer  from  the  Benches  opposite  when  he 
asked  was  that  the  way  to  treat  men 
who  had  been  tried  and  acquitted.  But 
the  question  their  Lordships  had  to  con- 
sider was  not  whether  a  larffe  majority 
of  the  Irish  landlords  had  misconducted 
themselyes — which  he  (Viscount  Monok) 
did  not  belieye — but  whether  the  law 
was  in  such  a  state  as  to  enable  a  mi- 
nority of  the  landlords  of  Ireland  so  to 
exercise  their  legal  rights  as  to  create 
alarm  amongst  the  tenants,  and  so  to  im- 
peril the  T>ublic  peace.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  law  was  in  such  a  state,  and 
the  object  of  the  present  Bill  was  to 
remedy  that  eyil.  What  was  the  eyil  in 
the  present  case?  He  thought  it  was  that, 
although  the  conditions  of  tenure  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  were  entirely  di£fSBrent 
and  distinct  the  one  from  the  other,  the 
rule  of  law  which  regulated  the  relatiye 
rights  and  obligations  of  both  landlords 
and  tenants  was  the  same  in  both 
countries — ^namely,  the  English  system. 
That,  he  thought,  was  a  fair  statement 
of  the  state  of  things  which  subsisted 
up  to  1870.  What  were  the  differences? 
It  was  notorious  that  in  England  when 
the  landowner  lets  a  farm  he  lets  it  in 
the  form  of  a  highly-equipped  machine. 
The  machinery  was  proyided  by  the 
landlord,  and  kept  up  by  him.  The 
tenant  merely  proyided  the  capital  ne- 
cessary for  the  annual  outlay.  What 
was  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland  ?  He 
(Viscount  Monck)  spoke  generally,  not 
uniyersaUy.  Eyerytning  that  was  neces- 
sary to  be  done  on  the  land,  the  build- 
ing, the  draining,  was  done  by  the 
tenant.  To  anyone  who  knew  Ireland, 
the  extent  to  which  improyements  had 
been  made  by  the  tenants  did  not  re- 
quire proof;  but  a  sin^lar  piece  of 
eyidence  was  furnished  m  a  statement 
which  was  published  the  other  day  by 
what  was  called  the  Landlords'  Com- 
mittee in  Dublin,  a  statement  which  they 
had  obtained  by  issuing  questions  to 
landlords  all  oyer  Ireland,  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  spent  by  landlords. 
The  number  of  acres  included  was 
4,216,619  spread  pretty  eyenly  oyer  the 
four  Froyinces  of  Lreland;  and  the 
returns  showed  that  within  40  years  on 
those  4,200,000  acres  there  had  been 
spent  £3,044,547,  or  an  annual  ezpen- 
ditute  of  somd  M.  per  tore  pet  annimi. 

[Bfeonairi^iiti 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


475 


ZandZaw 


ILOBDSI 


(^tffafii)  BiU. 


476 


He  aflsnxned,  therefore,  that, 
speakiiig,  it  was  the  tenant  w&o  had  to 
expend  the  capital  and  the  lahour  neces- 
sary to  bring  the  boQ  up  to  a  productive 
state.  In  England,  if  a  landowner  de- 
sired to  resume  possession  of  his  land, 
he  had  no  pecuniaiy  liability  or  obliga- 
tion to  the  tenant,  except  such  as  were 
of  a  temporary  character,  for  tillage  and 
unexhausted  manure ;  and  these  being 
allowed  for,  if  he  could  not  come  to 
terms  with  the  tenant,  the  landlord  re- 
sumed possession  of  the  land,  and  neither 
had  any  just  ground  of  complaint.  But 
how  stood  the  case  in  Ireland  ?  In  that 
country,  the  tenant  having  expended  his 
capital  or  labour,  the  landlonl  had  the 
power  to  move  him  out  of  his  holding, 
that  tenant,  perhaps,  having  expend^ 
on  that  holding,  in  increasing  its  value, 
the  whole  of  his  life-long  savings.  Was 
that  ri^ht  or  fair,  or  was  it  a  system 
upon  which  the  prosperity  of  a  country 
ought  or  could  depend?  Where  land 
was  in  a  productive  state,  rent  consisted 
of  two  elements — one  remuneration  for 
the  use  of  the  natural  qualities  of  the 
soil,  and  the  other  the  interest  payable 
on  the  capital  expended  in  making  those 
qualities  productive.  In  England,  on 
every  principle  of  justice  and  equitv, 
both  belonged  to  the  landlord ;  but  in 
Ireland  the  landlord  was  only  entitled 
to  payment  for  the  natural  qualities  of 
the  soil,  the  assumption  being  that  the 
capital  and  labour  required  to  bring  it 
into  a  productive  state  had  been  ex- 
pended and  applied  by  the  tenant.  Down 
to  1870  the  landlord  had  the  power  of 
raising  the  rent,  with  the  alternative  of 
evicting  the  tenant  and  appropriating 
the  fufi  amount  of  these  two  elements, 
to  only  one  of  which,  in  equity,  he  had 
any  right  whatever.  By  the  Act  of  1 870 
the  grievance  was  considerably  modified 
as  regarded  the  tenure,  and  the  landlord 
was  deprived  of  the  uiUimited  power  of 
evicting  the  tenant ;  but  the  blot  on  the 
measure  was  that  it  did  not  affect  the 
question  of  rent  at  all.  These  were 
matters  which  affected  the  view  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  had  taken  of 
the  intrinsic  merits  of  the  Bill ;  and  he 
(Viscount  Monck)  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  give  them  consideration,  for  they 
might  modify  what  the  noble  Duke  had 
said.  It  might  not  be  a  popular  doctrine 
in  that  House,  but  it  was  not  one  of 
yesterday  with  him  (Viscount  Monck), 
that  the  course  of  events  in  Ireland  had 

VucoutU  Mmek 


amounted  to  the  gradual  creation  by  the 
tenantry  of  a  property  in  i^e  land,  which 
had  become  so  thoroughly  inoorporated 
with  the  property  of  the  landlrad  that 
the  only  way  of  meeting  the  equity  of 
the  case  was  to  give  a  joint  interest  to 
the  landlord  and  the  tenant.  He  might 
also  say  that  he  was  not  ashamed  of  the 
''  three  F's."  Whether  in  capitals  or 
small  letters,  they  were  large  enough  to 
confer  a  considerable  benefit  on  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland,  and  it  was  one  to  which 
they  were  entitled  by  every  principle  of 
justice  and  equity.  It  was  argued  that 
the  Bill  could  not  confer  ereat  advan- 
tages on  the  tenants  wiuiout  taking 
something  from  the  landlords ;  but  the 
possibility  of  the  argument  was  prind- 

?ally  due  to  a  non-definition  of  terms, 
rnquestionably,  great  advantages  were 
given  by  the  BiU  to  the  tenants,  and  the 
landlords  did  lose  something.  TTia  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  (Lord  O'Hagan)  said  they 
lost  their  amenities ;  but  the  only  defini- 
tion he  seemed  to  give  of  amenities  was 
the  right  of  evicting  tenants.  Un- 
doubtedly, the  landlords  would  lose 
that,  and  the  tenants  would  gain  se- 
curity of  tenure ;  but  the  Lmdlord 
would  not  lose  in  a  pecuniary  sense,  ex- 
cept where  the  tenants  were  too  highly 
rented.  But  when  they  talked  of  losing 
and  gaining,  the  advantage  which  the 
tenants  would  gain  by  the^ill  was  this 
— that  it  would  give  them  security  both 
for  their  tenure  and  for  their  rent,  and 
the  landlord  would  not  lose  in  a  pecu- 
niary sense,  were  his  land  only  fairly  let. 
He  would  get  the  same  monetary  return 
as  he  had  hitherto  obtained.  A  good 
deal  had  been  said  about  the  (^urt 
which  was  to  be  established,  and  which 
was  to  consist  of  three  Commissioners ; 
but  he  (Viscount  Monck)  had  the  highest 
confidence  in  that  tribunal.  He  could 
tell  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  that  he  haj^ 
pened  to  know  Mr.  Serjeant  O'Hagan, 
and  believed  the  only  fear  was  that  the 
constitution  of  his  mind  was  such  that, 
from  conscientious  fear  of  giving  effect 
to  his  inclination  rather  than  his  judg- 
ment, his  decisions  would  be  likely  to  in- 
cline in  the  direction  opposite  to  his 
opinions.  He  could  not  nelp  thinking 
that  the  duties  of  the  Commissioners 
would  be  veryanalo^us  to  those  dis- 
charged by  Courts  in  several  cases. 
They  would,  in  fact,  constitute  a  Court 


Digitized  by 


Google 


477 


Land  Law 


{AT70T78T2|  1881) 


(Ireland)  Bin. 


478 


of  Arbitratioii,  whioli  the  noble  Duke 
admitted  to  be  an  excellent  insti- 
tution. And  now  one  word  about 
tenure.  The  system  of  tenure  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill  had  been  denounced 
as  unsatisfactory  and  barbarous,  and 
a  step  of  a  retrograde  character.  He 
should  like,  however,  to  see  how  its 
provisions  worked  before  he  assented  to 
such  a  sweeping  opinion  as  that.  His 
thorough  belief  was  that  the  Bill  was 
the  only  way  they  could  fairly  deal  with 
the  question,  although  it  might  be  a 
clumsy  sort  of  mode  of  doing  it.  As  to 
the  arguments  based  on  the  expediency 
of  an  exaotiy  similar  system  of  Land 
Laws  for  the  United  Kingdom,  he  would 
say  that  they  must  not  sacrifice  the  peace 
of  the  country  and  the  probabiliinr  of 
reconciling  interests  whion  clashed  in 
Ireland  to  the  sjnmmetry  of  a  systeja  of 
Land  Laws  or  land  tenure.  In  the  nre- 
sent  circumstances  of  Ireland,  freedom 
of  contract,  he  maintained,  could  not 
subsist.  K  his  contention  was  correct, 
the  tenant  had  created  a  property  in  the 
land,  and  the  real  confiscation  and  in- 
vasion of  the  riffhts  of  property  was  that 
which  deprived  him  of  what  he  had 
created  by  his  industry  and  capital.  As 
to  the  question  of  political  economy,  he 
was  puzzled  to  know  how  it  had  arisen. 
He  always  thought  that  political  eco- 
nomy dealt  wim  the  production  of 
wealth,  and  that  anything  which  tended 
to  the  production  of  wealth  could  not 
be  opposed  to  political  economy.  So  far 
was  this  Bill  £rom  bein^  an  invasion 
of  the  principles  of  ^litical  economy, 
that  he  maintained  it  was  in  harmony 
with  them,  and  carried  at  least  one  of 
its  leading  principles.  As  to  free  sale, 
he  did  not  apprenend  it  would  eat  up 
the  landlord's  interest.  Hitherto,  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  the  free  sale  of  tenant 

Xhad  been  notoriously  restricted  by 
rules.  There  were  very  few  large 
estates  in  that  part  of  Ireland  on  which 
free  sale  prevailed,  and  the  natural  ten- 
dency of  such  a  state  of  things  was  to 
enhance  the  value  of  the  tenant  ri^t 
on  those  estates  where  it  existed.  His 
opinion  was  that  the  extension  of  ten- 
ant right  to  the  whole  of  Ireland  would 
lead  to  a  reduction  of  its  price.  But 
after  all  was  said,  the  great  question 
was — ^What  would  be  the  effect  of  this 
Bill  ?  He  was  old  enough  to  have  been 
able  to  follow  the  course  of  Irish  poli- 
tics for  nearly  half-a-century ;  and  al- 


though it  might  seem  strange  in  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  things  to  say  so,  he 
held  that  an  enormous  improvement, 
both  in  feeling  and  in  material  pros- 
perity, had  taken  place  under  his  eyes 
m  that  part  of  the  Kingdom.  He 
thought  he  could  trace  that  improve- 
ment ^most  directiy  to  the  conciliatory 
change  of  policy  adopted  towards  Ire- 
land, as  regarded  remedial  measures,  by 
all  Parties  during  the  period  he  had 
mentioned.  Of  course,  it  would  be  rash 
to  prophecy;  but  he  had  great  confi- 
dence m  the  continuance  of  that  con- 
ciliatory policy  as  evinced  in  the  form 
of  the  present  Bill,  founded  as  it  was 
upon  the  principles  of  equity,  guided  by 
sagacity  and  courage.  He  had  endea- 
voured to  lay  before  their  Lordships  the 
reasons  why  he  thought  this  Bill  founded 
on  principles  of  iustice.  He  believed  its 
construction  exhibited  also  the  qualities 
of  sagacity  and  courage.  He  could  not 
help  hoping  and  expecting  that  that 
great  and  statesmanlike  measure  would 
be  passed  by  their  Lordships,  and  that 
would  have  the  effect  of  restoring  quiet 
and  contentment  in  Ireland,  and  of 
weaning  the  minds  of  the  mass  of  the 
people  from  those  recurrent  political 
agitations  which  had  unquestionably  re- 
tarded the  material  and  moral  progress 
of  the  country,  and  which  never  could 
have  attained  the  height  they  had 
reached  if  they  had  not  been  founded  on 
a  well-grounded  sense  of  iinustice. ' 

ThbDukeofMAELBOkOUGH:  It 
was  with  very  considerable  gratification, 
my  Lords,  that  I  heard  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  attempt  to  trace 
the  political  causes  to  which  this  Bill  is 
due.  In  the  few  observations  I  shall 
venture  to  offer  I  shall  endeavour  to 
draw  your  Lordships'  attention  to  one 
source  of  political  pressure  in  connection 
with  the  measure  which  has  not  hitherto 
been  referred  to  by  any  of  the  noble 
Lords  who  have  addressed  the  House. 
My  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Scdisbury),  who  followed  the  noble  Lord 
who  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  drew  attention  in  a  marked  manner 
to  some  speeches  made  by  the  noble 
Lord,  then  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue, 
and  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  now 
sitting  on  the  Woolsack,  which  are  en- 
tirely inconsistent  with  their  action  in 
regard  to  this  measure.  It  would  not 
be  difficult  to  produce  a  whole  array  of 
speeches  of  the  same  character.    It  is 
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not,  however,  mjr  intention  to  occupy 
your  Lordships'  time  by  lengthy  quota- 
tions in  proof  of  inconsistency.  6ut  if 
I  wanted  an  ample  refutation  of  the 
principles  of  this  Bill  it  would  be  found 
in  this  fatal  volume  of  JTansard,  which 
records  the  opinions  of  public  men,  and 
which  is  full  of  retractations  and  recan- 
tations and  disavowals  of  previous  opi- 
nions. Their  name  is  legion,  and  if  I 
were  to  attempt  to  draw  forth  a  refuta- 
tion of  the  principles  of  the  Bill  I  could 
quote  as  witnesses  Sir  Bobert  Collier, 
Baron  Dowse,  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue, 
Mr.  Gladstone,  Lords  Granville  and 
Hartington,  Mr.  Hugh  Law,  and  Sir 
Boundell  Palmer.  The  opinions  of 
those  Gentlemen  have  f<imished  the 
most  complete  answer  to  the  principles 
of  the  measure  now  before  your  Lord- 
ships, which  those  who  put  them  forth 
now  advocate  with  an  ardour  only 
equalled  by  the  success  with  which  they 
previously  condemned  them.  With  this 
host  of  witnesses  who  some  time  ago 
condemned  the  principles  which  they 
now  approve  and  advocate,  it  is  natural 
to  ask,  What  has  been  the  cause  of  this 
very  remarkable  change  of  opinion  ;  but 
that  would  lead  me  to  trespass  too  much 
on  your  Lordships'  time.  But  the  point 
to  which  I  would  draw  your  Lordships' 
attention  is  one  not  hitherto  noticed — 
that  the  present  Bill  is  the  result  of  a 
successful  and  most  dangerous  agitation, 
and  one  to  which  I  venture  to  allude 
because  the  events  connected  with  it 
passed  under  my  own  observation  during 
the  time  I  had  the  honour  to  occupy  a 
high  post  in  Ireland.  Your  Lordslups 
are  aware  of  the  failure  of  the  Fenian 
movement  in  1866  and  1867.  There- 
suit  was  that  the  Fenian  organization  in 
Ireland  was  utterly  broken  up,  discou- 
raged, and  powerless  for  action.  The 
Fenians  were  broken  into  parties  in 
which  every  section  of  opinion  was  re- 
presented. In  1878,  there  appeared  a 
very  remarkable  letter  from  a  very 
remarkable  man  named  John  Devoy, 
who  took  refuge  in  America  after  the 
Fenian  troubles,  and  who,  finding  the 
state  of  affairs  as  regarded  any  insurrec- 
tionary movement  was  hopeless,  penned 
these  remarkable  words — 

**  I  am  also  convinced  that  one  section  of  the 
people  alone  can  never  win  independence,  and 
no  political  Party,  however  devoted  or  deter- 
mined,  can  ever  win  the  support  of  the  whole 
people  if  they  never  come  before  the  public  and 
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take  no  part  in  the  ereiy-day  life  of  the  ooon- 
try.  I  have  often  said  it  before,  and  I  repeat 
it  now  again,  that  a  mere  conspiracy  will  never 
free  Ireland." 

In  addition  to  that,  the  writer  goes  on 
to  say  that  the  particular  point  on  which 
attention  should  be  concentrated  was 
the  reform  of  the  Irish  land  system. 
Now,  that  letter  was  written  in  1878, 
and  in  1879  the  first  of  its  results  ap- 
peared in  the  formation  of  what  was 
called  the  Tenant  Defence  Association 
in  Dublin.  The  first  meeting  of  any 
importance  in  connection  with  that  As- 
sociation was  in  the  Spring  of  1879,  in 
the  Autumn  of  which  year  was  formed 
the  Land  League,  of  which  we  have 
heard  so  much.  Your  Lordships  are 
aware  of  the  course  of  events  in  1879, 
and  of  the  opportunities  afforded  by  the 
distress  for  the  agitation  against  rent. 
In  1880  the  Land  League  was  in  fall 
swing,  and  we  had  these  remarkable 
words  of  Mr.  Famell,  which  indicated 
the  coming  policy  that  was  to  predomi- 
nate in  Ireland — 

<*  What  can  we  do  to  indace  the  landlords  to 
see  the  position  P  You  must  show  them  that 
you  intend  to  hold  a  firm  g^p  of  your  land ; 
you  must  not  allow  yourselves  to  be  dispoe- 
sessod.*' 

And  on  another  occasion  he  used  words 
which  have  a  still  more  remarkable 
bearing ;  he  said  last  Autumn — 

"  Depend  upon  it,  the  measure  of  the  Land 
Bill  next  Session  wUl  be  the  measure  of  your 

activity   next  winter It  will  be    the 

measure  of  your  determination  not  to  take 
farms  from  which  others  have  been  evicted, 
and  to  use  the  strong  force  of  public  opinion  to 
deter  unjust  men  from  biddmg  for  such  fanns.*' 

These  words  sufficiently  indicated  the 
intention  of  the  Leaders  of  the  move- 
ment, who  advised  the  formation  of  a 
common  platform  and  the  taking  of  a 
new  departure,  from  which  their  agita- 
tion miffht  be  successful,  and  they  were 
followed  by  the  formation  of  the  Land 
League,  when  Mr.  Pamell,  in  his 
speeches,  laid  most  stress  on  this,  that 
the  Land  Question  would  unite  them 
all,  and  that  the  determination  to  pay 
no  rent  would  bring  about  a  satiiukc- 
tory  measure  of  reform.  I  may  be 
asked  what  connection  there  is  between 
all  this  and  the  measure  before  us,  and 
I  believe  I  have  shown  that  that  con- 
nection is  not  far  distant.  We  were 
told  by  the  noble  Duke  opposite  (thei 
Duke  of  Argyll),  in  a  previous  spedcb 
in  this  House,  that  when  the  pr^scfiil 
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GoTerament  came  into  power,  there  was 
no  intention  of  altering  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  by  the  introduction  of  another 
Land  Bill ;  and  it  is  simply  and  solely 
to  the  success  which  that  agitation  was 
allowed  to  achieve  that  we  are  indebted 
for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  Dis- 
order, confusion,  and  outrages  took  place 
during  the  Winter  and  Autumn  of  1880, 
and  I  believe  those  outrages  so  acted 
upon  the  sympathetic  mind  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  they  induced  him  to  con- 
sider it  necessary  to  overthrow  those 
principles  which  he  and  many  of  his 
supporters  enunciated  in  1870  as  sound 
principles  of  Constitutional  Law,  and 
to  bnng  in  a  measure  which  has  no 
parallel  even  among  the  revolutionary 
measures  the  Premier  has  ever  intro- 
duced to  Parliament.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  spoke  last  night  (Lord 
0'Hafi;an)  laid  great  stress  on  the  fact 
that  the  measure  was  necessary  to  pro- 
duce peace  in  Ireland.  If  it  were  so,  I 
should  not  object  to  it;  but,  judging 
from  the  past,  and  from  the  advice 
which  has  been,  and  is  still  being,  given 
to  the  people,  I  think  wo  have  only  to 
consider  what  are  the  particular  objects 
of  contention  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
time  to  form  a  very  accurate  conjecture 
as  to  whether  the  measure  will  be  pro- 
ductive of  peace.  We  know  the  advice 
tendered  to  the  Irish  tenants,  and  the 
suggestion  that  they  should  pay  nothing 
but  a  fair  rent  for  their  holdings.  What 
is  the  explanation  of  the  term  ''fair 
rent  ?  '*  The  fair  rent,  as  explained  by 
those  who  exercise  the  greatest  influence 
among  the  Irish  tenantry,  is  that  after 
they  have  suited  their  own  requirements, 
paid  their  just  debts,  and  laid  by  a  pro- 
vision for  their  families,  they  may  then 
pay  what  remains  to  the  landlord.  That 
18  the  rent  that  the  tenants  have  been 
advised  to  pay.  The  other  precept  of 
the  Land  League  is  that  no  tenant  shall 
take  any  land  from  which  another  has 
been  evicted.  Now,  will  the  Bill  re- 
move any  of  these  grievances  and  diffi- 
culties? The  rent  under  the  Bill  will 
be  a  judicial  rent.  It  may  give  satis- 
faction ;  but  it  may  not.  If  it  does  give 
satisfaction  all  will  be  well ;  but  if  rents 
are  not  fixed  on  just,  fair,  and  equitable 
principles  it  will  not  be  satisfactory. 
But  if  it  be  not,  the  agitation  will  not 
oome  to  an  end.  Do  you  think  this  Bill 
will  necessarily  stop  evictions?  No; 
evictions  will  continue,  but  this  great  ad- 
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vantage,  I  presume,  will  remain  to  the 
landlord,  that  when  nearly  all  control  of 
his  estate  is  taken  from  him  he  will 
have  to  carry  out  evictions  in  his  own 
name.  But  if  the  Bill  does  not  stop 
evictions,  can  we  hold  that  the  injunc- 
tions laid  down  by  the  Land  League 
will  be  deviated  from,  or  that  there  will 
be  greater  peace  and  order  in  Ireland  ? 
I  heard,  with  particular  interest,  the 
noble  Duke  speak  of  this  measure  as 
involving  transactions  of  an  improvi- 
dent and  almost  immoral  character.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  like  a  great  gambling 
transaction,  in  which  payment  of  a  biU 
is  postponed  to  a  distant  date,  while  a 
certain  sum  is  given  to  the  immediate 
drawer.  This  Bill,  by  one  stroke,  deals 
simply  with  the  tenants  of  the  present 
in  Ireland,  and  puts  an  enormous  sum 
of  monev  into  their  pockets.  The  rate- 
able value  of  Ireland,  exclusive  of 
Ulster,  amounts  to  £11,393,000;  and  if 
we  add  to  that  25  per  cent,  the  probable 
excess  of  the  rental  over  the  tne  rate- 
able value,  we  find  that  the  rental  of 
Ireland,  exclusive  of  Ulster,  comes  to 
£14,242,000.  Now,  as  we  have  the  re- 
markable provision  standing  in  the  fore- 
front of  the  Bill  that  every  tenant  shall 
be  allowed  to  sell  his  tenancy  for  the 
best  price  he  can  get,  assuming  three 
years'  purchase  a  moderate  sum  for  the 
tenancy,  the  Bill  will  put  the  sum  of 
£42,000,000  into  the  pockets  of  the  ten- 
ants existing  at  present ;  and  at  seven 
gears'  purchase  it  will  be  £100,000,000 
into  their  pockets.  I  think  that  justi- 
fies the  statement  of  Mr.  Baron  Dowse, 
that  the  Bill  simply  deals  with  existing 
tenants,  and  that  it  is  not  necessary  for 
it  to  provide  for  the  future.  Now,  where 
does  that  sum  of  money  come  from  ?  It 
comes  from  the  pockets  either  of  the 
tenants  for  the  future  or  of  the  land- 
lords. In  the  latter  case,  it  is  so  far  a 
loss  of  interest  on  the  money  they  pay 
for  the  redeniption  of  their  estates,  or 
it  is  a  loss  of  rent  that  can  never  be 
replaced ;  in  the  former,  it  becomes  an 
increase  of  rent  paid  by  the  tenants, 
but  not  received  by  the  landlords.  The 
great  difference  between  this  Bill  and 
the  Act  of  1870  is  that  that  Act  offered 
an  inducement— a  strong  one — to  ten- 
ants to  remain  in  the  quiet  possession 
of  their  holdings.  Under  that  Act  they 
were  to  have  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance of  tenure ;  and  therefore,  under 
the  shelter  of  that  provision,  they  might 
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profitably  and  safely  farm  their  lands. 
But  this  Bill  will  invite  tenants  to  quit 
their  holdings,  and,  treating  as  it  does 
all  tenants  alike,  will  offer  a  premium 
on  idleness  and  unproductiveness  on  the 
part  of  the  tenant.  A  system  like  the 
Irish  land  system  is  one  of  extraordinary 
complexity  and  diversity,  yet  the  Go- 
vernment have  proceeded  in  a  rough- 
and-ready  way  to  deal  with  the  multi- 
tude of  different  circumstances  which 
must  necessarily  arise  in  practice.  I 
can  conceive  nothing  more  calculated  to 
encourage  the  spirit  of  gambling  and 
speculation  that  exists  among  the  Irish 
tenants  than  the  facilities  given  by  this 
Bill  to  enable  them,  both  provident  and 
improvident — those  who  have  effected 
some  improvements  and  those  who  have 
not — to  obtain  from  the  Court  a  statu- 
tory term  of  15  years,  and  then  to  go  into 
the  market  and  sell  their  interests  for 
the  highest  price  they  can  get.  What 
can  be  more  unreasonable,  for  example, 
than  that  a  tenant  who  has  only  been  in 
his  holding  for  six  months  should  stand 
in  as  favourable  a  position  as  another 
who,  together  with  his  family,  have 
held  the  farm  for  six  generations  ?  To 
both,  however,  it  offers  the  same  facili- 
ties. We  have  heard  a  good  deal  about 
the  village  tyrant ;  but  there  is  another 
person  who  is  well  known  to  Irish  land- 
lords, and  who  is  a  still  more  objection- 
able character  —  namely,  the  village 
*'  gombeen."  During  the  great  distress 
in  1 880  many  loans  were  made,  and  the 
calling  in  of  these  loans  was  one  of  the 
principal  sources  of  the  poverty  and 
distress  which  now  pervaded  Ireland. 
Among  the  many  disadvantages  which 
encumber  the  system  of  free  sale  is  this 
— that,  as  the  noble  Duke  has  said,  it 
precludes  every  man  from  obtaining  a 
holding  except  by  the  payment  of  a  con- 
siderable sum  of  money.  That  system 
may  work  very  well  in  Ulster,  for  in 
that  Province  there  is  an  industrious 
and  a  frugal  population,  and  a  system 
which  works  well  there  may  be  detri- 
mental in  other  parts  of  the  country. 
This  Bill  reminds  me  of  the  story  of 
Samson  in  the  arms  of  Delilah.  All 
the  power  of  the  landlords  is  gone,  all 
their  strength  expended,  and  the  cry  is 
raised — **  Up,  for  the  Philistines  are 
upon  you."  The  Winter  of  1^79-80  was 
a  most  instructive  one.  I  know  nothing 
moro  commendable  than  the  self-deny- 
ing character  of   the    Irish   landlords 
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during  that  trying  time.  But  will  that 
feeling  remain  after  the  passing  of  this 
Bill,  when  we  have  abstracted  from  the 
landlords  every  interest  in  their  pro- 
perty, all  their  proprietary  rights,  and 
have  fixed  their  rent  by  a  judicial  decree 
of  the  Land  Court  ? — when  we  have,  iu 
fact,  reduced  them  to  the  position  of 
mere  rent-chargers  upon  their  estates. 
I  do  not  think  that  they  will  submit  to 
the  same  deprivations  and  show  the 
same  kindly  spirit  and  feelings  towards 
their  tenants.  On  the  contrary,  they 
will  stand  upon  the  letter  of  the  law. 
The  effect  of  the  Bill  will  be  to  impose 
a  fine  of  enormous  magnitude  upon  the 
landlords  of  Ireland.  It  is  said  that 
the  landlords  will  be  able  to  enforce  the 

Eayment  of  their  rents  by  civil  process  ; 
ut  I  fear  that  after  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  the  dangers  attending  the  col- 
lection of  rent  will  be  the  same  as 
now.  We  are  also  told  that  they  may 
redeem  their  farms ;  but  some  landlords 
possess  thousands  of  them,  and  they 
will  not  be  able  to  exercise  that  right 
I  contend  that  during  the  first  period  of 
15  years  for  which  the  Court  can  fix  a 
tenancy,  we  shall  see  a  change  in  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant 
which  will  make  the  latter  the  virtual 
possessor  of  his  farm.  In  1870,  Mr. 
Gladstone  said — 

"  As  I  understand  it,  the  scheme  itself  amounti 
to  this — that  each  and  every  occupier,  bb  long 
as  he  pays  the  rent  that  he  is  now  paying,  or 
else  some  rent  to  bo  fixed  by  a  public  tribunal 
charged  with  the  duty  of  valuation,  is  to  be 
secured  for  himself,  and  his  heirs,  in  the  occn- 
pntion  of  the  land  that  he  holds,  without  limit 
of  time.  Ho  will  bo  subject  only  to  this  con- 
dition— somewhat  in  the  nature  of  the  Commu- 
tation of  Tithe  Act— that  with  a  variation  in  the 
value  of  produce  the  rent  may  vary,  but  it  will 
be  slightly,  and  at  somewhat  distant  periods. 
The  effect  of  that  provision  will  be  that  the  land- 
lord will  become  a  pensioner  and  rent-charger 
upon  what  is  now  his  own  estate.  The  I>c«is- 
laturo  has,  no  doubt,  the  perfect  right  to  redaoe 
him  to  that  condition,  ^ving  him  proper  com- 
pensation for  any  loss  he  may  sustain  in  money ; 
the  State  has  a  perfect  right  to  deal  with  his 
social  status,  and  to  reduce  him  to  that  con- 
dition if  it  thinks  fit.  But  then  it  is  bound  not 
so  to  think  fit  unless  it  is  shown  that  this  is  for 
the  public  good.  Now  is  it  for  the  public  good 
that  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  in  a  body,  should 
be  reduced  b^  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  the  con- 
dition practically  of  fund-holders,  entitled  to 
apply  on  a  certain  day  from  year  to  year  for  A 
certain  sum  of  money,  but  entitled  to  nothing 
more?  Are  you  prepared  to  denude  themw 
thoir  interest  in  the  land ;  and,  what  is  more, 
are  you  prepared  to  absolve  them  from  their 
duties  With  regard  to  the  landF     I,  for  000, 
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confess  that  I  am  not ;  nor  is  that  the  sentiment 
of  mj  Colleagues.  We  think,  on  the  contrary, 
that  we  ought  to  look  forward  with  hope  and 
expectation  to  hring^ng  about  a  state  of  things 
in  which  the  landlords  of  Ireland  may  assume, 
or  may  more  generally  assume,  the  position 
which  is  happily  held,  as  a  class,  by  landlords 
in  this  country — a  position  marked  by  residence, 
by  personal  familiarity  and  by  sympathy  with 
the  people  among  whom  they  Uve,  by  long  tra- 
ditional connection  handed  on  from  generation 
to  generation  and  marked  by  a  constant  dis- 
charge of  duty  in  every  form  that  can  be  sug- 
gested —be  it  as  to  the  administration  of  justice, 
be  it  as  to  the  defence  of  the  country,  be  it  as  to 
the  supply  of  social,  or  spiritual,  or  moral,  or 
educational  wants — be  it  lor  any  purpose  what« 
erer  that  is  recognized  as  good  and  beneficial  in 
a  otvilized  society.  Although,  as  I  haye  said, 
nothing  would  induce  me  yoluntarily  to  ac- 
qoieece  in  a  continuance  of  such  a  state  of  things 
as  has  prevailed,  and  still,  to  a  great  extent, 
prevails  in  Ireland— it  would,  I  own,  be  a  most 
melancholy  conclusion  were  we  to  find  that  we 
could  not  rectify  that  which  is  now  wronff  in 
the  land  tenures  of  that  country  without  under- 
taking a  social  revolution,  a  social  revolution  in 
which  the  main  characteristics  would  be  the 
absolution  of  wealth  and  proper^  from  the  per- 
formance of  duty,  and  an  addition  to  that 
lounging  class — uoiortunately  too  abundant  in 
this  country — ^whoare  possessed  of  money  and  of 
nothing  else,  and  who  seem  to  have  no  object  in 
life  but  to  teach  us  how  to  multiply  our  wants 
and  to  raise  the  standard  of  our  luxuries,  even 
when  we  have  not  yet  solved  the  problem,  or 
got  to  the  heart  of  the  secret,  how  we  are  to 
relieve  the  destitution  which  is  pining  at  our 
doors.'*— [3  Hansard^  cxcix.  351-2.] 

Now,  the  proyisioQS  of  this  Bill  will  have 
the  effect  which  the  Prime  Minister  con- 
templates in  these  words.  I  very  much 
doubt  whether  the  land  hunger  of  which 
we  hear  so  much  will  be  assuaged  by 
the  means  proyided  by  this  measure. 

**  Creecit  indulgens  sibi  dirus  hydrops, 
Nee  sitim  peUit,  nisi  causa  morbi 
Fugerit  venis,  et  aquosus  albo 
Corpore  languor." 

I  hold  that  in  time  the  tenant's  interest 
must  completely  absorb  the  interest  of 
the  landlord,  and  we  shall  some  day  see 
an  agitation  in  Ireland  productive  of  Etill 
more  revolutionary  demands,  and  di- 
rected, not  against  unjust  rents,  but 
ag^ainst  rent  of  any  kind.  I  believe  that 
the  Irish  people  will  soon  perceive  that 
by  a  judicious  exercise  of  the  powers 
conferred  upon  them  by  this  Bill,  that 
by  enlarging  their  own  interests  and 
contracting  those  of  the  landlords,  the 
whole  Interest  in  estates  will  pass  into 
their  hands,  and  that  it  will  require  but 
a  slight  shock  to  overthrow  the  remain- 
ing structure  of  the  landlord's  property 
in  Ireland.    I  wish  to  say  one  or  two 


words  about  the  constitution  of  the  Land 
Ooui*t.  I  have  nothing  to  say  against 
the  gentlemen  who  will  compose  it,  no 
doubt  they  are  men  of  the  highest  hon- 
our and  probity ;  but  the  Court,  never- 
theless, does  not  commend  itself  to  me  as 
a  Oourt  of  the  highest  impartial  judicial 
characteristics.  It  seems  to  me  to  par- 
take of  the  nature  of  a  Oourt  whose 
members  have  been  selected  from  the 
partizans  of  one  political  Party  in  order 
to  g^ve  effect  to  preconceived  ideas.  In 
Serjeant  O'Hagan  we  have  the  learned 
gentleman  who  assisted  the  Catholic 
Bishops  of  Ireland  in  the  preparation  of 
their  criticisms  upon  the  Bill,  many  of 
which  were  listened  to.  There  is  one  of 
the  recommendations  which  I  rather 
think  was  made  to  find  out  which  way 
the  wind  blows.  It  is  a  kind  of  expla- 
nation why  the  Prime  Minister  refused 
to  sanction  any  re- arrangement  for  the 
re-appoiotment  of  the  two  lay  Commis- 
sioners after  seven  years  have  expired. 
This  last  recommendation  is  that  two 
Assessors  should  be  associated  with  the 
County  Court  Judges,  and  have  co-ordi- 
nate j  urisdiction.  These  Assessors  would 
be  chosen  by  popular  election.  One  of 
the  features  of  tne  case  which  strikes  me 
with  the  greatest  alarm  is  the  reception 
which  the  Bill  will  meet  with  in  Ireland. 
It  will  be  a  very  dangerous  thing  if,  by 
a  revolutionary  measure, we  hand  over 
the  whole  of  the  properly  of  Ireland  to  a 
system  of  hotch-potch,  placing  the  work- 
ing of  the  measure  in  the  hands  of  those 
who  will  only  work  it  in  a  manner  which 
is  conducive  to  their  own  ends.  Yet 
there  is  another  Court  in  Ireland  to 
which  I  have  already  referred — a  Court 
not  nominated  by  the  Queen — whose  de- 
cisions are  secret,  which  now  claims  to 
regulate,  and  does  regulate,  the  affairs 
of  the  whole  country.  That  is  the  Oourt 
which  the  Government  has  obeyed,  which 
will  administer  this  law  and  promulgate 
it  throughout  Ireland.  The  existence  of 
this  Court  is  one  of  the  most  dangerous 
elements  in  the  question.  I  admit  that 
it  is  not  possible  to  reject  this  Bill  in 
face  of  the  powerful  Land  League  which 
has  been  raised  in  England  and  Ireland  ; 
but  I  cannot  for  one  moment  join  in  the 
hopefulness  as  to  the  future  of  Ireland 
which,  in  consequence  of  this  Bill,  is 
entertained  by  the  supporters  of  the  Go- 
vernment. The  picture  which  I  draw  is 
certainly  not  a  very  cheering  one,  be- 
cause I  believe  that  when  the  Bill  is  sent 
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to  Ireland  it  will  be  the  signal  for 
further  disorders  in  that  country.  It 
will  be  seen  that  agitation  has  produced 
successful  results ;  that  concessions  have 
been  made  to  di^oyal  people ;  and  the 
advent  of  this  measure  in  Ireland  will  be 
the  signal  of  the  departure,  before  any 
great  number  of  years  have  elapsed,  of 
what  has  been  termed  the  **  English 
garrison."  The  destruction  of  the  Na- 
tional Church  in  Ireland  was  one,  and 
this  will  be  another,  among  the  many 
monuments  to  the  transcendent  ability, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  ill-regulated 
optimism,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tne  Prime  Minister. 

Viscount  POWERSCOUET  said,  as 
a  Member  of  the  Irish  Land  Tenure 
Committee,  he  felt  he  could  not  give  a 
silent  vote  on  that  most  important  ques- 
tion. That  Committee  was  appointed 
last  winter,  as  their  Lordships  knew,  for 
the  purpose  of  sketching  out  the  general 
lines  on  which  it  was  desirable  to  legis- 
late with  reference  to  land  in  Ireland ; 
and,  feeling  as  he  did  very  earnestly 
upon  the  question,  he  should  like  to  lay 
his  views  before  their  Lordships  with 
regard  to  some  of  the  broad  principles  of 
the  Bill.  He  maintained  that,  whether 
tenant  right  had  been  given  by  the  Bill 
or  not,  it  existed,  as  was  proved  both  by 
the  Richmond  and  Bossborough  Com- 
missions, in  consequence  of  the  labour 
of  the  tenants'  hands,  the  reclamation  of 
land,  the  erection  of  buildings,  and  the 
long  oocupation  of  holdings.  Therefore, 
the  difference  between  the  practice  of 
England  and  Ireland  as  regarded  im- 
provements was  essential  to  the  proper 
conditions  of  the  Bill.  It  was  the 
custom  in  England  for  landlords  to  erect, 
and  also  to  maintain,  all  the  buildings 
necessary  for  the  occupation  of  the 
farms,  and  to  drain  the  lands  at  their 
own  expense.  This,  however,  had  never 
been  the  custom  in  Ireland,  and  could 
not  be,  with  its  system  of  small  farms. 
When  an  Irish  tenant  applied  to  his 
landlord  for  improvements  on  his  hold- 
ing, the  landlord  said  he  could  not  do 
the  whole  of  them.  The  tenant  there- 
upon would  ask  whether  if  he  did  a  part 
he  would  be  given  a  security.  The 
landlord  consented,  and  the  principle  of 
tenant  right  was  thereby  established; 
for,  of  course,  the  improvements  made 
by  the  tenant  were  his  property,  and 
no  landlord  would  charge  rent  upon 
such  improvements.    But  sometimes  the 
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tenants  wanted  improvements  of  a  more 
important  character,  and  the  landlord 
agreed  to  borrow  money  from  the 
Board  of  Works,  or  became  security 
for  the  money,  to  effect  them,  and  an 
agreement  was  made  that  the  tenant 
should  pay  interest  on  the  loan  in  the 
shape  of  an  increased  rent.  This  in- 
crease became  a  permanent  increase; 
and  though  the  money  was  repaid  in  S5 
years  the  charge  continued.  That,  he 
thought,  was  perfectly  fair,  as  the  land 
was  permanently  benefited.  Of  course,  if 
the  Bill  was  passed,  and  tenant  right 
became  universal,  landlords  would  pro* 
bably  only  erect  buildings  strictly  on 
these  terms.  Many  landlords,  in  fact, 
had  erected  buildings  before  this,  and 
never  charged  anytMnff  to  the  tenants 
at  all.  He  had  adopted  that  plan  him- 
self. He  strongly  supported  the  recog- 
nition of  the  tenant's  interest,  which  was 
established  in  the  Bill,  and  by  no  means 
a^eed  with  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  on  the  question  of  tenants' 
improvements,  which  were  a  real  item 
in  the  question.  He  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  agree  to  any  limiting 
Amendments  of  the  Bill  of  the  nature 
proposed  by  Mr.  Heneage  and  Lord  Ed« 
mond  Fitzmaurice  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  He  did  not  believe  there 
existed  one  estate  in  Ireland  which  was 
really  managed  on  the  English  principle, 
and  on  which  all  the  improvements  had 
been  the  work  of  the  landlord.  He 
thought,  too,  it  was  most  undesirable  to 
create  two  different  classes  of  tenants  in 
the  country.  He  considered  that  the  ob- 
ject of  this  measure  was  to  put  all  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  upon  an  equal  foot- 
ing, and  he  thought  that  such  an  object 
could  not  prejudice  the  landlords  in  any 
way.  He  deprecated  the  creating  of 
jealousies  and  distinctions,  and  let  uiem 
not  enable  a  tenant  to  complain  that  he 
did  not  possess  tenant  right  while  his 
next-door  neighbour  did.  It  was  also 
noticeable  that  the  Amendments  pro- 
ceeded from  English  and  not  Irish  M!em- 
bers  of  Parliament.  He  regretted  very 
much  to  say  that  he  was  afraid  there 
would  be  great  efforts  to  emasculate  the 
Bill.  He  thought  that  would  be  a  nar- 
row, selfish,  and  short-sighted  policy; 
and  what  they  ouffht  to  do  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Ireland  was  to  give  fvJl 
tenant  right,  with  free  sale.  He  did  not 
think  that  when  the  Irish  tenant  got 
tenant  right  such  as  the  Bill  would  give 
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him  he  would  be  so  vexy  anzioas  to 
acquire  the  fee  simple.    Nevertlieless, 
ereiT  facility  ought  to  be  put  in  the  way 
of  the  tenants  becoming  the  owners  of 
their  farms  wbere  the  landlord  was  will- 
ing to  sell.    The  great  point  with  the 
Inah  tenant  was  security  in  his  holding 
and  a  fair  rent.     He  would  also  object 
to  any  limitation  of  the  principle  of  free 
lale  as  laid  down  in  the  Bill.    They 
ought  not  to  attempt  to  limit  the  price 
Cor  which  tenant  right  was  to  be  sold. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  purchase 
and  aale  of  tne  tenant  right  ought  to 
be  guided  by  the  market  price  ;  and  he 
did  not  think  it  would  oyer  be  worth  the 
landlord's  while  to  purchase  the  tenant 
light ;  he  might  just  as  well  throw  his 
money  into  the  sea,  except  in  cases  of 
fnndulent  tenants,  when  ne  could  pro- 
tect himself  by  the  power  of  pre-emption 
provided  in  iheBill.  He  did  not  look  upon 
the  Bill  as  one  for  the  confiscation  of  the 
landlords'  property,  butratheras  a  recog- 
mtion  of  tenant  right,  believing,  as  he 
did,  that  if  they  granted  security  to  the 
tenant  they  would  also  secure  the  land- 
lord, for  thev  must  stand  or  fall  together. 
He  a^ed  the  House  to  remember  the 
itateof  Ulster,  where  tenant  right  existed, 
and  to  compare  it  with  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land,  and  say  whether  the  landlords' 
property  was  not  more  secure  in  Ulster 
uan  in  other  parts  of  Ireland.     He 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  recognize 
that  principle,  and  that  both  landlords 
and  tenants  would  enter  into  their  new 
rahtions  with  mutual  respect  and  cordial 
ttH^Mvation . 

E^BL  F0RTE8CUE  :  My  Lords,  I 
entreat  your  kind  indulgence  for  a  few 
remarks  which  I  desire  to  make  upon 
this  BUI  as  an  Irish  landowner  directly 
interested  in  its  immediate  operation, 
ind  as  on  Enfflish  landowner  prospec- 
tively interested,  with  most  of  your  Lord- 
dupe,  in  the  formidable  precedent  which 
it  establishes.  It  is  painful  to  me  to  be 
eom^dled  to  speak  as  I  shall  have  to  do 
of  this  BUI,  brought  in  by  a  Government 
oomprising  many  with  whom  I  have 
long,  as  a  laberu,  been  in  the  habit  of 
acting  in  politics.  But  it  is  more  pain- 
fid  to  think  that  a  Liberal  Government 
eovld  thus  repudiate  wholesale  their 
lecent  pitrfessions  and  promises.  It  is 
Aqr,  not  I,  that  have  changed  opinions 
■noe  I  supported  their  Land  Act  of 
1870.  The  view  I  take  of  this  BiU  and 
iti  afteoedenti  is  only  consistent  with 


that  deep  conviction  of  the  paramount 
importance  of  law  and  order,  and  that 
attachment  to  the  principles  of  Free 
Trade,  including  freedom  of  contract  for 
adults,  which  1  have  always  felt  and 
maintained  from  my  youth    upwards. 
But  freedom  of  contract  for  adiuts  only, 
for  I  well  remember  repeatedly  voting 
in  favour  of  protection  to  really  helpless 
factory  children  from  overwork  against 
Mr.  Gladstone  and  Mr.  Bright.    Before, 
however,  considering  this  Bill  and  its 
probable  effects,  I  would  ask  leave  to 
glance  for  a  moment  at  its  causes  and 
antecedents.    We  hear,  on  the  unim- 
peachable authority  of  the  noble  Duke 
who  addressed  us  so  powerfully  to-day, 
that  an  Irish  Land  Bill  formed  no  pcurt 
of  the  original  programme  of  the  pre- 
sent Government ;  nor,  indeed,  we  learn 
from  competent  authority,  of  the  Liberal 
Party    either;    for    300    addresses    of 
Liberal  candidates  at  the  last  General 
Election  contained,  we  are  told,  no  allu- 
sion to  it.   So  we  have  to  seek  aliunde  the 
reason  for  the  introduction  of  a  measure 
so  conflicting  with  the  positive  assur- 
ances given,  and  principles  emphatically 
laid  down,  by  the  authors  of  the  A.ct  of 
1870.     The  noble  and  learned  Lord  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  spoke,   in- 
deed, of  resolutions  passed  at  small  meet- 
ings in  the  North  of  Ireland  on  the  sub- 
ject, and,  like  one  or  two  other  noble 
Lords,  built  up  an  enormous  superstruc- 
ture on  some  expression  in  the  Report  of 
the  Duke  of  Richmond's  Commission.  So 
we  have  heard,  also,  of  the  necessary, 
though  unsuspected,  development  of  the 
Act  of  1870.  But  we  find  the  real  reason, 
as  virtually  admitted  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Lord    Privy  Seal,   in  the  lawless 
condition  into  which  Ireland  has  been 
brought  since  this  Government's  accession 
to  Office.  They  cannot  deny  that  Ireland 
was  handed  over  to  them  tranquil  and 
orderly— not,  indeed,  in  a  state  of  com- 
fort and  satisfaction — owing  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Land  Act — previously  almost 
unknown,  as  was  erroneously  stated  by 
Mr.  Gladstone  just  before  the  Generi 
Election  ;     but    tranquil    and    orderly, 
though  disaffected,  as  was  clearly  dis- 
cerned by  the  calmer   judgment    and 
deeper  insight  of  his  illustrious  Prede- 
cessor, and  was  publicly  proclaimed  by 
him  in  his  memorable  letter  to  the  Duke 
of  Marlborou^.  In  the  Queen's  Speech, 
in  speeches  in  Parliament,  and  in  speeches 
elsewhere,  the  present  Government  re- 
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peatedly  announced  their  determination 
to  govern  Ireland  on  different  principles 
and  by  different  methods  from  those  of 
their  Predecessors ;  and  this  they  cer- 
tainly have  done,  as  far  as  they  can  be 
said  to  have  governed  Ireland  at  all.  In 
spite  of  the  public  remonstrances  of 
those  Predecessors,  and  of  the  confiden- 
tial warnings  of  the  stipendiary  magis< 
trates  of  Ireland,  they,  with  marked  self- 
complacency,  refused  to  renew  the  Act 
prohibiting  the  importation  of  arms;  and 
tens  of  thousands  of  firearms  have  been, 
in  consequence,  introduced  into  Ireland 
since  their  accession  to  Office.  I  impute 
no  motives — I  state  facts.  I  am  not 
going  back  to  the  Prime  Minister's  un- 
fortunate Clerkenwell  speech  before  the 
Dissolution.  But  later  during  the  Be- 
cess  last  Autumn,  after  the  outrages  had 
commenced  in  Ireland,  Mr.  Bright — 
perhaps  the  first  orator  in  England — 
went  down  and  addressed  his  consti- 
tuents. I  remember  his  speech  occupied 
more  than  a  column  in  the  newspapers. 
It  was  full  of  the  injustice  of  Irish  land- 
lords and  of  the  wrongs  of  Ireland ;  but 
there  were  not  more  than  a  few  lines  of 
decorous  deprecation  of  violence  in  it 
altogether.  Nor  did  any  language  of 
his  right  hon.  Colleague  tend  at  all  to 
diminish  the  mischievous  influence  of 
that  speech.  Now,  it  is  obvious  that  a 
systematic  refusal  to  pay  rent,  accom- 
panied by  intimidation  and  even  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  outrage  towards  those 
who  paid  it,  or  were  engaged  in  obtain- 
ing its  payment,  would  facilitate  the  ob- 
ject of  those  who  desired  a  stringent  and 
confiscatory  Land  Bill  to  be  passed.  The 
persistence  in  such  lawless  refusal  and 
outrage  would  dispose  needy  and  timid 
Irish  landlords  to  accept  almost  any 
terms  enabling  them  promptly  to  recover 
part  of  the  money  due  to  them,  and  would 
incline  the  people  of  Great  Britain  to 
acquiesce  in  legislation  inconsistent  with 
their  habitual  respect  for  the  rights  of 
property  for  the  sake  of  obtaining  a 
peaceful  solution  of  the  ever-recurring 
troublesome  problem  of  Irish  disaffec- 
tion. The  lawlessness  spread  and  in- 
creased, till  the  law  of  the  land  was 
superseded,  as  the  Government  had  to 
admit,  by  the  law  of  the  Land  League, 
through  county  after  county  in  Ireland. 
For  months  this  dangerous  and  discre- 
ditable state  of  things  was  helplessly 
acquiesced  in  by  the  Government,  till  at 
last,  in  Januaiy,  they  felt  compelled  to 
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propose  a  Bill  to  suspend  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act  there.   Somewhat  later,  even 
the  Members  for  Birmingham,  conspi- 
cuous by  their  absence  uom  some  of 
the  earlier  divisions  on  that  Bill,  were 
roused  by  the  Land  League's  insolent 
defiance  into  speaking  out.     How  useful 
these  speeches  would  have  been  if  made 
last  Autumn !    I  will  not  yield  to  any 
one  of  the  Government,  or  their  sup- 
porters, my  claims  to  be  considered  a 
friend  to  humanity.    In  the  cause  ai 
suffering  humanity,  if  I  have  effected 
little,  I  nave  worked  hard  and  suffered 
somewhat.    In  that  cause  I  have  stood 
by  the  bedsides  of  the  dead  and  dying 
of  cholera  and  fever ;  I  have  visited  the 
most   infectious   wards   of  workhouses 
and  of  hospitals,  incurring  some  risk, 
unfortunately  not  always  with  complete 
impunity,  by  doing,  rarely  and  at  inter- 
vals, what  thoueyands  of  brave  medical 
men  and  ministers  of  religion  do  daily 
as  a  matter  of  course.    But  I  feel  no 
respect  for  the  humanitarianism  which 
has  more  regard  for  the  lives  and  limbs 
of  the  law-breaking  and  law-defying 
than  those  of  the  law-abiding  and  law- 
enforcing  ;  which  calmly  exposed  brave 
soldiers  and  policemen — armed,  indeed, 
but  rendered  practically  defenceless  by 
the  authorities — to  insults,  wounds,  and 
even  death,    £rom  seditious    mobs   or 
cowardly   assassins  ;    which   made  the 
magistrate  to  bear  the  sword  in  vain; 
and  which,  consequently,  left  a  certain 
number  of    loyal    subjects    for   many 
months  to  suffer  depredation,  outrage, 
and  even  murder^  and  thousands  more 
to  remain  helpless  under  the  daily  appre* 
hension  of  similar  treatment  to  them- 
selves or  their  families.    Conscious  of 
the  discredit  attaching  to  them  in  con- 
sequence, the  Prime  Minister,  followed 
by  many  of  his  Colleagues  and  of  his 
supporters,  began  last  Autumn,  and  has 
continued  intermittently  ever  since,  at- 
tributing the  lawless  state  of  Ireland 
to  your  Lordships'  refusal  to  pass  his 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  bill  last 
Session.    Now,  as  I  took  sreat  pains 
to  persuade  several  Friend  of   mine 
to  come  up  and  swell  the  majority  of 
Liberal  Peers,  which  would,  of  itself, 
have   sufficed,   without    other    aid,    to 
throw  out  that  Bill,    I  must    be    al- 
lowed to  say  of  that  discreditable  abor- 
tive attempt  at  Ministerial  legislation 
that  it    was  the   fitting    precursor  of 
this  measure.    For,  in  all  its  Protean 
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Taiiety  of  phases,  from  its  first  sudden 
iatroduotion,  oonteary  to  all  precedent, 
as  a  Bupplementazy  clause  to  a  Belief  of 
Distress  Bill  down  to  its  final  rejection 
by  an  almost  unexampled  majority  of 
tois  House,  its  principle  was  confisca- 
tion with  repudiation  of  contract.  And 
both  these  measures  have  been  alike 
mis«described  by  the  Qovemment.  As 
that  Bill  was  founded  on  the  anticipa- 
tion of  general  cruel  exaction — unjust, 
though  legal— on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
landlords,  who  have  oeen  since,  as  a 
body,  triumphantly  acquitted  of  this 
eha^  by  the  Prime  Minister,  so  this 
Bill  was  avowedly  based  on  the  Beport 
and  Evidence  presented  by  a  one-sided 
Commission,  of  which  I  need  now  only 
ny  that  they  could  find  time  to  admit 
sn  anonymous  letter  as  testimony  against 
i  landlord,  but  could  not  find  time  to  give 
the  hearing  which  they  had  promised  to 
the  landlords  to  rebut  the  charges  made 
against  them  individually.  That  Bill  pro- 
iSeased  to  be  local.  It  should  rather  have 
been  called  general  with  local  excep- 
tions ;  for  it  applied  to  more  than  half 
the  acreage  of  Ireland,  and  to  more  than 
tvo-thirds  of  the  acreage  not  already 
otherwise  provided  for  by  legislation. 
It  professed  to  be  temporary;  yet  it 
dealt  inter  alia  with  changes  of  tenancy — 
that  is,  with  arrangements  of  at  hypotheii 
more  than  18  months'  duration.  It  pro- 
feeaed  to  apply  to  distressed  districts 
only;  yet  its  Schedules  comprised  nu- 
merous large  tracts  where  the  good 
oops  contrasted  markedly  with  those  in 
manv  large  really  distressed  districts  in 
Enguuid  and  Wales.  So  this  Bill,  we 
are  assured  with  corresponding  intre- 

Sty  by  the  Cbvemment,  is  not  to  con- 
kte,  but  to  raise  in  value  landed  pro- 
perty in  Ireland ;  to  benefit  not  the  ten- 
ant only,  but  the   landlord  also,  and 


ly  the  labourers.  That  our  rejec- 
tion of  that  Bill,  notwithstanding  the 
large  majority  by  which  it  passed  the 
other  House,  was  readily  acquiesced  in, 
if  not  approved,  by  British  public  opi- 
luon,  we  learn,  not  only  £rom  the  rea- 
Moing  and  testimony  of  the  always 
honest  and  fearless  Postmaster  General, 
but  still  more  conclusively  from  the 
eonspicaons  failure  of  the  Government 
to  get  up  successful  indignation  meetings 
on  the  subject  anywhere  out  of  Ireland. 
I  agree  with  that  able  and  courageous 
^'"'■tfflr  that  we  may  find  in  that  fact  a 
■trang  argument  in  favour  of  your  Lord- 


ships passing  a  Land  Bill,  which  I  feel 
satisfied  is  now  demanded  by  the  public 
opinion  of  Great  Britain  as  well  as 
Ireland.  But  I  go  further,  and  find  in 
that  fact  also  an  encouragement  for  this 
House  fearlessly  to  modify  those  con- 
fiscatory clauses  which  in  this  Bill,  as  I 
read  it,  deal  hardly  with  the  Irish  land- 
lords in  proportion  to  the  good  which 
they  and  their  predecessors  have  done, 
and  the  forbearance  which  they  have 
shown,  to  their  tenants.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess who  spoke  with  such  remarkable 
ability  from  these  Benches  yesterday 
exposed  the  Ministerial  misrepresenta- 
tion that  this  Bill  had  been  rendered 
necessary  by  the  extensive  mutilation  of 
the  Land  BUI  of  1 870  in  this  House ;  the 
chief  mutilations  having  been  made  by 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor,  the  present 
Irish  Chancellor,  and  the  present  Foreign 
Secretary.  So  much  has  been  already 
said  so  ably  about  this  Bill  that  I  wiU 
only  now  repeat  that  it  establishes  free 
sale  everywhere  in  Ireland,  whether 
previously  prevailing  or  not  on  an 
estate — nay,  more,  none  the  less,  where 
the  landlord  has  made  largo  and  long- 
continued  sacrifices  to  exclude  it.  This 
Bill  not  only  presents  the  tenant  with 
what  he  has  never  bought,  but  what  the 
landlord  has  paid  heavily  to  prevent  his 
buying.  Why  should  he  be  empowered 
to  sell  at  a  high  price  for  his  own  benefit 
alone,  to  whoever  he  pleases,  the  enjoy- 
ment of  a  holding  rendered  all  the  more 
valuable  by  the  improvements  to  which 
the  landlord  has  contributed  without 
raising  his  rent,  sacrificing  for  years  that 
contribution  with  compound  interest? 
This  is  what  my  predecessors  and  I  have 
done  for  more  than  half- a- century,  and 
this  is  what  most  other  improving  Irish 
landlords  have  done  also.  Moreover, 
thinking  it  undesirable  for  a  new  tenant 
to  enter  upon  a  new  holding,  or  an  old 
tenant  on  an  enlarged  holding,  not  only 
exhausted  of  capital,  but  probably  also 
encumbered  with  debt,  we  have  not 
allowed  the  incoming  tenant  to  discharge 
the  arrears  of  his  predecessor  in  the 
holding;  these  arrears  being  sacrificed  in 
my  case  generally  to  the  amount  of  at 
least  two  years'  rent  during  more  than 
half-a-coutury  for  the  sake  of  the  well- 
being  of  the  tenants  and  the  better  cul- 
tivation of  the  estate.  But  why  should 
all  this  be  presented  to  the  tenants,  who 
have  already  themselves  for  years  en- 
joyed the  benefit  of  these  sacrifices  of 
[^Second  Night.'] 
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their  landlords  ?  And  how  much  harder 
are  the  cases  of  estates  managed  on  the 
English  system,  where  the  landlord  has 
made  the  improvements  of  all  kinds, 
instead  of  only  helping  the  tenants  to 
make  them,  like  myself  and  most  Irish 
landlords !  Still  worse,  however,  if 
possible,  as  a  matter  of  principle  than 
this,  the  Bill,  as  it  stands,  enacts  that 
written  contracts  shall  be  void,  and 
leases  not  made  under  dureae^  but  will- 
ingly taken  by  tenants  cognizant  of 
their  provisions  and  voluntarily  agreeing 
to  them,  shall  be  arbitrarily  invalidated ; 
on  account,  I  suppose,  of  the  helpless- 
ness of  the  leaseholder,  even  if  he  is 
occupying  land  on  lease  worth  £1,000 
a-year.  Can  there  be  a  case  to  which 
Mr.  Gladstone's  forcible  words  of  1870 
more  strongly  apply? — those  words,  I 
mean,  so  often  quoted,  as  to  the  demoral- 
izing influence  that  legislation  must  have 
which  facilitates  and  encourages  repu- 
diation of  contract.  And  I,  as  an  Irish 
landowner,  frequently  visiting  that  coun- 
try, and,  in  earlier  years,  sometimes 
resident  there  {or  weeks  and  months  at 
a  time,  venture  to  say,  from  my  own 
experience,  that  any  such  influence  is 
particularly  undesirable  in  Ireland, 
where  all  classes  have  too  much  in- 
dulged in  what  one  of  the  Alabama 
Commissioners  is  reported  to  have  pro- 
fessed— namely,  "a  preference  for  less 
accurate  modes  of  expression."  How  far 
and  when  contracts  are  to  be  repudiated, 
what  is  a  fair  rent,  and  various  other 
questions,  are,  by  the  Bill,  left  absolutely 
to  the  discretion  of  the  new  Court  to  be 
created.  Upon  the  composition  of  that 
Court  I  shall  say  nothing.  I  never  heard 
even  the  names  of  two  of  its  members 
before,  nor  that  of  the  third  except  in 
connection  with  the  House  of  Commons. 
But,  however  able  and  impartial  they 
may  be,  I  think  it  a  dangerous  thing  to 
place  the  interests  of  the  Irish  landlords 
and  tenants  completely  at  the  mercy  of 
a  Court  without  appeal,  and  with  so 
little  in  this  Bill  of  direction  on  some 
very  important  points.  All  the  other 
Judges  in  the  land,  however  eminent, 
act  under  the  control  of  statute  and  pre- 
cedent. Some  of  the  language  in  the 
Bill  is  very  vague  ;  and  this  new  Court, 
obviously,  can  have  no  precedents  for  its 
guidance.  But,  further,  this  Bill  is  dis- 
tinctly retrograde  in  its  conception.  It 
encourages  and  multiplies  those  divided 
ownerships  in  land,  which  for  many  years 
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the  public  opinion  and  le^^idation  alike 
of  this  and  other  countries  in  Europe 
have  discouraged  and  superseded.  Tou 
must  go  to  India  to  find  precedents  for 
such  a  measure.  In  England,  suocessive 
statutes  have  long  been  facilitating  the 
conversion  of  copyholds  into  freeholds 
and  the  extinguishing  of  manorial  and 
other  dues  upon  fair  terms.  The  nobto 
Marquess  told  your  Lordships  how,  in 
other  European  countries — in  France, 
in  Italy,  in  Spain  and  Portugal,  and  in 
Germany — land  tenure  had  been  more 
and  more  simplified,  and  mediaeval  dues 
more  and  more  superseded  by  money 
payments.  The  metayer  system,  once 
very  prevalent  in  Europe,  is  being 
gradually  replaced  by  money  rents,  espe- 
cially  where  improvement  is  greatest. 
In  Bel^um,  of  which,  but  for  Mr. 
Jenkins  s  instructive  Beport,  we  should 
probably  have  heard  more  said  by 
the  Government,  metayage,  once  rife, 
now  survives  only  in  a  few  polders 
near  the  German  Ocean.  The  noble 
Marquess  told  your  Lordships  how  the 
great  Land  Beform  in  Prussia,  begun 
by  Stein  in  1807  or  1811,  but  not 
completed  till  1850,  did  not  consist, 
as  Mr.  Bright  erroneously  stated  some 
time  aeo,  in  taking  one-third  or  one- 
half  of  the  land  from  the  landlord, 
and  giving  it  to  the  tenant;  but  con- 
sisted in  taking  some  such  amount  fix>m 
the  tenant  and  giving  it  to  the  landlord 
in  lieu  of  the  labour  and  o^er  dues, 
which,  under  the  previous  system,  he 
could  claim  from  the  tenant ;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  exonerating  the  landlord  from 
claims  for  assistance  of  various  kinds 
from  the  tenant;  thus  rendering  each 
class  very  nearly  independent  holders  of 
their  respective  lands.  I  might  cite  the 
land  legislation  of  Hesse,  begun  in  1811, 
but  not  quite  completed  till  1 849,  which 
is  fully  described  by  Mr.  Morier  in  a 
very  able  Beport,  because,  though  the 
territory  is  small,  its  condition  was 
typical  of  much  elsewhere  in  Germany, 
and  the  success  attending  that  l^isla- 
tion  rendered  its  example  very  inflnen* 
tial.  But  I  will  not  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships with  it.  I  will  only  add  Mr. 
Morier's  summing  up— 

**  The  one  ruling  idea  of  the  agrarian  legis- 
lation of  Hesse,  and,  indeed,  evety  part  of 
Germany,  during  the  present  century  has 
been  to  extirpate  double  ownership,  and  sub- 
stitute in  lieu  of  it  full,  unhampered  rights  of 
allodial "  (or,  as  we  should  say,  neeholdj ''pos- 
session.*' 
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Sat  all  this  has  been  done  with  sora- 
pulous  regard  to  the  just  rights  of  both 
parties.  It  was  everywhere  in  Germany 
an  equitable  adjustment  of  the  fair 
claims  of  each — ^not  a  confiscation  of  the 
property  of  either  for  the  benefit  of  the 
other  class.  Far  the  greater  part  of 
this  Bill  is  devotedi  not  to  equitably  ex- 
tirpating, but  to  confirming  and  perpetu- 
ating divided  ownership  where  it  already 
exists,  encouraging — nay,  compelling — 
its  creation  where  it  does  not ;  and  doing 
this,  not  with  fair  compensation,  but  by 
scarcely  disguised  confiscation.  We  must 
consider  this  Bill,  however,  not  merely 
as  regards  its  injustice  or  its  retrograde 
character  in  relation  to  the  more  recent 
legislation  and  public  opinion  of  the 
most  civilized  countries  of  the  world ;  we 
must  look  also  at  its  probable  results  by 
the  light  of  political  economy,  which  was 
described  by  Mr.  Lowe  some  years  ago 
in  the  House  of  Commons  as  the  one 
safe  oasis  wherein  to  rest  in  the  dreary 
desert  of  politics.  I  know  that  political 
economy  has  been,  by  one  leading  mem- 
ber of  ^e  Oobden  Olub,  amidst  the  ap- 
plause of  many  other  of  its  influential 
members,  relegated  to  some  distant 
planet.  But  political  economy  has  an 
inconvenient  habit  of,  sooner  or  later, 
yindicating  its  truths  and  the  predictions 
of  its  disciples  by  results.  Within  the 
present  century  a  powerful  Finance  Mi- 
nister in  his  day,  Mr.  Yansittart,  on  be- 
half of  a  strong  Government,  carried  by 
a  large  majority  through  the  House  of 
Commons  a  Besolution  affirming  that  a 
guinea  was  worth  only  a  pound  note  and 
a  shilling,  and  yet  guineas  continued  to 
be  none  the  less  Bold  next  day  for  27«. 
in  London  for  exportation.  The  highly 
protective  Com  Laws  of  1815,  1822, 
and  1828,  with  elaborate  sliding  scales, 
avowedly  intended  to  secure  a  steady 
remunerative  price  to  the  British  farmer, 
though  triumphantly  carried,  did  not 
prevent  agricultural  distress  from  twice, 
at  an  interval  of  about  10  years,  reach- 
ing such  a  point  as  to  engage  the  serious 
attention  of  the  Legislature,  and  on  each 
occasion  to  cause  the  appointment  of 
Parliamentary  Committees  to  inquire 
into  the  cause  and,  if  possible,  suggest 
remedies  for  the  distress.  The  later 
Protectionist  Com  Law  of  1842,  to  which 
Mr.  Gladstone  was  a  party,  and  of  which 
I  was,  unworthily,  selected  to  move  the 
rejeotionof  the  second  reading — that  law, 
•pedally  intended  to  insure  steadiness 
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and  moderation  of  price  under  a  sliding 
scale  of  duties  doubling  the  profit  and 
loss  on  each  transaction,  though  not  less 
triumphantiy  carried,  also  conspicuously 
failed  of  both  objects,  and  was  repealed 
by  its  authors  four  years  afterwards. 
So  we  need  not  shrink  from  consider- 
ing this  Bill  in  its  economical  aspect. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that,  whatever 
be  the  case  elsewhere,  in  Lreland,  the 
capital  employed  in  farming  is  gene* 
rally  too  small  for  the  land  to  be  farmed 
to  the  best  advantage.  Can  it  be  eco- 
nomically desirable  that  under  the  in- 
fluence of  earth- hunger  a  tenant,  before 
entering  upon  a  new  farm  or  upon  an 
enlargement  of  his  former  holding, 
should  be  encouraged  to  spend  all  his 
capital,  if  not  to  borrow  more,  in  order 
to  buy  the  tenant  right?  Can  it  be 
doubted  that  the  Ulster  Custom  was  far 
more  the  consequence  than  the  cause  of 
prosperity  in  Ulster  ?  Has  not  much  of 
that  prosperity  resulted  from  the  rural 
domestic  manufactures  long  successfully 
carried  on  there,  but  unknown  in  the 
other  parts  of  Ireland — all  inferior  in 
thrift,  industry,  education,  and  civiliza- 
tion, to  Ulster?  And  now  that  these 
additional  sources  of  profit  beyond  the 
farm  have  been  largely  superseded  by 
chemical  works  and  steam  factories  in 
towns,  are  there  not  indications  that  the 
burden  of  that  custom  is  often  found  too 
heavy  ?  Can  it  be  desirable  to  give  to 
thousands  additional  fixity  of  tenure  in 
holdings  each  too  small,  even  if  rent  free, 
to  provide  food  for  a  family,  and  abound- 
ing by  far  the  most  where  both  soil  and 
climate  are  unfavourable  to  tillage?  Is 
not  this  to  encourage  a  permanent  local 
congestion  of  the  population  on  spots 
where  every  bad  season  must  bring 
them  to  the  brink  of  starvation  ?  Can 
it  be  desirable,  for  the  real  interests  of 
the  Irish  farmer,  to  drive  away  the  land- 
lords; or,  when  they  remain,  so  to  dimi- 
nish ^eir  influence,  as  to  render  them 
Sowerless  to  restrain  the  indefinite  sub- 
ivision  of  holdings  and  multiplication 
of  their  inhabitants?  The  litigation 
under  this  measure  will  certainly  be  im- 
mense. Whether  tenants,  landlords,  or 
labourers  will  be  benefited  by  it  or  not, 
no  one  can  doubt  that  the  Irish  lawyers 
will  be  so  enormously.  Can  it  be  desir- 
able that  a  large  amount  of  capital 
should  be  spent  on  unproductive  litiga- 
tion, which,  moreover,  we  know  from 
experience    is  sure    to    generate   and 
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foster  ill-will  between  the  litigant  par- 
ties ?  Then,  can  it  be  desirable,  in  the 
interest  of  the  Irish  labourerSi  still  more 
numerous  than  the  farmers,  to  drive 
away  and  dishearten  the  landlords,  who 
employ  so  much  more  labour  on  their 
demesnes  than  do  the  farmers  in  propor- 
tion on  their  holdings  ?  Will  not  the 
sudden  withdrawal  of  the  landlords'  de- 
mand for  labour,  in  consequence  of  this 
measure,  tend  to  throw  many  men  out  of 
work,  and  to  lower  still  more  the  already 
lowering,  though  till  quite  lately  much 
improved,  rate  of  wages  in  Ireland? 
And  this  brings  me  to  the  neglect  shown 
by  the  Government,  notwithstanding 
their  professions  of  interest  in  it,  to  that, 
the  largest  class  in  Ireland,  both  in  their 
Act  of  1870,  and  in  this  Bill  as  origin- 
ally introduced.  In  the  Act  of  1870, 
Clause  9,  authorizing  the  landlord  to  take 
land  for  cottage  building,  I  happen  to 
know,  had  to  be  pressed  upon  them 
before  it  was  inserted  in  the  House '  of 
Commons ;  and  sub-section  5  of  Clause 
1 2,  giving  similar  power  to  take  small 
allotments  for  the  labourers'  use,  was 
introduced  in  this  House.  I  have 
heard  it  said  that  there  is  no  instance 
of  these  compulsory  powers  being  used. 
But  I,  who  have  built  a  certain  number 
of  labourers'  cottages  in  Ireland,  de- 
spairing of  the  farmers  ever  doing  so, 
should  be  very  sorry  to  be  without 
them.  The  Eoyal  veto  has  not  been 
found  wholly  inoperative  by  our  Mon- 
archs,  though  William  III.  was  the  last 
who  actually  exercised  it.  In  like 
manner,  there  was  not  originally  a  single 
clause  in  the  present  Bill  for  the  labourer's 
benefit.  But  then  the  labourers,  though 
in  general  badly  treated  by  the  farmers, 
had  not  yet  had  recourse  to  intimidation 
or  violence.  Unfortunately,  the  dis- 
couragingly  small  amount  of  the  fund 
provided  for  assisting  emigration,  through 
which  alone  relief  can  be  obtained  for 
the  local  congestions  of  superfluous  popu- 
lation in  the  poorest  districts,  and, 
above  all,  the  absence  of  almost  all  men- 
tion of  field- draining  in  the  Bill,  and 
certainly  of  any  provision  for  its  exten- 
sive execution,  together  with  the  jn'omi- 
nence  given  to  reclamation  in  its  provi- 
sions, afford  sad  evidence  how  litUe  the 
Government  have  understood  the  real 
requirements  of  Ireland,  and  how  much 
they  have  been  influenced  by  clamour  in 
the  deviations  which  they  have  made  in 
this  measure  from  the  stnct  principles  of 
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political  economy.  The  large  present 
and  prospective  withdrawal  of  employ- 
ment by  landlords  renders  it  urgently 
desirable  to  bring  some  productive  work 
within  easy  reach  of  the  labourers  pretty 
nearly  all  over  Ireland  without  long 
delay,  and  without  necessitating  their 
removal  from  their  homes.  Some  field 
drainage,  as  distinguished  from  arterial 
drainage,  is  required,  I  am  assured,  in 
every  neighbourhood  in  Ireland — almost 
in  every  parish  in  Ireland.  In  England, 
it  is  stated  that  about  two-thirds  of  the 
cost  of  such  draining  has  been  in  labour. 
In  Ireland,  where  the  draining  would 
be  more  largely  done  with  stone,  the  pro- 
portion would  be  probably  greater,  and  the 
work  would  naturally  be  chiefly  piece — 
not  day- work— thus  stimulating  industry 
by  enabling  the  industrious  to  earn  good 
wages.  The  generally  remunerative 
character  of  field,  or,  as  it  is  sometimes 
called,  thorough  drainage,  is  well  known. 
In  some  cases,  its  whole  cost  has  been 
repaid  by  the  increased  crops  in  four 
years.  But  it  may  be  reckoned,  gene- 
rally, to  do  so  in  10  years,  except  in  the 
case  of  very  poor,  stiff  soils,  in  a  wet 
climate ;  so  that,  with  a  moderate  annual 
charge  for  interest,  and  the  gradual  re- 
payment of  the  principal,  not  only  would 
no  loss,  except  in  very  rare  instances, 
have  been  sustained  by  the  landlords, 
even  if  the  work  had  been  done  com- 
pulsorily  on  their  lands,  planned  and 
superintended  by  Government  officers; 
but  considerable  gain  would  have  been 
realized  in  most  cases  by  them,  which 
would  have  been  at  least  fully  shared  in 
by  the  labourers.  Field  drainage,  and 
not  the  reclamation  of  waste  lands 
on  a  large  scale,  is  what  a  number  of 
the  best  authorities,  political  economists, 
practical  engineers,  improving  land- 
lords, and  land  agents,  recommend  for 
Ireland  at  present  on  all  grounds.  Un- 
happily, it  is  too  late  now,  consistently 
with  Constitutional  principles  and  Parlia- 
mentary usage,  to  remedy  the  negleot  of 
the  Government  on  this  point  in  this  BilL 
But  while  field-draining  has  been  vir- 
tually ignored  by  the  Government  in 
this  measure,  they  have  introduced 
clauses  about  the  reclamation  of  waste 
land,  happily  still  guarded  by  some 
precautionary  words,  likely,  I  hope,  to 
render  them  a  dead  letter.  For  horn. 
what  I  have  seen  in  Dartmoor,  in  Lewis, 
and  in  a  land-locked  bay  adjoining  my 
Irish  property,  and  from  what  IliaTe 
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Leard  of  in  Whittlesea  Mere  and  Suther- 
landshire,   and  of   the    promised    but 
never  realized  rescue  of  a  whole  county 
from  the  sea  near  Boston,  I  am  very 
sceptical  about  the  profitable  reclama- 
tion of  waste  lands  on  a  large  scale, 
even  by  Companies  or  individuals,  and 
much  more  by  the  Government.    Under 
the  most  favourable  circumstances  much 
time  would  necessarily  be  consumed  in 
making  the  requisite  surveys  and  plans, 
in   bringing  the  requisite    machinery, 
and  preparing  the  requisite  accommo- 
dation for  the  large  body  of  labourers 
required  on  these  waste  tracts.     The 
need  of  increased  employment  for  the 
labourers  over  the  greater  part  of  Ire- 
land is  urgent,  and  no  provisions  have 
been  made  for  doing  this  in  the  Bill. 
But  it  is  too  late  to  repair  this  sad 
omission.    We  can  only  lament  that  the 
Government  in  this  measure  do  so  much 
that,  in  my  opinion,  they  ought  not  to 
do,  and  are  leaving  undone  so  much 
that  they  might  and  ought  rather  to 
have  done.    The  Government,  I  know, 
will  triumphantly  point  to  the  Bright 
Clauses  in  the  Act  of   1870,  and  the 
large  extension  of  the  same  principle  in 
the  present  Act.     The  Bright  Clauses 
failed  to  be  extensively  acted  upon,  as 
I  well  remember  predicting  they  would, 
not  so  much  because  of  their  principle 
as  of  their  infelicitous  details :  for  trans- 
oendant  eloquence  does  not  always  im- 
ply statesmanship,  much  less  le^slative 
capacity    or    administrative    efficiency. 
Every  thoughtful  man  must  have  de- 
sired to  see  the  undivided  ownership  of 
land  much  more  widely  distributed  in 
Ireland,  not  so  much  for  economical,  ae 
for  social  and  political,  reasons,  in  order 
to  interest  larger  numbers  in  the  main- 
tenance of  the  rights  of  landowners. 
Many,  like  myself,  entertained  sanguine 
hopes  that  the  Encumbered  Estates  Act 
would  have  done  much  in  that  direction 
long  ago.     But,  from  various  causes,  it 
did  very  little ;  and  among  those  causes  I 
was  not  only  a  lack  at  that  time  of  any  j 
great  amount  of  available  capital  in  j 
Ireland,  but  also,   in  the  middle  and  | 
lower  class,  a  lack  of  that  particular  I 
form  of  earth-hunger  which  craves  for  | 
freehold  possession.  But  though  I  think  | 
the  extensive  purchase  of  moderate  free-  | 
holds  by  Irishmen  with  the  proceeds  of 
their  own  industry  and  thrift,  even  if 
aided    somewhat    by  Government  ad- ! 
ranees,  would  socially,  economically,  and 
.yJitJoally  be  of  the  greatest   advan- 


tage,  I  believe  that  in  all  these  three 
respects  Government  advances  of  three- 
fourths  of  the  price  to  land  purchasers 
will  have  a  very  injurious  effect ;  pro- 
bably sometimes  opening  the  door  to 
collusion  between  buyer  and  seller  for 
sham  sales  at    extortionate  prices    to 
cheat  the  Government,  certainly  leading 
to  a  constant  pressure  on  the  Govern- 
ment,  as  chief  creditor  and  practical 
landlord  in  Ireland,  for  remissions  of 
debt,  such  as  have  been  conceded  from 
time  to  time  by  different  Governments 
ever  since  I  came  into  Parliament,  and 
further  furnishing  a  strong  additional 
motive  to  the  indebted  masses  for  desir- 
ing national  separation  from  England. 
With  many  thanks  to  your  Lordships 
for  your  kind  indulgence,  I  will  now  sum 
up  my  observations  by  saying  that,  on 
the  whole,  I  consider  much  of  the  Bill 
bad   in    principle   and  dangerous  as  a 
precedent,  as  sanctioning  repudiation  of 
contract  and  ill-disguised  confiscation; 
that  I  find  when  the  Bill,  in  violation  of 
the    strict    rules  of  political   economy, 
makes  advances  of  public  money,  it  makes 
them,  not  to  assist  emigration  on  a  scale 
sufficiently   appreciable  to  relieve   the 
local  congestions  of  population  in  the 
poorest  districts  in  excess  of  the  means 
of  subsistence ;  nor  to  provide  generally 
remunerative  employment  in  widely  dif- 
fused field  drainage  for  a  large  part  of 
the  most  numerous  class  in  Ireland  now 
in  danger  of  having  to  look  to  the  poor 
rates  for  support ;  but  it  makes  advances 
only  for  artificially  raising  a  forced  crop 
of  freeholders,  and  for  the  speculation, 
if  Government  can  get  any  Company  to 
undertake  it,  of  reclaiming  waste  land. 
Still,  though  I  fear  this  Bill,  extorted  by 
intimidation,  unsound  in  principle,  and 
ill  adapted  to  its  object,  is  little  likely  to 
conduce  to  the  increased  productiveness 
of  the  land,  to  the  permanent  prosperity 
of  the  country,  or  to  the  general  con- 
tentment of  the  people  with  the  Queen's 
rule  and  the  supremacy  of  Parliament, 
I  am  glad  to  learn  that  there  is  no  serious 
intention  to  throw  it  out ;  for  public  opi- 
nion demands  that  a  Land  Bill  shall  oe 
passed.     At  the  same  time,  I  trust  the 
House  will  not  shrink  from  the  duty  of 
altering  the  clauses  most  inconsistent 
with  justice  or  policy  which  formed  part 
of  the  Bill  as  introduced  by  the  Gbvem- 
ment  after  full  consideration;    and  I 
hope  still  more  that  the  House  will  not 
hesitate  summarily  to  reject  objection- 
able provisions  hastily  put  in  during  the 
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discussion  of  the  Bill,  apparently  in  the 
vain  endeavour  to  conciliate  the  irre- 
concilable Eepresentativos  of  the  Land 
League — a  futile  attempt  at  an  impos- 
sible task.  For  the  Land  League  have 
throughout  announced  that  they  will  not 
be  satisfied  with  any  measure  compa- 
tible with  British  ideas  of  justice  and 
British  supremacy.  They  really  aim  at 
nothing  less  than  having  Ireland  for  the 
Irish — by  ejecting  the  landlords  and  con- 
fiscating their  property — at  nothing  short 
of  the  Repeal  of  the  Act  of  Union  and 
complete  national  independence. 

Viscount  MIDLETON,  premising 
that  in  his  remarks  he  should  confine 
himself  to  the  four  comers  of  the  Bill, 
said,  he  yielded  to  no  one  in  his  desire 
to  see  this  unhappy  question  set  at  rest 
for  ever,  and  a  better  state  of  feeling 
promoted  between  landlord  and  tenant 
in  Ireland.  No  sacrifice  could  be  too 
great,  either  for  an  individual  or  for  a 
class,  if  they  could  restore  to  those  por- 
tions of  Ireland  in  which  distrust  had 
always  unhappily  existed  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  a  better  feeling ;  and  |  the  Act  of 

also  if  they  could  produce  a  good  feel-    — ^  --^- 

ing  in  those  districts  where  no  such  dis- 
trust ever  prevailed,  before  it  had  been 
fostered  within  the  last  few  months  by 
the  action  of  the  Land  League.  He 
could  not,  however,  but  remark  the  want 
of  appreciation  apparent  in  several  of 
the  speeches  delivered  from  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House  of  the  haste 
with  which  the  Bill  had  been  initiated, 
and  the  extraordinary  complexity  of  its 
The  measure  was  distinctly  and 


left  the  country,  and  have  given  room 
to  a  class  of  tenants  who  are  less  pro- 
vided with  capital,  are  less  able  to  farm, 
and  are  altogether  on  a  lower  footing  as 
regards  intelligence,  capacity,  and  capi- 
tal than  the  men  whom  they  have  re- 
placed?"     He   had    it  on  very  high 
authority,  from  the  manager  of  one  of 
the  largest  estates  in  Ulster,  that  that 
was  the  case  on  the  property  with  which 
he  was  immediately  connected,  and  that 
he  believed  it  to  be  the  case  on  many 
other    estates.      The    second    question 
was — **  How  will  it  be  possible,  if  this 
Bill  becomes  law  in  its  present  shape, 
for  a  landlord  in  the  South  or  West  of 
Ireland  to  make  any  improvement,  by 
concentrating  around  the  homestead  the 
scattered  fragments  of  land  where  the 
townlands  have  been  let  in  rundale,  or 
j  where  they  have  been  scattered  by  some 
other  agency  ?  "    Previous  to  1870,  this 
,  object  was  always  obtained  by  giving 
I  notice  to  quit,   and  thus  inducing  the 
I  tenants  to  come  to  an  agreement  as  to 
the  arrangement  of  their  farms.    Under 
1870  such    arrangements, 
which  were  more  for  the  good  of  the 
tenant  than  that  of  the  landlord,  had 
been  rendered  difficult ;  and  his  fear  was 
that,  under  the  present  Bill,  they  would 
be  utterly  impracticable.     As  regarded 
the  Arbitration  Clause  of  the  Bill,  it 
practically  abolished  freedom   of    con- 
tract   altogether,    whatever  might   be 
said  of  free  sale.     How  would  it  be  pos- 
sible to    carry  out    the    provisions  of 
the  clause  without    a  substantial   re- 
valuation of  the  soQ  of  Ireland,  and, 
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avowedly  based  on  the  Report  of  the   if  so,  what  means   were  provided  for 

Commission  presided  over  by  the  noble  j  doing  that ;  and  how,  in  the  numerous 


Earl  who  sat  on  the  opposite  Benches 
(the  Earl  of  Bessborough).  That  Com- 
mission collected  a  vast  mass  of  evi- 
dence, which  was  not  taken  on  oath, 
and  which  was  full  of  mis-statements 
and  contradictions  ;  but  the  Bill  had 
been  read  a  second  time  in  the  House  of 
Commons  before  the  rebutting  testi- 
mony saw  the  light.  His  fear  was 
that  under  the  present  Bill  arrange- 
ments which  were  far  more  for  the 
good  of  the  tenants  themselves  than 
for  the  landlord  would  be  utterly  im- 
practicable. For  instance,  with  regard 
to  free  sale,  there  were  two  questions  he 
should  like  to  ask.  The  first  was  this— 
**  Is  it  the  case  that  since  this  custom  of 
Ulster  was  legalized  by  the  Act  of  1870 
a  large  number  of  tenants  in  that  Fro- 
Tince  have  sold  their  oooupationsi  have 
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appeals  to  the  Court  which  there  would 
most  assuredly  be  under  it,  would  the 
machinery  be  provided  which  would  ea- 
able  the  work  in  hand  to  be  grappled 
with  ?  Passing  to  what  had  been 
termed  the  ornamental  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  he  would  observe,  with  reference 
to  the  Purchase  Clause,  that  while,  poli- 
tically speaking,  there  could  be  no  doubt, 
if  it  could  be  properly  worked,  that  it 
would  be  of  the  greatest  possible  benefity 
for  there  could  be  no  question  of  tiie 
great  benefit  that  would  accrue  to  Ire- 
land by  having  a  large  number  of  owners 
of  the  soil ;  yet  that  doctrine,  when  th^ 
had  to  do  with  anything  like  peasant 
proprietorship  in  a  counted  distrioCi 
would  prove  to  be  a  failure.  He  be- 
lieved it  would  be  as  impossible  to  pre- 
serve a  race  of  peatant  proprislow  im 
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Ireland  as  it  had  been  found  impossible 
to  preserve  tbe  old  race  of  yeomen  in 
England,  onless  they  could  rescue  them 
from  the  erer-increasing  exigencies  of 
modem  competition.  He  did  not  expect 
that  theBeclamation  Clauses  would  work ; 
the  only  possible  way  of  reclaiming 
land  in  a  remuneratiye  way  being  by 
the  application  to  waste  lands  of  the 
■pare  time  of  occupiers,  who  could  not 
set  any  money  value  for  their  spare 
hours.  With  regard  to  the  Emigration 
Claase,  whatever  might  have  been  the 
case  as  regards  that  clause  as  it  was  in- 
troduced into  the  Lower  House,  as  it 
had  emerged  from  it  the  clause  was 
a  simple  farce.  Its  provisions  re- 
minded him  of  the  attempt  of  Mrs. 
Partington  to  oppose  the  Atlantic  with 
a  mop.  It  had  the  expense  limited 
to  £200,000.  That  would  emigrate 
ahout  700  families,  or  5,000  souls,  at  the 
vtaiost,  while  the  unaided  emigration 
from  Ireland  last  year  was  upwards  of 
96,000.  He  objected  sdao  to  the  pro- 
vinons  introduced  into  the  Bill  with  re- 
gard to  leases  as  being  unjust,  and  must 
sIm  be  allowed  to  express  his  unqualified 
disapproval  of  the  clause  dealing  with 
laboorera.  He  should  have  preferred 
that  the  maxim,  D$  minimis  non  curat 
ItSt  had  been  applied  to  the  latter.  What 
was  to  be  done  in  the  case  of  estates 
managed  on  the  English  principle  ?  No 
proposal  was  contained  in  the  Bill  to  meet 
moh cases.  Heregrettedthe«fimiMwhich 
had  been  shown  towards  the  Irish  land- 
lords, and  denied  that  a  case  had  been 
made  out  which  could  in  any  way  justify 
the  hard  things  which  had  been  said  of 
them,  although  he  admitted  that  among 
laadlordB,  as  among  every  other. class, 
nnjnst  men  were  to  be  found.  He  had 
always  tried  to  assimilate  the  manage- 
ment of  his  Irish  estates  to  that  prevail- 
ing on  his  English  estates.  He  thought 
fiiat  the  Bill  would  operate  hardly  upon 
the  purchasers  of  property  in  the  Landed 
Estates  Court  in  Ireland,  and  this  class 
of  proprietors  numbered  one-sixth  of  the 
whole.  Many  of  these  purchasers  were 
eommerdal  men,  who  were  invited  to 
make  their  purchases  by  way  of  invest- 
ment under  the  inducements  held  out  to 
them  by  the  Legislature,  and  they  were 
ia  this  position,  that  they  were  disliked 
by  the  people,  who  preferred  the  former 
proprietorB  to  them,  and  now  found 
uemselvas  abandoned  by  Parliament. 
Ihe  same  tf»i«g  would  hapj>en  also  to 
ftois  who  had  Beoome  proprietors  since 


1870.  This,  however,  was  but  one  in- 
stance in  which  the  Bill  meted  out  in- 
justice to  the  unofFending.  He  thought 
that  it  was  a  dangerous  proposal  to  revise 
the  terms  of  leases  granted  on  the  faith 
of  the  Act  of  1870,  and  would  not  tend 
to  encourage  the  granting  of  leases. 
By  the  provisions  relating  to  labourers' 
cottages,  the  successors  of  present 
owners  might  find  themselves  cnarged 
with  large  sums  for  the  repayment  of 
advances  made  for  the  purpose  of  erect- 
ing cottages  which  mi^t  no  longer  be 
required.  In  other  respects,  too,  the 
Bin  showed  an  utter  disregard  for  the 
interests  of  posterity.  Everything  was 
to  be  done  here  on  behalf  of  the  holder 
of  the  present  tenancy,  who  was  to  be 
invested  with  privileges  which  formed 
no  part  of  the  bargain  between  himself 
and  his  landlord.  With  regard  to  the 
clause  for  staying  proceedings,  that 
clause  was  introduced  at  the  last  moment, 
and  was  dishonest  on  the  part  of  those 
who  introduced  it,  and  on  the  part  of 
those  who  accepted  it.  That  clause 
merely  introduced  by  a  side  wind  the 
principle  which  their  Lordships  refused 
to  recognize  in  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill  of  last  year.  If  the 
clause  were  passed,  it  would  authorize 
the  Court  to  decree  that  just  debts  should 
not  be  satisfied  which  had  been  allowed 
to  remain  unenforced  by  the  indulgence 
of  the  landlord.  He  was  puzzled  to 
understand  the  principles  on  which  the 
Bill  was  framed.  He  gave  the  Govern- 
ment credit  for  a  sincere  desire  to  benefit 
Ireland;  but  how  did  they  carry  out 
their  intention?  The  subject  of  Irish 
land  required  to  be  treated  like  any 
other  subject,  on  scientific  principles. 
So  far  as  political  economy  was  con- 
cerned, those  princples  had  been  thrown 
to  the  winds  at  the  outset.  They 
would,  however,  re-assert  themselves. 
Naturam  expellas  /urea  tamen  mque 
recurret.  They  were  told  that  this 
was  to  bo  a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland. 
It  probably  was  so  intended  ;  but,  judg- 
ing from  the  reception  which  the  mea- 
sure had  received  from  the  Land  League, 
there  was  little  reason  to  hope  that  it 
would  prove  to  be  a  message  of  peace  to 
Ireland.  It  had  already  been  formally 
repudiated  under  the  infiuence  which  at 
present  dominated  Ireland,  and  was  not 
that  of  our  Sovereign  lady  the  Queen. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  this 
Bill  would  open  the  door  to  unlimited 
litigation,  a  circumstance  wliich  was  to 
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be  regretted,  especially  in  a  country  like , 
Ireland,  where  such  a  love  of  litigation 
prevailed.  In  every  clause  the  interests ' 
of  the  landlords  were  doliberatoly  set! 
aside  in  order  to  gratify  the  political 
exigencies  of  a  Government,  or  the  de- 
mands of  an  outrageous  agitation.  One 
thing,  however,  would  have  even  recon- 1 
ciled  him  to  this  Bill,  in  spite  of  all  its 
objectionable  features,  and  that  was  if 
it  had  been  a  final  measure.  But  most 
important  questions  had  been  intention- 
ally left  open  for  future  consideration, 
among  them  being  absenteeism,  the  con- 1 
stitution  of  the  Land  Court,  and  thej 
subject  of  town  parks.  If  it  was  to  the! 
advantage  of  the  State  that  any  person 
or  class  should  cease  to  exercise  the 
rights  they  Iiad  exercised,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  State  could  remove  them ; 
but  they  had  no  right  to  keep  them  in  a 
position  which  was  intolerable  to  them. 
In  his  opinion,  simple  expropriation  of 
landlords  upon  an  equitable  footing 
would  have  been  a  more  statesmanlike 
proceeding,  for  the  landlords  would  in 
the  future  be  of  no  use  to  their  country, 
and  would  not  be  able  so  efficiently  as 
they  had  been  to  discharge  their  alle- 
giance to  the  Queen.  The  Bill  took 
away  from  them — and  especially  from 
absentee  landlords,  of  whom  he  was 
one — every  inducement  to  do  their  duty 
to  their  tenantry  ;  and  he  felt  convinced 
that,  if  it  passed  in  its  present  shape,  the 
landlord's  power  of  improving  his  own 
property,  or  the  condition  of  those  who 
lived  upon  it,  would  be  nil.  Having 
pointed  out  what  were  considered  to 
be  the  defects  of  the  measure,  the  re- 
sponsibility of  it  must  be  left  in  other 
hands.  Should  he  prove  a  false  prophet 
no  one  would  be  more  heartily  glad  than 
himself,  and  no  one  would  be  more  eager 
and  ready  to  acknowledge  it.  But  he 
could  not  help  saying  he  expected  se- 
rious consequences,  which  ho  did  not 
think  the  Government  had  adequately 
estimated,  would  result  from  it  in  the 
immediate  present,  and  still  more  so  in 
the  future,  and  only  hoped  that  the 
worst  results  of  it  would  not  be  realized 
by  generations  still  unborn. 

Lord    WAVENEY    said,    that     the 
noble  Viscount  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Viscount  Midleton)  had  expressed  his  j 
ideas  so  clearly  and  explicitly,  that,  were  ! 
it  not  that  all  faith  in  modern  prophecy 
had    been    lost,    he    (Lord    waveney)  | 
should  regard  with  considerable   mis-  ' 
givings  tho  future  position  of  Irish  land- 
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lords  under  the  Bill.  Sharing,  however, 
in  that  want  of  faith,  he  was  disposed  to 
think  the  result  would  be  the  direct  re- 
verse of  the  anticipation.  He  desired, 
at  the  outset,  to  enter  a  strong  protest 
against  the  principles  wliich  some  noble 
Lords  had  maintained  during  the  dis- 
cussion, one  of  which  in  effect  was  that 
landlords  ought  to  be  compensated,  not 
merely  for  loss  of  wealth  and  substance, 
but  for  deterioration  to  their  social  posi- 
tion and  power.  But  landlords  possessed 
all  the  social  and  political  rights  of  other 
members  of  the  community  ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  had  no  just  ground  of  com- 
plaint on  that  score.  In  the  next  place,  it 
was  contended  that  expropriation  would 
have  been  a  far  fairer  solution  of  the 
admitted  evils  of  the  Irish  land  system 
than  the  remedies  contained  in  the  pro- 
posed measure,  and  that  it  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  landlords,  and  not  in  any 
way  dishonourable  to  them.  That  was 
a  principle  which  he  indignantly  re- 
jected. Their  duty  was  to  maintain  and 
make  good  their  position,  and  to  display 
in  that  position  those  qualities  which,  in 
the  eyes  of  the  world,  would  warrant 
and  entitle  them  to  fill  those  stations  of 
exceptional  prominence  and  advantage 
which  they  at  present  possessed.  If  the 
Nobles  of  France — a  body  much  inferior 
to  the  Nobles  of  Ireland — had  only  re- 
cognized that  truth,  they  might  nave 
guided  the  elements  which  exploded  in 
the  frenzy  of  the  French  Revolution  into 
a  very  different  channel.  He  thought, 
therefore,  their  Lordships  should  act  in 
a  manner  worthy  of  the  best  traditions 
of  the  landed  class,  and  not  imitate  that 
example  so  disastrous  in  its  results  to 
those -concerned.  With  regard  to  tenant 
right,  and  its  existence  in  Ulster,  surely 
the  improving  tenant  on  the  small  hold- 
ing on  the  mountain  side  had  earned 
something  in  the  nature  of  that  right  by 
his  labour,  especially  in  the  reclamation 
of  waste  land,  and  the  Bill  was  framed 
in  a  spirit  of  equity  with  reference  to 
that  class  of  men.  What  was  wanted, 
in  addition,  was  some  help  for  those  who 
could  not  by  industry  take  care  of  them- 
selves. For  them  the  Bill  would  provide, 
by  the  Emigration  Clauses,  as  to  which 
he  did  not  believe  it  possible  that  reme- 
dial legislation  on  the  subject  could  be 
effective  without  some  provision  for  a 
well-regulated  system  of  emigration.  A 
map  in  the  Library  of  the  House  was 
shaded  so  as  to  show  what  land  in  Ire- 
land remained  to  be  reclaimed;  but  it 
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was  hopelees  to  talk  of  reclamation  of 
mate  lands  upon  a  large  scale.  The 
nibjeot  was  fmlj  discussed  in  1847  and 
1848,  and  the  schemes  then  proposed 
were  ibond  to  be  impracticable.  The 
landlords,  no  doubt,  did  make  some  im- 
provements ;  but  it  was  the  tenants  who 
earned  out  reclamations,  who  prepared 
the  soil  for  the  plough,  who  cleared 
away  the  moss  ana  the  heather,  to  en- 
able the  land  to  be  tilled  by  labour,  so 
as  to  produce  the  potato  crop.  He  re- 
membered but  one  period  of  absolute 
pease  in  Ireland ;  ana  that  was  the  peace 
of  exhaustion  that  followed  the  Famine, 
when  there  was  a  cessation  of  political 
andof  religious  strife.  He  did  not  despair 
of  a  different  peace,  for  the  people  of 
Lrdand  oould  not  fail  to  be  touched  by 
tike  patience  of  this  Empire.  He  had 
fived  long  enough  in  Ireland  to  know 
the  value  of  the  Ulster  tenant  ri^ht. 
The  noble  Lord  then  traced  the  origin 
of  the  custom,  and,  continuing,  said  that 
the  first  blow  was  struck  at  it  when 
Imd  in  Ulster  was  sold  by  the  Court 
with  those  rights  which  belonged  to  the 
tenants.  The  Ulster  tenant  right  was 
not  understood  in  England,  or  in  that 
House  as  it  ought  to  be,  and  the  more 
lapisUtion  was  based  on  the  ideas  under- 
^mg  that  custom,  the  more  lasting 
benefit  would  it  confer  on  Ireland,  and 
file  better  it  would  be  for  the  tenant  and 
file  landlord.  It  was  very  easy  to  find 
bolt,  but  not  so  easy  to  suggest  a 
nmsdy  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  could 
aot  eonceive  any  cases  in  which  a  remedy 
wold  not  be  supplied  by  the  action  of 
la  honest  and  learned  tribunal ;  and,  in 
Us  opinion,  there  was  but  one  cause  of 
ngret  with  respect  to  the  tribunal,  and 
fliat  was  that  it  would  probably  be  in- 
nfflcient  to  deal  with  the  infinite  num- 
ber of  oases  that  would  be  likely  to  be 
hnmght  before  it,  and  he  should  there - 
tore  suggest  that  there  should  be  a 
larger  number  of  Judges,  sufficient  for 
the  formation  of  two  Courts,  for  he  be- 
lieved the  questions  to  be  dealt  with 
were  too  much  for  the  intellect  of  three 
■an.     The  Court  would,  in  the  first 

teha▼e  to  consider  the  custom  of 
,  and  afterwards  the  various  modi- 
isations  of  that  principle  that  would 
have  to  be  made  in  applying  it  to  all 
parts  of  the  Island ;  and  he  trusted  that 
one  of  the  results  would  be  that  they 
vonld  hear  less  in  future  of  disputes  be- 
L  landloida  and  tenants.  When  the 
aiosey  however,  the  people  of 
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Ireland  had  always  exhibited  great 
energy,  great  ability,  and  great  intelli- 
gence ;  and  that  this  Bill  would  pave  the 
way  for  national  greatness  he  was  firmly 
convinced.  In  conclusion,  he  thanked 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  for  not  dividing 
against  the  Bill,  and  thus  disappointing 
those  who  were  expecting  that  the  House 
Would  be  led  into  committing  a  mistake 
at  this  crisis.  They  were  indebted  to 
the  noble  Marquess  for  relieving  them 
from  the  task  of  dividing  on  a  measure 
which  ought  to  be  considered  indepen- 
dently of  Party  politics. 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  said,  he 
was  glad  that  no  Amendment  had  been 
moved  to  the  second  reading,  because, 
having  taken  some  part  in  the  discus- 
sion of  the  subject  in  Ireland,  he  had 
promised  to  give  a  fair  consideration  to 
any  measure  which  might  be  proposed. 
That  promise  he  would  not  depart  from  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  with  very 
great  reluctance  that  he  could  express 
any  approval  of  a  Bill  that  was  such  a 
wide  departure  from  the  principle  of 
freedom  of  contract.  There  was  no 
doubt,  however,  that  something  was  re- 
quired to  be  done  in  Ireland  at  that  mo- 
ment. The  question  of  legislation  had 
been  alluded  to  over  and  over  again ; 
and  it  would  be  perfectly  futile  now  to 
indulge  in  any  speculation  whether,  if  a 
stimulus  had  not  been  given  two  or 
three  years  ago  to  agitation  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Irish  land,  some  smaller  measure 
might  not  have  met  the  difficulty.  There 
were  very  important  social  questions  in 
Ireland  which  required  that  some  mea- 
sures should  be  adopted  by  Parliament 
to  settle  the  Land  Question  on  a  secure 
basis.  It  was  unnecessary  to  mention 
the  case  of  many  of  the  landlords.  The 
agitation  which  had  gone  on  for  some 
time  in  Ireland  had  done  much  harm  to 
trade  in  Dublin,  and  had  caused  a  great 
falling  ofiF  in  the  profits  of  the  railways ; 
and  the  only  institutions  which  had  pro- 
fited from  the  present  state  of  things  wore 
the  banks.  Having  recently  come  from 
Ireland  to  attend  these  debates,  ho  hap- 
pened on  his  journey  to  meet  a  profes- 
sional gentleman  of  groat  knowledge  and 
experience  in  his  locality.  This  gentle- 
man remarked  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  there  was  a  great  scarcity  of  money 
in  the  country.  He  (the  Earl  of  Belmore) 
asked  what  had  become  of  it.  **  Oh," 
was  the  reply,  **  it  is  said  that  in  one  of 
the  banks  in  the  town  in  whicli  I  live 
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there  is  from  £200,000  to  £300,000 
placed  to  deposit  accounts.  The  farmers 
will  only  get  I  per  cent  interest  for 
this  money."  This  was  so  much  capital 
withdrawn  from  the  laud  from  a  fear 
that  if  they  invested  it  in  the  land  it  was 
in  danger  of  being  lost  in  consequence  of 
their  not  having  any  security  for  the  re- 
tention of  their  holdings  under  the  pre- 
sent system.  The  Bill  dealt  with  several 
matters,  and,  avoiding  details  as  much 
as  possible,  he  would  make  a  few  re- 
marks on  them  in  the  order  in  which  they 
came  in  the  Bill.  The  first  question  was 
as  to  the  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest,  or 
what  was  called  free  sale.  He  was  one  of 
those  landlords  who,  to  a  considerable 
extent,  had  not  objected-  to  the  sale  of 
the  tenant's  interest.  At  one  time,  many 
years  ago,  he  had  attempted  to  control 
it.  But,  finding  the  responsibility  for  the 
acts  of  his  agents  too  great,  and  that  it 
was  impossible  to  prevent  a  larger  sum 
being  paid  auh  rosa,  he  abandoned  all 
attempt  at  direct  control,  only  reserving 
to  himself  either  the  indirect  control  of 
saying  what  he  would  give  to  the  ten- 
ant for  the  power  of  exercising  a  veto 
upon  the  persons  coming  into  the  farm. 
So  long  as  free  sale  was  not  abused, 
the  principle  might  be  defended.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  rent  was  made 
more  secure  by  it.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  unlimited  free  sale  was  open  to 
much  abuse  and  might  prove  a  great 
injury  to  the  country.  The  man  giving 
up  his  farm  was  glad  to  get  as  much 
as  he  could,  and  the  creditors,  as  well  as 
the  landlord,  had  a  better  chance  of 
being  paid.  But  the  person  coming  in 
was  placed  in  a  very  much  bettor  posi- 
tion by  restricting  free  sale.  Probably 
he  had  borrowed  some  of  the  money, 
and  that  circumstance  would  prevent 
him  from  stocking  his  farm.  Therefore, 
the  right  of  the  landlord  to  limit  the 
amount  given  for  the  interest  in  a  farm 
was  a  salutary  one.  That  right  was 
now  practically  taken  away,  and  so  far 
the  provision  dealing  with  the  subject 
was  objectionable.  He  would  admit, 
however,  that  according  to  the  defini- 
tion of  the  extreme  supporters  of  ten- 
ant right  in  Ireland  this  Bill  did  not 
confer  absolutely  free  sale.  The  next 
question  was  the  tenure  of  the  land, 
and  the  greatest  objection  that  the  ten- 
ants had  to  the  present  system  was 
that  the  rent,  oven  under  the  Bill, 
might  be  constantly  increased.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
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Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  described  it 
as  a  system  which  would  prevent  an  in* 
crease  of  rent.  That  was  not  altogether 
so ;  but,  practically,  the  rent  could  not 
be  increased,  except  by  converting  leases 
for  ever  into  perpetuities,  when  a  small 
addition  to  it  might  be  made,  or  as  the 
value  of  money  fell  there  might  as 
time  went  on  be  some  increase.  He 
had  lately  looked  very  closely  into  the 
system  of  tenure  on  his  own  property 
from  the  time  of  the  Plantation,  and  he 
found  that  at  one  time  every  holding  was 
let  for  a  longer  or  shorter  term  of  years. 
Down  to  the  present  century,  it  was  al- 
ways usual,  on  granting  a  lease,  to  have 
a  small  increase  of  rent.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  (Lord  Car- 
lingford)  had  said  that  the  great  rise 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  value  of 
land  during  the  last  100  years,  or  less, 
was  due  partly  to  tenant  right  and 
partly  to  the  tenants'  improvements. 
That,  he  (the  Earl  of  Belmore)  believed, 
was  certainly  not  the  case.  In  his  opi- 
nion, while  admitting  that  the  rise  in 
the  value  of  land  in  Ulster  had  been 
considerable,  ho  thought  it  was  attri- 
butable to  the  increased  value  of  money 
compared  with  the  increased  value  of 
land,  and  not  to  the  tenant's  improve- 
ments or  to  the  tenant  right  system 
which  prevailed  there.  He  had  no  faith 
in  the  existence  of  tenants'  improve- 
ments before  the  beginning  of  the  pre- 
sent century,  and  could  not,  therefore, 
think  that  they  had  been  a  factor  in  the 
increase  of  the  value  of  land.  With 
regard  to  tenant  right,  he  found  no 
trace  of  it  until  within  the  last  100 
years.  Now  and  then,  it  was  true,  he 
had  heard  of  cases  in  which  sums  of 
money  had  been  given  by  way  of  com- 
pensation, and  those  cases,  perhaps, 
contained  the  germ  of  tenant  right  ;  but 
the  right  in  its  modern  form  was  not 
known  till  a  more  recent  period.  Of  all 
the  questions  dealt  with  by  the  Bill,  the 
question  of  rent  was  the  most  important 
to  the  tenant.  That,  at  least,  was  his 
experience,  which  was  fully  confirmed 
by  what  he  had  heard  at  a  land  meeting 
at  which  he  had  been  asked  to  preside. 
Comparisons  were  sometimes  made  be- 
tween the  rents  on  English  and  Irish 
estates,  and  a  letter  on  the  subject  had 
appeared  in  an  Irish  paper  by  a  tenant 
farmer  from  Ireland  who  had  visited 
Gloucestershire.  The  writer  of  that 
letter  pointed  out  that  he  paid  no  more 
than  £1  an  acre^  and  the  landlord  paid 
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the  tithe  rent-oharge;  while  in  Olouoes- 
tenhire  the  average  rent  was  £2  an  acre^ 
with  tithe  and  taxes  that  made  the  rent 
practically  £3.    With  resnect  to  the  Bill 
Defore  the  House,  he  womd  say  little  as 
to  the  proposed  Court,  lest  he  should 
trarel  over  a  weU-heaten  path ;  but,  on 
the  whole,  he  felt  confidence  in  the  Oom- 
miseioners  who  would  be  appointed.  One 
of  them  he  scarcely  knew  at  ^,  but  of 
the  others,  one  was  a  trained  man  of 
business ;  while  the  position  and  ability 
of  the  Judicial  Oommissioner  were  guar- 
antees that  he  would  be  an  impartial 
JudRo.     Some  people  thought  that  there 
shomd  be  five  Oommissioners ;  but  he 
thought  that  three  was  a  better  num- 
ber.   He  had  always  been  favourable 
to  some  form  of  arbitration,  but  could 
not  approve  of  the  establishment  of  ar- 
bitrators in  the  shape  of  the  Land  Court, 
and  he  was  in  hopes  that  in  Committee 
their  Lordships  would  so  amend  the  Bill 
as  to  make  it  less  objectionable  than  it 
was  at  present.    The  clauses  of  the  Bill 
tiiat  most  excited  his    sympathy  were 
those  by  which  it  was  intended  to  make 
tenants  landed  proprietors,  and  he  should 
even  have  preferred  to  trust  solely  to 
them  as  a  remedy  for  the  present  griev- 
ances, and  to  have  alto&;ether  omitted 
the  other  parts  of  the  Bill.  No  doubt,  a 
great  difference  of  opinion  existed  on 
the  subject,  some  maintaining  that  the 
sales   made    under  the  Church  Tem- 
poraUtieB   Conmiissioners  had  resulted 
m  a  complete  success,  while  the  Be- 
toms  issued  for  the  county  of  Armagh 
favoured  the  contrary  view.    Failures 
there  certainly  had  been  in  some  in- 
stances ;  but  the  glebe  lands  were  just 
those  where  the  most  unsuitable  tenants 
for  the    experiment  would  be  found: 
for  the  clerfin^an  of  former  days  had 
not  even  a  life  interest,  and  was  not 
generally  an  improving  landlord;    so 
long  as  he  could  get  a  moderate  profit, 
and  Kve  in  peace  with  his  tenants,  he 
was  satisfied.    But,  in  spite  of  that  fact, 
he  was  vegr  glad  that  the  Peasant  Pro- 
imetary  Cmuses  found  a  place  in  the 
Kill,  and  he  looked  to  them  to  counter* 
act  the  ill-effecto  of  some  of  its  other 
provisions.    It  had  been  contended  that 
die  Emigration  Clauses  would  probably 
be  useless  and  inoperative,  and  perhaps 
the  experiment  might  have  been  tried 
on  a  larger  scale ;  but  a  very  condder- 
able  emigration  would  always  be  going 
en  whenever  there  was  a  time  of  agri- 
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cultural  depression.  A  Northern  public 
officer — whose  office  caused  him  to  be 
a  good  authority — was  of  opinion  that 
when  this  Bill  came  into  operation  and 
creditors  had  something  tan^ble  to  sell, 
so  many  tenants  were  weighed  down 
with  deot,  that  it  was  probable  thai 
emigration  would  be  more  considerable 
than  ever.  In  the  way  of  enabUn^ 
those  who  were  so  situated  to  seS 
out  and  emigrate,  he  thought  those 
clauses  would  do  some  fi;ood.  Amend- 
ments to  the  Bill  would,  of  course,  be 
proposed  in  Committee ;  but  there  wae 
onN  one  ix)int  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  attention — namely,  with  regard  to 
those  landlords  in  Ulster  who  had  bought 
up  the  tenant  right  on  their  estates.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  denied  that  there 
were  any  such  cases;  but  when  he 
moved  his  Amendment,  having  for  iter 
object  the  protection  of  those  landlords 
who  had  so  acted,  he  should  be  able  to 
prove  their  existence,  and  would  sup- 
port his  views  by  evidence  of  their  actual 
number.  In  conclusion,  he  must  say 
that  his  own  idea  with  regard  to  Ireland 
was  that  matters  would  never  prosper 
there  until  all  parties  agreed  to  leave 
agitation  alone.  And  he  said  this  with 
the  more  confidence,  because  it  was  true. 
The  LOED  CHANCELLOE:  My 
Lords,  I  have  two  reasons  for  asking 
your  Lordships'  indul^nce  on  this  occa- 
sion. One  will  be  obvious  to  your  Lord- 
ships. It  is  that  it  is  necessary  for  me 
to  explain  the  causes  which  have  led  me, 
from  a  sense  of  duty,  to  accept  my  share 
of  the  responsibility  for  the  introduction 
of  this  measure.  The  other  is  because, 
in  the  course  of  this  debate,  frequent 
reference  has  been  made  to  speeches 
delivered  by  me,  when  I  was  under  no 
official  responsibility,  in  the  year  1870. 
Some  explanation  is  due  to  your  Lord- 
ships, after  what  has  been  said  with 
reference  to  those  speeches,  of  the  view 
which  I  take  of  the  present  position  of 
affairs  in  Ireland,  as  compared  with 
that  of  the  year  1870.  My  Lords,  I 
should  like,  at  the  outset,  to  say  a  few 
words  as  to  the  principles  which  I  con- 
ceive to  be  fundamental,  with  respect  to 
any  such  legislation  as  this.  I  feel  as 
strongly  as  any  of  your  Lordships  can^ 
that  we  laws  of  any  country  which  govern 
the  tenure  of  property  ought  not  to  be 
lighdy  alterect.  In  the  early  steges  of 
society,  it  is  a  comparatively  easy  taing^ 
when  the  rules  and  the  adkninistration 
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of  law  Iiave  not  beoome  well  fixed,  for 
adjustments  of  laws  of  property  to  the 
habits  and  customs  of  men  to  take  place ; 
and  there  is,  perhaps,  no  better  example 
of  that  than  the  transition,  in  this  coun- 
try— ^to  which  reference  has  been  made 
in  the  course  of  this  debate— of  estates 
at  will  into  those  estates,  under  fixed  con- 
ditions of  tenure,  which  we  now  call  copy- 
hold .  The  process  in  those  early  times  was 
very  different  from  positive  le^slation 
like  this ;  but  the  principles  which  then 
made  such  a  transition  natural,  and  just, 
and  right,  will,  under  different  forms,  at 
all  times  and  in  all  countries,  have  per- 
manent application.  Whenever  you  find 
that  the  customs,  the  habits,  the  life  of 
men  have  become  divergent  from  the  let- 
ter and  strict  terms  of  the  law,  whenever 
vou  find  that  the  interests  of  large  and 
important  classes  have  grown  intermixed 
and  entangled  with  each  other  in  a  way 
which  makes  some  re-adjustment  neces- 
sary for  the  convenience  and  for  the  safety 
of  society — whenever  that  happens,  how- 
ever fixed  the  law  may  be,  still  the  same 
social  and  moral  necessity  arises  for  the 
exercise  of  legislative  power  to  make 
the  adjustments,  whether  they  be  large 
or  small,  whether  they  may  seem  vio- 
lent or  easy,  which  that  state  of  circum- 
stances renders  necessary.  My  Lords, 
all  such  laws  of  property  and  laws  of 
tenure  are  made  for  men  and  not  men 
for  them ;  and  they  must,  from  time  to 
time,  everjTwhere  and  always,  be  re- 
viewed and  changed  and  re-adjusted 
when  the  pressure  of  social  forces 
requires  it,  and  the  safety  of  the  State 
makes  it  necessary,  and  when  we  all 
feel  it  to  be  inevitable.  There  are 
examples  well  known  to  your  Lordships 
of  ereat  changes  of  tenure,  which,  no 
doubt,  stirred  at  the  time  the  feelings  of 
men  as  deeply  as  this  can  stir  the  feel- 
ingB  of  any  of  your  Lordships — changes 
which  have  taken  place  on  the  Continent 
of  Europe,  changes  in  their  kind  very 
different  from  what  we  propose,  and 
made  under  different  conditions,  but 
"^^amples,  prominent  and  recent  ex- 
amplefe,  ^f  the  right  and  duty  of  the 
State  to  make  ^hese  adjustments  when 
they  become  neces8a*yj  and  of  the  gene- 
ral approval  and  acquiesoeiMAA  of  man- 
kind in  such  adjustments  when  tklev  »are 
wisely  and  reasonably  made.  And,  mjy 
Lords,  I  say  that  such  adjustments — ^ 
however  apt  men  may  be  to  denoimce 
fliem  as  unjust,  as  revolutionary,  and  I 
J%0  lard  CkmcMor 
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with  the  rest  of  the  vocabulary  of 
vituperation — are  both  just  and  bene- 
ficial, not  to  one  class  only,  but  to  all 
the  classes  concerned  in  them,  when 
they  are  made  so  as  to  maintain  the 
substantial  rights  of  property,  while 
alterinfi^  their  conditions  and  their  form, 
and  still  more  when  they  are  made  so  as 
to  place  the  enjoyment  of  those  rights 
on  a  more  secure  basis  and  footing  uan 
that  upon  which  they  stood  before  the 
change.  We  have  ourselves  recently 
and  largely  acted  upon  these  principles. 
Measures  to  adjust  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant  by  new  legislation, 
involving  the  settlement  of  rent  and 
durability  of  tenure,  have  marked  our 
legislation  in  India ;  and  between  those 
measures  and  this  there  is  not  only  a 
rather  near  parallel  on  those  two  points, 
but  there  is  this  further  parallel — that 
our  Indian  Legislature,  m  so  dealing 
with  the  properties  of  the  great  proprie- 
tors and  the  innumerable  cultivators  of 
India,  did  not  consider  that  by  doing 
justice  to  the  one  dass  it  was  doing 
mjustioe  to  the  other,  and  did  not 
recognize  any  necessity  for  treating 
those  changes  as  matter  for  compen- 
sation. And  your  Lordships  and  the 
Legislature  of  this  country  acted  in  the 
same  manner  and  upon  the  same 
principle  in  regard  to  Ireland  when 
you  passed  the  measure  of  1870,  whioh 
was  really  a  much  greater  step  in  the 
direction  of  chanee  of  law,  so  as  to  ac- 
commodate it  to  the  habits  and  customs, 
and,  therefore,  moral  rights  of  the 
people,  than  that  which  you  are  now 
asked  to  make,  because  it  was  a  change 
in  that  direction  made  for  the  first  time. 
I  refer  to  these  instances  for  the  purpoee 
of  explaining  how  my  mind  is  affected 
by  the  view  of  the  position  which  the 
State  assumes  when  it  deals  with  a  g^reat 
measure  of  adjustment  of  the  tenure  of 
land  such  as  that  which  is  now  before 
us.  It  is  neither  a  new  thing  nor  a 
strange  thing,  although  it  is  most  un- 
desirable that  it  shomd  be  a  common 
or  a  frequent  thing.  Nothing  but 
grave  necessity  can  make  it  wise;  but 
where  there  is  that  necessity,  and 
when  an  anxious  endeavour  is  made 
to  reconcile  the  rights  of  aU  the  classes 
concerned,  I  say  that,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  State  does  but  dis- 
charge one  of  its  greatest  duties,  the 
neelect  of  which  might  lead  to  injustice, 
and  might,  under  some^ciroumstances, 
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laad  to  rerolutioii.  The  present  Bill  is 
framed  upon  those  princi^es,  and  under 
a  sense  of  the  existence  of  that  kind  of 
necessity.  It  is  said  that  it  interferes  with 
economical  principles,  and  with  freedom 
of  contract.  But  it  is  a  mockery  to  talk 
of  those  things,  when  the  moral  and 
social  forces  with  which  you  have  to  deal 
are  antagonistic  to  them  and  inconsistent 
with  them.  Under  any  circumstances, 
freedom  of  contract  can  only  be  exercised 
within  lines  prescribed  by  law ;  and  when 
jon  find  that,  within  those  lines,  it  is  not 
m  fact  exercised,  and  that  you  hare  to 
encounter  moral  and  social  conditions  at 
Tariance  with  it ;  when  you  hare  not  got 
an  open  market,  nor  freedom  to  hire  or 
to  let ;  when  the  habits  and  relations  of 
the  classes  concerned  show  that  you 
cannot  apply  those  principles  without 
modification  and  regulation,  then  it  is 
necessary  to  adapt  your  laws  to  the  cir- 
cumstances with  which  you  have  to  deal, 
and  to  the  state  of  society  which  exists 
in  the  coimtry  for  which  you  legislate ;  and 
it  is  pedantic  to  rest  upon  theoretical  and 
abstoaot  ideas,  instead  of  endeavouring 
to  do  the  best  you  can  under  circum- 
stances of  practical  difficulty.  As  I  said, 
I  have  been  reminded  of  some  opinions 
which  I  expressed — and  I  hope  you  will 
believe  that  I  then  spoke  in  all  sincerity, 
and  as  honestly  as  I  now  address  your 
Lordships — in  1 870,  when  I  was  free  from 
the  responsibility  of  any  official  position, 
but  not  free  from  the  responsibilities 
attaching  to  every  man  who  desires  to 
do  his  duty.  Some  things  which  I  then 
said  have  been  quoted  as  if  I  had  de- 
nounced as  unjust,  and  as  taking  away 
one  man's  property  to  ffive  it  to  another, 
a  proposal  substantiaUy  the  same  with 
the  scneme,  or  part  of  the  scheme,  of  the 
present  Bill,  in  favour  of  which  I  am 
speaking  to  you  at  the  present  time.  My 
£ords,  1  deny  it  utterly.  Whether  I 
was  right  or  wrong  in  my  conception  at 
that  time  of  the  effect  of  a  universal  ex- 
tension, pure  and  simple,  of  the  Ulster 
Custom  to  the  rest  of  Ireland — ^for  that 
ifl  the  subject  upon  which  my  words 
were  quoted  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne) — ^that  which  is 
done  by  this  Bill,  in  my  view,  at  all 
events,  wholly  differs  from  such  an  ex- 
tension of  the  Ulster  Custom ;  and  it  is 
proposed — so  far  as  anything  analogous 
to  the  Ulster  Custom  is  proposed  in 
this  Bill — under  conditions  and  limita- 
tions carefully  conceived,  which  have 


been  essential  to  my  acceptance  of  the 
measure.  The  noble  Marquess  also  re* 
ferred  to  other  words  which  I  then  used 
on  the  subject  of  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance, in  which  I  said  that  unless 
great  care  were  taken  as  to  the  limits  and 
the  checks  under  which  compensation  for 
disturbance  was  given  there  might  be 
danger  of  its  encroaching  upon  rights  of 
property  which  ought  not  to  be  so  en- 
croached upon.  I  thought  so  then,  and 
I  think  so  still;  and,  in  dealing  with 
those  provisions  of  this  Bill  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  some,  may  be  attended  with  a 
similar  danger,  I  have  at  least  succeeded 
in  convincing  myself  that  the  necessary 
limits  and  the  necessanr  checks  are  here. 
I  do  not  like  to  speak  of  myself;  but, 
when  challenged,  I  must  at  least  endea- 
vour to  justify  my  view.  Although  your 
Lordships  wno  differ  from  me  may 
value  these  checks  and  safeguards  as 
little  as  I  do  much,  I  think  you  will  not 
disbelieve  me  when  I  assure  you  that  I  re- 
gard them  as  checks  and  limitations  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  any  such  unjust  conse- 
quences. There  are  other  matters  as  to 
which  I  stand  upon  the  same  platform 
with  many  of  my  Colleagues,  which  I 
may  dismiss  more  easily.  They  were 
shadowed  out  in  1870  vaguely,  indis- 
tinctly, and  in  general  terms,  and  were 
Sroposals  which  I  do  not  at  all  mean  to 
eny  had  a  good  deal  in  common  with 
the  more  depute  and  guarded  proposals 
of  the  present  Bill.  When  the  Bill  of 
1870  was  introduced,  I,  like  most  of 
those  who  are  now  my  Colleagues,  ex- 
pressed myself  averse  to  changes  so 
extensive,  and  agreed  with  those  who 
thought  them  open  to  serious  economical 
objections.  Well,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  if  I  were  not  convinced  of  the 
necessity  for  the  large  proposals  made 
by  this  iBill,  I  should  still  object  to  them 
on  similar  grounds.  It  is  because  eir- 
oumstances  have  changed,  and  we  are 
in  a  state  of  things  now  which,  fX  that 
time,  did  not  exist,  that  I  agree  to  things 
which  I  would  not  willingly  have  agreed 
to  then.  But  still  I  do  so  unwillingly, 
because  I  regret  that  the  state  of  cir- 
cumstances ^ould  be  such  as  to  con- 
vince me  of  the  necessity.  I  agree  to 
them,  because  I  think  there  is  a  neces- 
sity for  which  I  see  no  other  remedy*- 
at  least,  none  so  likely  to  be  effectual  as 
a  Bill  of  this  kind.  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
have  done  with  my  own  speeches,  and 
I  ask  you  to  consider  what   are  the 
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real  conditions  of  this  question.  Be- 
fore endeayouring  to  state  them,  I  will 
allnde,  for  a  moment,  to  the  strange 
alarms  which  hare  been  introduced  in 
the  course  of  this  debate  about  the  pos- 
sible consequences  of  this  measure  in 
England,  r^ow,  I  am  quite  content  to 
look  that  suggestion  in  the  face,  and  to 
say  openly  and  distinctly  that,  if  there 
were  like  circumstances  in  England,  I 
should  loyally  agree  to  similar  measures. 
So  far  from  thinking  that  any  wrong  or 
injustice  would  be  caused,  I,  as  a  land- 
lord, although  not  a  large  one,  should 
think  such  legislation  under  such  cir- 
cumstances altogether  to  my  interest,  as 
well  as  to  the  interest  of  the  tenant.  I 
think  this  is  a  case  in  which  one  cannot 
do  wrong  in  tr3ring  to  imagine  oneself 
in  the  position  of  an  Irish  landlord.  Be- 
member  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  legislation  takes  place,  and  say  in 
your  conscience  whether  you  would  think 
yourself  wronged  by  such  a  Bill.  I  can 
say  with  a  clear  conscience  that  I  should 
not  think  myself  wroneed.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  should  think  the  Bill  at  least  as 
beneficial  to  myself  and  to  my  own  class 
as  to  the  class  of  tenants.  But  the  real 
truth  is,  that  the  same  circumstances  do 
not  exist  in  England,  and  the  tenants 
desire  similar  measures  at  least  as  little 
as  the  landlords.  Speaking  for  my- 
self, in  the  last  few  years  I  should  hare 
been  very  far  indeed  from  alarmed  if  a 
fair  rent  had  been  fixed  upon  my  land 
by  an  independent  and  competent  tri- 
bunal, and  if  the  tenantry  had  been 
fastened  to  the  land  on  those  terms,  at 
all  events  for  15  years.  But  now,  my 
Lords,  what  are  the  leading  facts  which 
we  must  keep  in  mind  when  approach- 
ing this  question  in  connection  with  Ire- 
land ?  In  England  the  persons  engaged 
in  agriculture  as  occupying  tenants  are 
1  in  69;  in  Ireland  they  are  1  in  9. 
The  difference  between  those  figures 
shows  the  dependence  of  the  peo^e  of 
Ireland  upon  agriculture  as,  practically, 
their  sole  means  of  living,  in  contrast  to 
those  other  means  of  living  and  sources 
of  prosperity  which  the  people  of  Eng- 
land possess.  With  regard  to  the  hold- 
ings, the  contrast,  at  first  sight,  does  not 
seem  equally  great,  because  in  Eng- 
land 59  acres,  on  an  average,  go  to  a 
holding ;  while  in  Ireland,  if  you  include 
all  the  great  grazing  farms,  27  acres 
form  the  average,  a  disparity,  however, 
still  very  great,   even  if  no  deduction 
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were  made  Ibr  those  great  grasing  fiuma. 
In  Ireland  nearly  naif  of  the  whole 
number  of  holdings  throughout  the 
country  are  under  15  acres,  and  nearly 
two-thirds  are  not  above  £10  valua- 
tion. Even  in  the  most  prosperous 
part  of  the  country — ^Ulster — the  propor- 
tion is  practically  the  same.  I  do  not 
want  to  dwell  upon  some  other  factors 
in  the  question  ;  but  they  are  not  with- 
out importance  in  considering  the  differ- 
ence between  England  and  Ireland.  In 
England,  the  great  proprietors  commonly 
reside  upon  their  estates ;  in  Ireland  they 
commonly  do  not.  Do  not  let  it  be  sup- 
posed that  I  wish  to  do  injustice  to  that 
class  of  Irish  proprietors.  For  the  most 
part  they  have  been  very  liberal  to 
their  tenants,  although  I  know  that  there 
are  some  resident  proprietors  who  are 
equally  so.  But  the  fact  that  so  veiy 
great  a  proportion  of  the  land  of  Ireland 
IB  in  the  himds  of  large  proprietors  who 
do  not  reside  upon  their  estates,  and 
that  those  estates  are,  and  must  be,  ma- 
naged by  agents  who  can  never  be  to  l^e 
tenants  what  resident  proprietors  might, 
necessarily  introduces  a  different  sys- 
tem of  treatment,  and  produces  very 
different  relations  between  the  owners 
of  property  in  Ireland  from  those  whidi 
are  prevalent  in  this  countzr,  where 
large  proprietors  do,  as  a  rule,  reside 
on  their  estates.  Then,  my  Lords, 
there  is  another  circumstance  never  to 
be  forgotten  in  estimating  the  social 
conditions  under  which  we  have  to  legis- 
late for  land  in  Ireland,  and  that  is,  wat 
while  from  the  causes  which  I  have 
mentioned  there  is  a  considerable  loss 
of  useful  moral  and  social  influence  on 
the  part  of  the  landlords,  on  the  other 
hand,  those  same  landlords  are,  for  the 
most  part,  of  a  religion  different  firom 
that  of  their  tenants,  and  thus  there  is 
an  unfortunate  absence  of  the  sympa^ 
thies  which  arise  from  community  of 
religious  belief;  and  the  people  are, 
for  the  most  part,  under  the  inflnenee 
of  a  cler^  who  are  not  directly  con- 
nected with  or  interested  in  the  land. 
I  refer  to  these  matters  because  they 
appear  to  me  to  show  the  peculiar  condi- 
tions under  which  we  have  to  legislate  on 
this  question.  I  would  ask  your  Lord- 
ships, can  you  separate  the  interest  of 
the  landlord  from  that  of  the  tenant  ? 
Can  anyone  in  this  House  maintain  that 
it  is  for  the  interest  of  the  landkndl  mors 
than  for  that  of  the  tenant  tlwt  there. 
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should  be  obiomo  antagonisiii  betweoi 
them,  mutual  opposition,  and  if  not 
mutual  suspicion,  yet  at  least  suspicion 
and  distrust  on  the  part  of  the  more 
numerous  and  less  educated  —  when 
taken  individually  the  weaker  class,  but 
when  taken  together,  under  the  influence 
of  combination,  by  no  means  the  weaker  ? 
My  Lords,  I  wish  to  look  at  this  ques- 
tion, in  the  first  place,  from  what  I  will 
call  the  landlord's  point  of  view,  as  I 
understand  it.  I  say,  then,  that  the 
Talue  of  the  landlord's  interest  depends 
upon  the  tenantry  at  least  as  much  as 
upon  the  title  which  the  law  gives  him 
to  the  land.  Without  an  occupying  ten- 
antry his  land  would  be  valueless  to 
him,  and  any  policy  which  did  not  re- 
gard as  common  the  interest  and  pros- 
perity of  both,  and  aim  at  such  an 
adjustment  oi  their  relations  as  may 
give  them  some  chance  of  living  on 
ffood  and  cordial  terms  together,  must 
be  at  least  as  ruinous  to  the  land- 
lord as  to  the  tenant.  I  own  I  was 
surprised  at  something  which  fell  from  1 
the  noble  Marquess  on  my  left  (the 
Marquess  of  SaUsbuiy)  last  night,  and 
whicm,  in  my  judgment,  was  as  great  a 
fallacy  and  as  great  an  error  as  could 
possibly  be  put  into  words.  The  sen- 
tence, which  I  took  down,  was  this — | 
**  Whenever  large  advantages  are  given 
to  the  tenant  they  must  be  taken  from 
the  landlord."  That  I  utterly  and  posi* 
tively  deny.  An  opinion  more  unfounded 
and  more  contrary  to  a  true  conception, 
of  the  interests  of  both  landlord  and 
tenant  cannot,  I  think,  be  ima^ned. 
The  more  prosperous  a  tenant  is  the 
better  will  be  his  relations  with  his 
landlord,  and  the  better  is  the  value  tof 
the  landlord's  interest  secured ;  and  un- 
less you  show  that  you  directly  take 
from  the  landlord  something  which  is  his 
-and  give  it  to  the  tenant,  then  I  say  the 
more  advantages  you  can  confer  upon  the 
tenant,  the  more  benefits  you  also  confer 
upon  the  landlord.  What,  my  Lords, 
under  the  present  state  of  things  is  the 
value  of  the  landlord's  interest  ?  What 
are  those  rights  we  are  supposed  to^de-, 
prive  him  of  over  his  tenants  ?  We  are 
supposed  to  be  depriving  him  of  his 
right  of  eviction,  .and  to  be  destroying 
the  freedom  of  oontract.  But  do  these 
things  exist  at  the  present  moment  ? 
What  is  the  benefit  of  the  power  of  evic- 
tion if,  when  you  have  evioted  the  ten- 
anty  jQU  joan  got  nobodj  to  take  Hate 
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land,  no  one  daring  to  do  so  ?  What  is 
the  benefit  of  taking  land  into  your  own 
hands,  without  the  means  of  hiring  la- 
bour for  its  cultivation  in  afreemaraet  ? 
If  a  moral  force  comes  between  the  land- 
lord and  the  class  on  which  he  depends 
for  his  proq>eriiy,  puts  them  at  am/s 
length,  and  takes  away  the  possibility 
of  the  land  being  let  c»r  profitaUy 
cultivated,  of  what  good  is  your  cherishea 
right  and  ^wer?  What  is  the  meaning 
of  power,  if  you  have  to  face  combina- 
tions and  the  result  of  combinations  such 
as  that  |»oduced  by  the  present  affitati(m? 
There  is  not  an  Ldsh  landlord  in  this 
House  who  will  not  say — "If  this  state  of 
state  of  things  is  to  continue,  the  value 
of  our  jpropwty  is  gone."  Well,  our 
object  IS,  as  feur  as.  possible,  to  put  an 
end  to  that  state  of  things,  and  hy  de- 
vising the  best  means — thosemost  likely, 
as  we  think,  to  work  permanently  and 
justly — to  secure  and  maantunithe  value 
of  the  landlord's  interest  as  much  as 
that  of  the  tenant.  If  there  is  any  other 
way  to  bring  about  that  result,  it  has 
not  yet  been  stated.  It  may  be  asked««- 
indeed,  it  is  often  said—*"  Why  do  you 
not  enforce  the  law  ?  "  No  one  is  more 
sensible  than  I  am  that  it  is  our  dutyix) 
do  the  utmost  in  our  power  to  maintain 
and  enforce  idle  law.  But  your  Lordships 
know  the  old  maodm — Quid  iegu  mm 
morihu  f  You  know  very  well  the  state 
of  things  which  exists  when  it  is  meces- 
saiv  to  put  all  the  powers  of  'the  law, 
and  even  exceptional  laws,  in  fooroe*^ 
^en  the  moral  bonds  of  society  are 
strained  to  the  utmost.  I  diould  like  to 
know,  if  the  law  were  enforced  to  the 
utteimost,  as  I  should  desire  it  to  be, 
what  the  value  of  the  landlord's  pro- 
perty would  be,  if  the  masses  remain, 
reasonably  or  unreasonably,  in  a  chronic 
state  of  alienation  towards  the  land- 
lords, of  hostility  against  the  law,  of 
virtual  partnership  in  things  which  the 
law  ought  to  put  down  ?  If  that  is  the 
state  of  feehng  which  is  engendered 
among  the  tenantry,  do  you  think  that 
by  evicting  every  tenant  and  putting 
.the  landlord  in  possession  of  the  land, 
and  by  the  strong  arm  of  soldiery  or  police 
everjrWhere  putting  down  disturbance, 
you  could  maintain  or  restore  the  value  of 
:the  landlord's  property  ?  Do  you  tiiink 
that  the  mere  exertion  of  x)verwhelmr 
ing  force  could  restore  ^e  velations 
which  oug^t  to  exist  between  landlord 
and  tenant?     Do  you  thiiik  jou  can 
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thus  overcome  the  rooted  opposition  of 
these  large  classes,  if  you  do  nothing  to 
conciliate  that  opposition?  Can  you 
make  them  take  the  land?  Can  you 
even  make  them  labour  on  it  if  you  take 
it  into  your  own  hands  ?  In  whatever 
degree  you  may  be  able  to  work 
against  those  difficulties,  and  encounter 
them,  and  partially  counteract  them,  is 
there  really  any  Irish  landlord  in  this 
House  who  will  seriously  say  that,  on  the 
hypothesis  of  a  chronic  abnormal  strain- 
ing of  the  law,  the  pecuniary  and  moral 
vfidue  of  the  landlord's  property  will  be 
greater,  or  that  his  position  will  be 
better  than  it  will  be  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill,  provided  the  Bill  comes 
into  operation  and  works?  I  believe 
your  Lordships  have  recognized  the 
truth  upon  this  subject,  for  that  is  the 
reason  why,  although  this  measure  is  de- 
nounced as  revolutionary  and  Commu- 
nistic, and  as  an  act  of  confiscation  and 
injustice  to  the  landlord,  not  one  of  your 
Lordships  proposes  that  it  should  be 
thrown  out.  Apart  from  any  question  of 
the  effect  of  a  Dissolution  of  Parliament, 
or  other  political  complications,  those  who 
so  speak  do  not  desire  that  the  state  of 
things  which  I  have  described  should 
subsist,  and  they  know  that  it  would  sub- 
sist if  the  Bill  were  thrown  out.  I  will 
ask  your  Lordships  to  permit  me  to  read 
a  significant  question  and  answer  with 
which  I  was  a  good  deal  struck  in  the 
evidence  before  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission. The  evidence  is  that  of  a 
Gal  way  landowner,  Mr.  0' Flaherty,  who 
seemed  to  have  a  great  dislike  to  any 
legislation  of  this  kind.  He  was  asked 
this  question — ''Is  not  the  tenant  of  a 
farm  more  or  less  at  the  mercy  of  the 
landlord  ?  "  I  suppose  the  question  had 
reference  to  one  of  the  points  that  are 
often  made  about  the  absence  of  free- 
dom of  contract,  when  the  power  of  the 
landlord  is  too  much  for  the  tenant.  Mr. 
O'Flaherty's  answer  was  this,  and  to  my 
mind  it  is  very  true  and  significant — 

**  Upon  my  word,  I  think  that  the  balance  is 
very  little  in  favour  of  the  landlord,  supposing 
that  a  crisis  like  this  comes,  which  every  man  of 
ordinary  sagacity  might  foresee.  I  think  the 
landlord  is  in  the  worst  position  of  the  two." 

My  Lords,  I  am  afraid  that  our  experi- 
ence of  this  crisis  justifies  that  opinion  ; 
and  what  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  be- 
lieve, and  what  I  think  I  can  clearly 
establish,  is  that  this  crisis  is  not  of  a 
factitious  kind,  got  up  by  a  mere  un- 
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scrupulous  agitation  like  that  of  the  Irish 
Land  League,  but  is  a  crisis  which — as 
Mr.  O'Flaherty  said — **  every  man  of 
ordinary  saffaciiy  might  foresee."  What, 
my  Lords,  is  the  history  of  this  crisis, 
of  which  we  have  heard  something  from 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough) ?  I  must  carry  the  answer  a 
little  further  back  than  the  occurrences  of 
the  last  two  or  three  years  which  were  ad- 
verted to  by  the  noble  Duke.  There  has 
been  in  Ireland  a  long-standing  conflict 
between  legal  theory  and  practical  status, 
just  one  of  those  conflicts  between  facts 
and  law  which,  whenever  they  occur,  lead 
to  inconvenient  political  consequences, 
and  require  adjustments  which,  in  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  might  not  be  justi- 
fiable. I  am  not  going  further  back  in 
illustration  of  this  than  the  year  1860, 
when  that  remarkable  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  which  enacted  that  from  that 
time  contract,  and  not  tenure,  should  be 
the  basis  of  landed  property  in  Ireland. 
My  Lords,  it  was  something  like  what 
I  remember  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
War.  There  was  a  squib  published  in 
the  shape  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  sup- 
posed to  have  been  passed,  which  de- 
clared that  a  certain  newspaper  should 
have  authority  to  take  the  city  of  Sebaa- 
topol,  and  that  from  the  time  when 
that  newspaper  should  announce  the  cap- 
ture of  Sebastopol,  it  should  be  and  be 
deemed  to  have  been  captured  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  whatsoever.  The 
Act  of  1860,  declaring  that  land  should 
be  held  by  contract  and  not  by  tenure, 
when,  in  fact,  it  was  held  by  tenure 
and  not  by  contract,  attempted  an  im- 
possibility. Only  10  years  passed,  and 
in  1 870  the  tenour,  though  not  the  letter, 
of  that  legislation  was  reversed.  The 
Act  of  1870  established  the  Ulster  Cus- 
tom, which  is  surely  tenure  and  not 
contract.  It  was,  however,  so  estab- 
lished as  to  leave  it  vague  and  indefinite. 
I  do  not  know  of  any  inadvertence, 
nor  do  I  know  that  the  Act  of  1870 
did  not  accomplish  the  purposes  in- 
tended to  be  carried  out  by  it.  But 
it  had  undoubtedly  some  effects  which 
were  not  foreseen,  as  it  was  a  measure 
which  did  not  work  out  its  own  prin- 
ciples to  such  a  point  as  distinctly  to  sepa- 
rate the  interests  which  it  recognized 
from  those  which  previously  existed  in- 
dependently of  law.  It  has,  in  conse- 
<^uence,  been  productive  of  much  fric- 
tion,  much  irritation,  much  unsetde- 
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ment,  and  a  sense  of  inseouriiy.  I  was 
struck  with  two  things  which  were  said 
yesterday — the  first  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  who 
said  that,  in  the  case  of  the  Ulster  Ous- 
tom,  there  was  always  the  absolute  power 
of  the  landlord  in  the  background  to 
raise  the  rent.  But  that  is  the  yery 
thin^  which  has  created  nine-tenths  of 
the  irritation — I  am  now  speaking  of 
Ulster.  The  people  have  felt  that  by 
the  legislation  of  1870  you  recognized 
rights,  not  defining  them,  but  leaving 
them  liable  to  be  indefinitely  taken 
away,  whether  by  intentional  encroach- 
ment or  otherwise,  to  what  extent  is  not 
material.  They  felt  that  they  were 
liable  to  have  their  rights  diminished 
and  encroached  upon  by  the  exercise, 
unlimited  and  uncontrolled,  of  the  land- 
lord's power  to  raise  the  rent,  which, 
consistently  with  the  custom,  he  was 
entitled  to  do.  As  a  matter  of  fact  there 
has  been,  and  is  now,  in  the  Province  of 
Ulster,  whether  or  not  the  landlords 
have  used  that  power  unjustly,  a  great 
amount  of  uneasiness,  dissatisfaction, 
and  sense  of  insecurity.  The  other  re- 
mark with  which  I  was  struck  was  made 
by  the  noble  Earl  who  was  lately  Go- 
vernor General  of  India  (the  Earl  of 
Lytton).  The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  also  referred  to  it  in  his  speech. 
The  remark  was,  that  when  you  turn 
customs  not  recomized  by  law  into  legal 
rights,  you  infallibly  change  their  nature, 
and  immediately  eive  them  a  character, 
in  relation  to  all  other  pre-existing  rights, 
which  they  did  not  possess  before.  My 
Lords,  that  was  the  inevitable  effect  of 
the  operation,  which,  nevertheless,  may 
have  been  just  and  necessary.  We  know 
that  eminent  Conservatives,  like  the  late 
Lord  Mayo  and  others,  pressed  for  a 
recognition  by  law  of  the  Ulster  Custom 
long  before  it  was  established  by  law  in 
1870  ;  and  the  moment  it  was  so  estab- 
lished, the  relative  position  of  the  par- 
ties was  changed,  and  tenant  right, 
which  had  been  tolerated  and  endured 
when  the  custom  was  not  legal,  and  which 
then  depended  only  on  the  good  feeling 
and  sense  of  justice  of  the  landlords,  ac- 
quired a  different  position  when  it  be- 
came a  legal  right  as  much  as  the  rights 
of  the  landlord.  But  what  actually  oc- 
curred ?  It  was  in  Ulster,  if  anywhere, 
that  this  land  movement  beean.  It  is  the 
^eatest  error  in  the  worll  to  say  that 
die  state  of  things  with  which  we  have 
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now  to  deal  is  due  to  the  Land  League. 
The  Land  League  was  its  effect,  not 
its  cause.  The  Land  League  would 
never  have  had  the  power  wnich  it  has 
acquired  if  it  had  not  found,  as  materials 
to  work  upon,  the  previous  state  of  feeling 
and  opinion,  the  previous  demand  for 
legislative  change,  which  existed  before 
the  Land  League,  and  nowhere  more 
prominently  than  in  Ulster.  The  sig- 
nificance and  importance  of  this  fact  are, 
that  if  any  part  of  Ireland  can  be  called 
prosperous  it  is  Ulster ;  if  any  part  is 
loyal  it  is  Ulster ;  if  any  part  is  more 
difficult  than  another  to  draw  into  the 
vortex  of  disaffection,  it  is  Ulster.  Yet 
in  Ulster  this  desire  for  change  was  ori- 
ginally strongest,  because  of  the  feel- 
ing, or  fear,  that  the  landlord's  power 
to  raise  the  rent  mieht  be  exercised  so 
as  to  transfer  to  the  landlord  the  rights 
of  the  tenant ;  and  in  that  province  there 
grew  up  a  series  of  TenantKight  Associa- 
tions for  the  very  purpose  of  obtaining  a 
better  and  stricter  definition  of  the  rights 
which,  in  1870,  had  been  conceded  to  the 
tenants,  and  which  Associations  were 
founded  upon  the  notion  that  this  power 
of  the  landlord  was  one  which  might  be 
exercised  at  any  time  and  by  anybody. 
I  have  never  resided  much  in  Ireland, 
but  I  can  speak  upon  one  point  with 
some  slight  degree  of  personal  experience. 
I  am  not  an  Lish  landlord ;  but,  in  the 
year  1875, 1  was  invited  to  accept  the 
office  of  Master  of  one  of  the  great  City 
Companies,  which  has  a  large  estate  in 
the  county  of  Londonderry.  It  had 
been  the  practice  on  that  estate,  from 
the  time  when  it  came  into  the  Com- 
pany's own  hands,  that  there  should  be 
a  re-valuation  and  a  reasonable  increase 
of  rent  every  20  years.  It  so  happened 
that  one  of  those  terms  of  20  years  ex- 
pired while  I  was  Master  of  the  Com- 
pany. I  need  hardly  say,  that  the  Com- 
pany desired  to  behave  justly,  and  not 
to  raise  the  rent  any  more  than  they 
thought  was  right.  Well,  the  tenants 
combined  together  and  resisted.  They 
obtained  the  services  of  a  Belfast  lawyer, 
who  harangued  the  tenants  in  the  square. 
We  did  all  we  could  to  consider  what 
was  represented  to  us,  and  we  made  a 
considerable  reduction  from  the  origi- 
nal proposal.  What  did  the  tenants  do 
then?  They  still  declined  to  agree  to 
it.  Then,  other  deductions  were  made, 
and  at  last  they  agreed,  with  difficulty,  to 
an  extremely  moaerate  increase  of  rent — 
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I  think  not  as  much  as  one-third  of  what 
was  origin  ally  proposed.  All  this  process 
was  attended  with  constant  anxiety,  if  not 
danger,  and  I  had  that  experience  long 
before  this  Bill  was  thought  of.  I  came, 
in  my  own  mind,  to  the  conclusion  ex- 
pressed by  a  gentleman  who  acted  on 
that  occasion  as  the  Company's  solicitor, 
in  the  evidence  which  I  see  he  eave  be- 
fore the  Bessborough  Commission,  that 
it  would  be  a  most  happy  thing  for  all 
parties  if  there  could  be  a  Court  to  settle 
Buch  land  disputes,  and  so  provide  the 
means  of  diminishing  friction  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  I  have  hitherto 
been  speaking  of  the  North.  As  to  the 
South  and  West,  I  should  like  to  refer 
to  a  passage,  not  in  the  evidence  of  the 
Bessborough  Commission,  but  in  the 
preliminary  Report  of  Professor  Baldwin 
and  Mr.  C.  Robertson,  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners appointed  bv  the  Commission 
presided  over  by  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Richmond  and  Gordon)  dated  on  the 
1st  of  January,  1880.  I  beg  your  Lord- 
ships to  observe  the  date.  It  was  before 
the  change  of  Government ;  it  was  before 
the  Land  League  had  attained  to  any 
very  formidable  dimensions.  No  persons 
could  be  more  competent  than  those 
two  Assistant  Commissioners.  Professor 
Baldwin  had]  filled  positions,  both  in 
England  and  in  Ireland,  of  the  highest 
public  importance  in  connection  both 
with  practical  and  with  scientific  agri- 
culture. He  told  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission that  for  the  last  16  years  he  had 
annually  visited  every  county  in  Ireland, 
and  that  he  had  personally  examined 
and  inspected  every  holding  of  which  he 
spoke.  This  is  what  he  and  Mr.  Robert- 
son said  in  their  preliminary  Report — 

"  Finding  bo  many  of  tho  small  farmers  of 
the  South  and  West  steeped  in  deht,  misery, 
and  poverty,  while  their  lands  are  undrained 
and  neglected,  we  asked  why  they  did  not  adopt 
better  systems  of  farming  Y  Thousands  upon 
thousands  of  them  could  easily  double  their  in- 
comes by  the  exercise  of  skill.  We  have  tra- 
velled through  entire  districts  without  seeing 
any  men  at  work  in  the  digging  of  the  ground 
before  the  winter's  frost,  or  in  preparing  the 
land  as  it  ought  to  bo  prepared  at  this  season 
for  the  coming  crops.  But  the  answer  to  our 
appeals  on  both  matters  was  the  same ;  it  affords 
evidence  of  a  conviction  which  is  deeply  on- 
g^ved  on  the  minds  of  this  class — namely,  that  if 
they  made  improvements  the  rents  would  be  im- 
mediately raiised  in  consequence  of  those  im- 
provements. Now,  whatever  view  be  taken 
of  this  subject,  the  feeUng  remains  all  the  same 
in  the  minds  of  those  simdl  farmers,  and  it  is 
■troQgeit  in   the   mott  baokward   and   mott 
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densely  poptdated  districti,  and  on  the  tttatet 
of  land  jobbers,  and  on  those  of  a  few  absentees 
and  other  landlords  who  do  not  take  the  neces- 
sary personal  interest  in  the  managemoint  of 
their  properties.  This  feeling  would  appear  to 
have  crushed  all  spirit  of  progress  and  improve, 
ment  out  of  the  minds  of  these  poor  people.  In 
the  whole  range  of  the  heads  of  our  inquiry 
this  is  the  moS  delicate  and  difficult  snli^'ect. 
It  is  as  significant  as  it  is  suggestive,  that  several 
large  landed  proprietors  in  different  parts  of 
the  country  have  drawn  our  attention  to  tba 
existence  of  this  feeling,  and  made  to  ns  state- 
ments which,  if  true,  would  fully  justify  it." 

I  must  say  that  I  cannot  concur  in  the 
sweeping  denunciations  made  by  my 
noble  I^end  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll)  of  the  eyidence  before  the 
Bessboroiigh  Commission.  I  think  his 
criticism  missed  its  mark.  It  might 
have  been  to  the  purpose  if  it  had  been 
the  main  question  whether,  in  particular 
oases  where  accusations  were  made 
against  particular  landlords,  the  facts 
might  not  have  been  misrepresented  or 
misunderstood.  I  have  no  doubt  they 
often  were ;  and  that  in  other  cases  there 
may  have  been  something  to  be  con- 
sidered on  both  sides.  But  it  is  im- 
possible to  evade  the  force  of  this  hxif 
that  the  Commissioners  received  an  enor- 
mous mass  of  evidence,  not  only  from 
small  farmers,  but  from  large  tenants  and 
land  agents,  and  also  from  landlords, 
which  if  it  did  not  prove  many  actual  in- 
stances of  oppression  and  unreasonable 
increase  of  rent,  at  least  all  tended  in  one 
direction — that  there  is  a  feeling  of  dis- 
trust, anxiety,  and  ap^tation  among  the 
tenants  on  this  question.  All  these  wit- 
nesses proved,  beyond  a  doubt,  that  wide- 
spread feeling  of  distrust  and  uneaainessy 
the  effect  of  which  is  to  make  this  lam 
and  indispensable  class  of  people,  the 
small  farmers — the  real  cultivators  of  the 
land — ready  to  be  the  victims  of  agitation, 
and  to  be  drawn  into  combinations  dan- 
gerous to  themselves,  to  the  landlords, 
and  to  the  State.  I  think,  therefore,  I 
am  perfectly  right  in  stating  that  the 
Land  League  is  the  effect  of  tms  state  of 
things,  and  not  the  cause;  and  if  you 
want  to  get  rid  of  such  effects  you  must 
address  yourselves  to  the  cause,  and  you 
must  endeavour  to  place  the  system  of 
land  tenure  in  Ireland  on  such  a  basis 
as  will,  so  far  as  the  law  can,  meet  these 
causes,  and  provide,  at  least,  for  a  better 
definition  of  the  mutual  rights  of  the 
different  classes.  With  all  the  fjEUsts, 
the  Evidence,  and  the  Beports  that  were 
before  us,  with  the  ftdmission,  on  the 
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cardinal  point  as  to  rent,  by  the  majority 
as  well  as  the  minority  of  the  Commis- 
sion presided  oyer  by  the  Duke  of  Bich- 
mond  and  Gordon,  Uiat  a  case  was  made 
out  for  some  kind  of  public  arbitration, 
and  that  there  was  reason  to  belieye  that 
the  intervention  of  a  Court  for  that  pur- 
pose would  be  aooeptable  to  a  laree  pro- 
rrtion  of  the  land  owners  in  Irdand — 
ask  what  were  we  to  do?  Nobody 
Tontores  to  say  we  were  to  do  nothing. 
We  anxiously  considered  what  we  o\ight 
to  do,  and  we  endeayoured  to  get  all  the 
help  we  could  from  others.  There  has 
been  a  series  of  philippics  composed  by  an 
eloquent  writer  for  the  Landlord's  Com- 
mittee in  Dublin,  the  echoes  of  which 
have  been  frequently  heard  in  the 
course  of  this  debate.  I  rather  think  I 
saw  one  of  them,  which  contains  citations 
from  yarious  speeches  by  myself  and  my 
Colleagues,  in  the  hands  of  the  noble 
Duke  who  spoke  lately  (the  Dukeof  Marl- 
borough). I  haye  read  those  philippics 
with  some  degree  of  admiration  for  the 
literary jpower  exhibited  in  them ;  but  I 
haye  faued  to  find  anything  practical  in 
them  beyond  the  assumption  that  this  Bill 
is  utterly  wrong.  There  is  nothing  in 
them  suggesting  what  ought  to  be  done. 
If  theLandlords'  Committee  reallymeant 
anything  by  this  flood  of  eloquence, 
what  was  it  ?  Do  they  truly  think  that 
nothing  ought  to  be  done  ?  That  does 
not  seem  to  me  to  be  the  opinion 
which  has  been  expressed  in  this  de- 
bate eyen  by  those  who  have  found 
most  fkult  with  the  Bill.  But  if  the 
Qoyemment  haye  taken  the  wrong 
way,  what  is  the  right  way  ?  We  did 
not  make  the  state  of  things  which  we 
find,  [•*  Oh ! "]  WeU,  let  it  be  sup- 
posed,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that, 
at  one  time  or  another,  we  did  not  do 
something  that  we  might  have  done,  and 
that  we  are  to  that  extent  to  blame — what 
I  say  is  that  we  are  not  responsible  for 
thestate  of  things  I  haye  described,  which 
has  been  going  on  almost  oyer  since 
the  Land  Act  of  1870  waspassed.  We 
are  not  responsible  for  the  Ulster  Tenant- 
right  Associations,  nor  for  the  origin  of 
the  Land  League,  which  was  in  exist- 
ence in  the  time  of  the  late  Government. 
The  state  of  things  to  which  this  Bill  is 
addressed  existed  independently  of  us, 
and  we  had  the  duty  of  dealii^  with  it. 
A  more  difficult  and  anxious  duty  we 
oould  not  have  had;  but  we  cotdd  not 
avoid  that  duty.    The  Bill  shows  our 


idea  of  the  right  way  of  dealing  with  it. 
I  own  I  heard  with  regret  some  of  the 
things  that  were  said  by  way  of  criticism 
by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
I^tnsdowne).  The  noble  Marquess  al- 
ways speaks  weill,  and  perhaps  ne  never 
spoke  better,  as  far  as  oratorical  or  logi- 
cal power  is  concerned,  than  he  did  last 
night;  but  there  were  some  things  he 
said  in  criticizing  the  measure  wmoh  I 
think  were  scarcely  worthy  of  him.  The 
noble  Marquess  possesses  all  the  quali- 
ties of  a  statesman;  but  I  must  own 
that  he  said  some  things  in  that  criticism 
which  might  have  been  more  worthy  of 
a  spoilt  child.  I  refer,  among  other 
things,  to  what  he  said  as  to  its  being  a 
mere  play  on  words  to  talk  of  distinctions 
between  "perpetuity,"  "durability," 
and  "  security  "  of  tenure.  I  think  these 
distinctions  are  of  exceeding  great  im- 
portance. Neither  can  I  tm^  it  was 
altogether  fair  and  reasonable  to  re- 
present the  difference  between  the  pro- 
posals of  this  Bill  and  the  common 
conception  of  the  "three  F's"  as  one 
which  did  not  deceive  anybody.  Those 
remarks  did  not  appear  to  me  to  be 
worthy  of  the  ability  of  my  noble  Friend. 
I  think  the  differences  are  exceedingly 
great.  And  now  I  proceed  to  give  my  idea 
of  the  proposals  of  this  Bill  and  their 
lustification.  I  agree  with  those  who  put 
the  question  of  the  adjustment  of  rent 
by  the  Court  first ;  everything  else  de- 
pends upon  that.  If  anythingistobedone, 
that  must  be  done.  But  I  do  not  think 
it  can  be  said  that  a  fair  rent  is  unfair 
merely  because  it  happens  to  come  under 
the  head  of  one  of  the  three  "F's."  This 
"  F,"  if  you  succeed  in  fixing  it,  is  just 
to  the  landlord  as  well  as  to  the  tenant. 
It  will  be  arrived  at  after  due  conside- 
ration of  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  In  reference  to  this  point  my 
Friend  the  noble  Duke  who  spoke  first 
this  evening  said  something  which,  I 
confess,  struck  me  with  surprise.  He 
found  fault  with  the  Government  for 
having  omitted  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, as  if  it  were  to  the  detriment  of 
the  landlord  to  do  so,  all  attempt  to  de- 
fine a  fair  rent  or  to  indicate  certain 
considerations  which  were  to  be  elements 
in  that  definition.  But  I  really  thought 
that  the  change  which  omitted  those 
attempts  at  definition  or  those  indica- 
tions nad  been  made  at  least  as  muoh 
at  the  instance  of  the  Conservatives  as 
of  aoy   others.    I  believe  that  those 
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critics  who  objected  to  the  original  pro- 
vision were  right.  If  you  have  a  tri- 
bunal capable  of  acting  as  a  judicial 
board  of  arbitrators,  it  is  much  better 
that  the  clause  should  stand  as  at  pre- 
sent— that  regard  should  be  had  to  the 
interest  of  the  landlord  and  the  tenant, 
and  to  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  the  holding,  and  the  district,  for 
the  very  reason  which  the  noble  Duke 
urged  in  favour  of  the  Act  of  1870 — 
that  it  adapted  itself  to  all  the  varie- 
ties of  circumstances.  A  fair  rent  fixed 
under  these  conditions  by  a  competent 
tribunal  will  take  into  account  all  the 
varieties  of  circumstances  affecting  either 
party  upon  which  the  rent  ought  to  de- 
pend. For  instance,  if  the  landlord  has 
made  the  improvements,  or  has  bought 
up  the  Ulster  Custom,  or  has  managed 
his  estate  upon  the  English  system,  the 
rent  will  be  settled  according  to  those 
circumstances.  And  so,  whatever  circum- 
stances exist  which  may  tend  to  vary  the 
fair  rent  in  the  particular  case,  under  the 
clause  as  it  stands  all  those  circumstances 
will  be  taken  into  account ;  and  the  only 
question  material  to  the  point  is  this — 
can  you  trust  your  public  arbitrators? 
I  think  you  can.  To  me  it  does  not  ap- 
pear that  the  settlement  of  the  rent  in 
that  way  by  capable  persons,  with  proper 
assistance,  is  very  difficult.  We  know 
very  well  that,  in  all  arbitrations,  each 
party  states  his  claim;  and  the  prac- 
tical result  is  that  something  is  arrived  at 
which  may  be  more  or  less  favourable  to 
the  one  or  the  other,  but  which  fits  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  better  than  if 
it  were  left  to  either  of  the  parties  to  dic- 
tate his  own  terms.  I  believe  the  thing 
is  done  constantly  in  Ireland  and  else- 
where, and  done  properly.  Certainly, 
upon  the  evidence  both  of  the  Duke  of 
Richmond's  and  of  Lord  Bessborough's 
Commission,  many  persons  of  all  classes 
in  Ireland,  landlords,  land-agents,  large 
as  well  as  small  farmers,  and  many  who 
unite  in  themselves  more  than  one  of 
those  characters,  and  who  are  not  the  par- 
tizans  of  the  tenant  only,  are  of  that  opi- 
nion. I  come  next  to  the  statutory  condi- 
tions, which  seem  to  me  to  be  at  least  as 
beneficial  to  both  parties  as  any  other 
kind  of  lease  can  bo,  and  to  provide  for 
the  renewal  of  the  term,  not  with  the 
same  rent,  but  with  a  re- adjustment  of 
the  rent,  so  that  it  may  be  increased 
from  time  to  time  if  it  ought  to  be  in- 
oreasedy  and  dimimshed  if  it  ought  to  be 
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diminished.  Those  conditions  do  not 
disregard  the  position  of  the  landlord ; 
they  do  not  seem  to  me  to  reduce  him, 
more  than  a  lease  does,  to  a  mere  rent- 
charger  ;  they  leave  him  very  substantial 
rights  and  the  power  of  periodical  re- 
valuation of  rent.  But  if  you  are  to  adjust 
the  rent  at  all  by  a  judicial  tribunid  or 
arbitration,  you  must  secure  the  rieht 
to  hold  the  land  at  the  rent  which 
you  so  adjust.  That  is  an  absolutely 
necessary  consequence  of  any  such  ad- 
justment. You  may  secure  it  for  15 
years  or  some  other  period,  but  some 
recognized  term  you  must  have.  How 
does  this  injure  the  landlord,  unless 
eviction  for  its  own  sake,  and  not  secu- 
rity for  his  interest  upon  proper  terms, 
were  his  object  ?  Witness  after  witness, 
of  the  lanmord  class,  from  all  parts  of 
Ireland,  told  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion that  on  his  own  estates,  and  on  others 
generally  which  he  knew,  there  was 
practically  fixity  of  tenure ;  that  the  same 
tenants  and  the  same  families  go  on 
holding  the  land  without  disturbance, 
from  generation  to  generation,  as  long 
as  they  pay  their  rent.  So  far,  there- 
fore, as  fixity  of  tenure  is  concerned,  this 
Bill  does  but  give  definition  andsecuiity 
to  what  is  auready  the  general  custom 
and  practice.  And  now  I  pass  to  the 
subject  of  free  sale.  With  regard  to  it 
I  deny  that  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  there  is  any  ground  whatever  for 
saying  that  the  tenant  is  enabled  to  sell, 
either  in  Ulster,  or  in  places  where  no 
Ulster  Custom  prevails,  what  is  the  land- 
lord's or  is  taken  from  the  landlord.  I 
deny  that  it  will  diminish  in  any  degree 
whatever  the  rights  of  the  landlord  or  the 
value  of  the  interest  he  possesses.  I 
should  never  agree  to  such  a  proposal. 
I  adhere  to  what  I  said  in  1870,  that  to 
extend  the  Ulster  Custom,  or  to  do  any- 
thing else  in  such  a  way  as  to  take  the 
landlord's  interest  from  him,  and  give 
it  to  the  tenant,  would,  in  my  opimon, 
require  compensation.  But  nothing  of 
the  kind  appears  to  me  to  be  eiSier 
contemplated  or  done  by  the  permission 
to  sell  in  this  Bill.  And  if  the  rights  of 
the  landlord  are  not  really  diminished 
by  this  permission  of  free  sale,  I  do  not 
see  how  it  can  be  a  subject  for  com- 
pensation. What  does  the  tenant  sell  f 
He  sells  his  own  interest  in  his  own  im« 
provementsi  those  which  were  not  made 
by  the  landlord,  and  over  and  above  that 
he  sells  the  goodwill  of  hia  tenanoj  i 
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gmf  agrionltaral  ooncorn.    That  good- 
Yfllyiniheactualoircumstancesoflr^and, 
isamoet  real  element  in  the  value  of  the 
interest  which  the  tenant  sells,  for  if  a 
new  tenant  entered  without  the  goodwill, 
in  the  literal  sense,  of  the  old,  there 
is  no  question  that  his  holding  might  be 
most  insecure    and    even    dangerous. 
There  is  also  another  sense  of  the  word 
goodwill,  in  which  it  also   represents 
ttiat    which    belongs    to    the    tenant, 
bat  which  the  landlord  would  never, 
in  any  way,  realize — I  mean  that  fluo- 
toating  difference  of  value  between  the 
rent  for  the  time  being  and  what  a  per- 
son would  give  to  succeed  to  the  position 
of  tenant,  under  all  its  actual  conditions, 
1  person  desirous  of  land  as  a  means 
of  living  in  Ireland.    Now,  both  these 
— flie  goodwill  of  the  holding  and  the 
filue  of  the  improvements — are  things 
which  in  no  sense  belong  to  the  land- 
lord, in  a  country  where  it  has  never 
been  the  practice  to   put    an  end  to 
tenandee  for  the  purpose  of  re-letting 
farms  by  auction.    This  which  the  ten- 
ant has  to  sell — ^unless  you  insist  on 
keeping  it  unsaleable  in  ms  hands — is  a 
thing  which  the  landlord  never  had  and 
never  could  have.    It  is  only  valuable  at 
all  as  being  valuable  to  the  tenant.    If 
the  landlord  wants  to  resume,  when  he 
may  reBume,or  to  exercise  theright  of  pre- 
emption, which  he  is  in  all  cases  to  have, 
file  Court  is  to  determine,  not  what  the 
tenant  oould  possibly  get  in  the  market; 
bat  what  is  the  fair  vuue  of  the  holding 
as  between  the  landlord  and  the  tenant ; 
and  another  provision  of  the  Bill  is  that 
if  the  Cbort  is  resorted  to  to  fix  the 
rent,  it  may  also  fix,  as  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  the  selling  value  of  the  ten- 
anoy.    The  fear  that  a  power  of  aliena- 
tion, guarded  by  these  conditions,  and 
1^  ibe  other  conditions  of  the  Ist  clause, 
inn  <iiwiiTii<ili  the  vidue  of  the  landlord's 
',  appears  to  me  to  be  entirely 


property,  a 
Donndloaa 


gronndieaa.    With  regard  to  the  eco 


objection,  the  experience  of  the 
Ulster  Ooatom  furnishes  a  practical  an- 
swer. It  is  said  that  the  clause  will  take 
away  or  encroach  upon  the  power  of 
file  landlord  to  raise  his  rent ;  but  the 
power  of  Bale  is  in  all  cases  subject  to 
fta  landlord's  right  to  a  fair  rent,  which 
wmot  properly  be  increased  or  dimi- 
lishad  1^  the  value  either  of  the  tenant's 
ttprorements^  or  of  his  goodwill.    On 

a  of  the  beat  man^^  estates  in  the 
und  Weet  of  Ireland,  and  else- 


where out  of  Ulster,  the  practice  of  per- 
mitting sale  does  already  exist ;  and  as 
long  as  that  is  the  state  of  things,  how 
can  you  expect  to  settle  the  question, 
if,  on  one  of  two  adjoining  estates,  the 
right  of  sale  belongs  to  the  tenant,  and 
on  the  other  does  not  belong  to  him  ? 
To  g^ve  the  tenant  terms  of  tenure  which 
are  of  a  substantial  marketable  value, 
and  yet  to  lock  up  that  value  from  him 
by  prohibiting  him  from  carrying  it  to  a 
market  sufficiently  free  to  ascertain  and 
realize  that  value,  would  leave  the  whole 
settlement  which  we  are  attempting  to 
make  unsatisfactory  and  incomplete. 
Then  you  also  have  these  incidental  ad- 
vantages, which  seem  to  me  very  consi- 
derable. You  have  a  security  for  his 
rent  to  the  landlord,  and  also  security 
that  when  there  is  a  change  of  tenant 
the  new  tenant  comes  in  without  the 
risk  of  disturbance.  You  have  se- 
curity against  that  great  danger  to  the 
State  and  to  society  in  Ireland,  and 
to  both  landlord  and  tenant,  which 
drives  the  landlord  to  the  necessity  of 
eviction,  instead  of  allowing  this  natural 
and  easy  safety-valve  of  sale.  Taking 
the  view  I  do  of  the  intention,  the  nature, 
and  the  probable  effect  of  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill,  I  hold  that  there  is  no  case 
for  compensation.  What  is  the  loss 
to  be  compensated?  If  you  compare 
the  state  of  things  under  this  Bill  with 
that  which  would  exist  if  nothing  of  the 
kind  were  done,  the  Bill  may  be  expected 
to  restore  and  increase,  not  diminish,  the 
value  of  the  landlord's  property.  And 
if  the  work  of  the  Bill  is  frustrated  by 
combination  or  otherwise,  at  least  things 
will  not  be  worse  than  they  are  now. 
I  have  now  explained  the  view  I  take 
of  the  principles  of  the  Bill,  in  common 
with  the  other  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  whose  intentions  I 
am  sure  I  have  correctly  stated,  and  I 
reserve  the  details  for  another  stage  of 
your  Lordships'  deliberations.  I  con- 
fess that  though  our  position  has  been 
both  difficult  and  anxious,  and  though 
it  is  not  without  extreme  reluctance  that 
I,  for  one,  recognize  the  necessity  for 
any  measure  of  this  kind,  yet,  in 
some  respects,  I  prefer  our  position  to 
that  of  the  Opposition.  There  are  some 
privileges  of  Opposition  which  I  admire 
more  than  I  envy.  To  denounce  and  at  the 
same  time  support  a  measure — to  recog- 
nize the  necessity  for  a  thing  which  must 
be  done,  and  yet  to  empty  all  the  vials 
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of  vituperation  upon  the  responsible  Go- 
vern men  t  for  recognizing  the  same  ne- 
cessity— to  prophecy  every  possible  failure 
and  evil,  while  you  admit  that  there  is 
no  escape  from  the  necessity  before  you 
— these  are  privileges  which  I  admire 
rather  than  envy.  I  am  glad,  however, 
that  the  conclusion  of  the  Opposition 
has  been  what  it  is,  because  I  think 
no  one  would  like  to  be  responsible 
for  the  government  of  Ireland,  if  the 
present  state  of  things  were  to  continue. 
It  is  admitted  that  a  serious  attempt 
must  be  made  to  supply  a  perma- 
nent remedy  to  this  state  of  things, 
and  no  one  has  suggested  any  other 
remedy  that  can  be  applied  if  the  pre- 
sent measure  is  rejected.  I  do  not  rely 
much  on  prophecy ;  but  I  prefer,  if  I 
must  prophecy,  to  be  a  prophet  of 
good.  Bishop  Butler  said  that  nations, 
as  well  as  individuals,  are  sometimes 
liable  to  paroxysms  of  insanity.  I  am 
afraid  that  saying  is  true,  and  that  Ire- 
land has  lately  been  passing  through 
such  a  paroxysm .  But  national  insanity 
is,  happily,  not  permanent.  The  real 
interests  of  men  are  not  promoted  by 
it ;  all  classes  sufifer  from  it ;  and,  there- 
fore, if  a  measure  of  this  kind  is  passed, 
with  the  generous,  though  it  may  be 
reluctant,  concurrence  of  those  whose 
power  and  sentiment  it  in  some  degree 
affects,  I  cannot  but  think  that  happier 
prospects  are  before  us.  Beyond  all 
question,  it  must  improve  the  moral 
position  of  the  Qovemment  for  the 
necessary  enforcement  of  law.  Be- 
yond all  question,  it  will  secure  the 
loyalty  of  Ulster,  that  great  and  most 
important  part  of  Ireland,  and  prevent 
it  from  being  drawn  into  the  vortex  of 
turbulence  and  outrage.  And  I  can- 
not but  hope  that,  recognizing,  as  this 
Bill  does,  the  real  value  of  the  rights  of 
the  tenant  without  taking  the  substance 
of  any  right  from  the  landlord,  recog- 
nizing the  principle  that  the  interests 
of  both  classes  are  inseparable  from  each 
other,  and  that  the  common  prosperity 
of  both  is  necessary  for  the  prosperity 
of  either — it  will  be  accepted  and  ope- 
rate as  a  measure  destined  to  have  a 
healing  and  beneficial  effect  in  all  parts 
of  Ireland. 

Eakl  CAIENS  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not, 
I  think,  misinterpret  your  Lordships' 
desire  when  I  say  that  it  is  your  wish 
that  the  discussion  on  this  stage  of  the 
Bill   should    shortly  oome    to  a  dose. 

Th$  Lard  ChanaOor 


Therefore,  so  far  as  I  am  oonoemed,  I 
■hall  not  stand  long  in  the  way  of  that 
conclusion,  and  I  am  the  more  eiisily  able 
to  do  that  from  the  state  of  the  debate 
up  to  the  present  time.  We  have  bad  a 
number  of  'speeches,  and  we  have  had 
criticisms  of  very  great  weight  upon  this 
Bill.  I  will  not  speak  of  the  speedhes 
delivered  on  this  side  of  the  House ;  but 
I  must  be  permitted  to  say  that  we  have 
heard  two  speeches  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House — one  from  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  yesterday, 
and  which  I  think  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  hardly 
spoke  of  in  the  way  that  I  should  have  ex- 
pected, and  another  from  the  noble  Didce 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  at  the  beginning  of 
the  discussion  ^o-night.  I  venture  to  say 
that  two  speeolies  more  remarkable,  more 
interesting,  more  distinguished  for  the 
accuracy  of  their  facts,  and  for  the  oo- 
genoy  of  their  arguments,  never  were 
delivered  in  this  House.  When  I  look 
for  the  argument  on  the  other  side,  I 
feel  great  difficulty  as  to  where  I  can 
find  it.  I  certainly  have  been  able  to 
find  very  few  arguments  in  the  speech  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  and  from 
him,  if  arguments  were  to  be  produced, 
I  should  expect  them  to  oome.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  began  by  say- 
ing that  instances  of  the  most  violent 
interference  with  property  and  tenure 
could  easily  be  pointed  out  analogous  to 
or  even  stronger  than  this  Bill.  But 
the  only  instance  he  gave  us  was  the 
case  of  the  zemindars  of  India.  I  was 
astonished  at  his  speaking  of  the  tax- 
gatherers  of  India,  who  bad  not  been 
owners  of  property,  and  whose  acts  on 
property  had  to  be  restrained,  as  if  their 
case  was  to  be  adduced  as  analo^us  to 
that  of  the  owners  of  property  in  Ire- 
land. I  agree  with  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  there  are  great  emergencies 
when  State  interference,  even  of  a  vio- 
lent kind,  may  take  place  with  private 
property;  no  one  doubted  that.  But 
upon  what  terms  ?  I  will  refer  to  what 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  said  in 
1870.    He  said— 

"I shall  not  go  into  the  argument  of  that 
subject,  because  that  point  was  exhausted  by  ths 
head  of  the  Government  when  he  spoke  of 
fixity  of  tenure,  which,  in  plain  English,  means 
taking  away  the  property  of  one  man  and  giv- 
ing it  to  another.  My  right  hon.  Friend  said 
that,  according  to  the  principles  of  justice,  if  we 
transferred  raoperiy  in  that  way,  we  must  pay 
for  it"— [S.AfiMW^,  czoix.  im.] 
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Ify  oobie  snd  learned  Fifawi  fdrthev 
madeoM  of  an  arg^amentatwhiohlwas 
maoh  surprised,  as  I  thought  it  a  daa- 
gsroasarg^omenttouse.  He  said — ''You 
talk  of  the  rights  of  which  this  BiU  de- 
prires  the  landlords,  their  rights  of  evic- 
tion, and  other  rights  of  that  kind.  But 
whai  is  the  use,  he  asked,  "  of  those 
powers  now  ?  Oan  the  landlords  evict 
tenants  from  their  property,  and  if  they 
oan,  do  they  get  anyone  to  take  pos- 
session of  me  property?"  My  Lords, 
what  does  that  mean  ?  It  appears  to  me 
to  mean  this.  That  the  OoTemment,  who 
exist  for  ike  purpose  of  protecting  and 
enforcing  riehts  of  property,  may  act  in 
a  manner  which  is  virtually  an  abnega- 
tion of  that  duty ;  may  tolerate  and  sup- 
port, if  ther  do  not  encourage,  agitation ; 
andaiay  then  come  to  Parliament  and 
say — ^*  The  rights  of  property,  which 
we  were  appointed  to  maintain,  we 
have  not  maintained.  They  have  disap- 
peared, and  because  through  our  action 
they  have  disappeared,  we  now  ask 
Parliament  to  complete  that  which  has 
been  commenced,  and  solemnly  to  de- 
clare that  those  rights  no  longer  exist." 
But  I  think,  instead  of  following  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  into  the  long 
history  of  the  causes  which,  in  his  opi- 
nion, justified  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill,  it  would  be  better  that  I  should 
for  a  diort  time  refer  to  what  this  Bill 
actually  proposes  to  do.  There  are  two 
parts  of  tke  measure  which  I  look  upon 
with  neat  satisfaction,  though  I  re- 
flret  uat  tiiey  do  not  go  far  enough. 
The  first  of  tiiese  relates  to  emigration. 
With  regard  to  this,  I  have  to  say  that 
I  am  not  an  advocate  for  indiscriminate 
emigration  from  Ireland,  for  there  is  the 
better  class  of  tenants,  ^e  more  thrifty 
and  industrious,  whom  I  should  be  very 
sorry  to  see  emigrating  from  the  coun- 
try. But  there  is  the  poorer  class, 
especially  in  the  South  and  West,  with 
regard  to  whom  it  is  quite  true  to  say 
that  if  the  State  were  to-morrow  to  make 
them  a  present  of  their  holdings,  that 
act  of  generosity  would  not  do  them  the 
least  good.  With  regard  to  that  part  of 
the  tenantrv  of  Irelimd,  it  woula  be  a 
very  good  thing  for  themselves  and  for 
the  country  if  they  could  emigrate  to 
lands  where  they  would  be  much  hap- 
pier, where  their  holdings  would  be 
much  larger,  and  where  they  could  exist 
in  comfDrt,  and  perhaps  in  plenty.  Bat 
when  I  look  upon  wW  this  Bill  pro- 
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poses  I  am  greatly  disappointed.  The 
Bill  was^intr^uoed,  in  the  first  instance, 
without  any  limit  whatever;  and  now  I 
find  a  provision  in  it  limiting  the  whole 
expenoiture  on  emigration  to  £200,000, 
to  be  spread  over  three  years,  and  enact- 
ing that  only  one-third  of  that  sum  shall 
be  spent  in  any  one  year.  Anyone  who 
knows  what  is  the  normal  emigration 
from  Ireland — ^which  is  something  like 
100,000  a-year — will  see  that  that  sum 
will  not  do  more  than  add  8  per  cent  to 
the  present  normal  number  of  emigrants. 
The  truth  is,  that  this  scheme  of  emi- 
gration will  be  of  little  practical  use 
beyond  this—that  it  testifies  that  it 
is  right  and  proper,  in  the  opinion  of 
Parliament,  tnat  assistance  should  be 
given  for  the  purpose  of  promoting 
emigration.  Now  I  come  to  the  other 
of  the  two  proposals  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. It  is  the  proposal  with  regard 
to  purchase.  I  have  always  been  a  very 
strong  advocate  of  the  purchase  of  hold- 
ings by  tenants  in  Ireland,  and  I  sup- 
Eorted  a  proposal  to  that  effect  in  1870 ; 
ut  I  am  greatly  disappointed  when  I 
see  the  very  persons  wno  formerly  were 
the  greatest  advocates  of  proposals  of 
this  kind  now  holding  back  from  sup- 
porting theproposal  and  attempting  to 
limit  it.  The  "Purchase  Clauses'^  of 
the  Act  of  1870  were  very  properly 
called  *'  The  Bright  Glauses ;  "  and,  if  I 
do  not  mistake,  some  few  years  ago  Mr. 
Bright  made  a  speech  in  which  he  said 
that  he  had  a  scheme  by  which  he  would 
turn  every  occupier  of  land  in  Ireland 
at  once  into  an  owner,  making  him  pay 
his  purchase  money  by  the  payment  of 
an  annual  instalment,  which  would  be 
something  more  than  the  rent  which  he 
would  have  been  in  the  habit  of  paying. 
But,  if  I  understand  the  views  of  Mr. 
Bright  now,  he  thinks  it  would  be  a 
very  bad  thing  that  a  very  rapid  or  large 
transmutation  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
into  holders  of  land  should  take  place, 
and,  in  accordance  with  that  view,  the 
present  Bill  is  limited  in  a  very  remark- 
able manner.  How  are  the  Purchase 
Glauses  of  this  measure  to  operate? 
There  is  a  power  given  to  the  Land 
Oommission  to  purchase  estates  for  the 
purpose  of  re-selling  them  to  the  ten- 
ants, and  there  is  no  limit  to  the  amount 
of  money  with  which  they  may  be  sup- 
plied. So  far,  all  is  well.  Then  the 
Section  to  the  Land  Gommission  is  this 
— that  thiey  may  buy  an  estate  where 
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they  find  a  oompetent  number  of  tenants 
willing  to  become  purchasers  of  their 
holdings.  If  you  stopped  there,  I  think 
it  would  be  a  very  wholesome  power  to 
give  to  the  Land  Commission.  But 
superadded  to  that  there  is  a  clause  of 
a  most  extraordinary  kind.  The  23rd 
clause  says — 

"A  competent  number  of  tenants  means  a 
body  of  tenants,  who  are  not  less  in  numbers 
than  three-fourths  of  the  whole  number  of  ten- 
ants on  the  estate,  and  who  pay  in  rent  not  less 
than  two-thirds  of  the  whole  rent  of  the  es- 
tate." 

Now,  what  chance  is  there  of  a  scheme 
of  that  kind  working?  How  can  you 
expect  to  find  so  large  a  number  of  ten- 
ants as  three-fourths  of  the  whole  num- 
ber ready  and  willing  beforehand  to 
purchase  their  holdings  without  even 
knowing  what  the  purchase  money  will 
be  ?  There  are  many  estates  in  Ireland 
with  100  or  150  agricultural  tenants,  on 
which  there  is  a  hamlet  with  about  as 
many  tenants  with  small  houses  and 
small  patches  of  land.  These  latter 
tenants  will  not  want  to  purchase  ;  and, 
if  they  did,  they  are  not  the  class  you 
want  to  purchase.  Yet  they  will  swell 
the  number  of  tenants,  and  perhaps 
render  it  impossible  that  the  necessary 
majority  willing  to  purchase  can  be 
made  up.  I  mention  this  to  the  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  and  earnestly  en- 
treat them,  if  they  do  not  wish  these 
clauses  to  fail,  to  adopt  one  of  two 
courses — to  consider  whether  they  would 
not  be  content  to  leave  it  to  the  Land 
Commission  to  decide  what,  in  each  case, 
should  constitute  a  competent  number, 
or,  if  not,  to  say  that  if  one-half  of  the 
tenants  display  a  willingness  to  pur- 
chase, that  shall  justify  the  purchase. 
But  I  pass  from  that  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations on  that  great  division  of  the 
Bill  which  has  been  most  subjected  to 
criticism.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
who  spoke  last  was  not  at  all  pleased 
with  the  language  which  has  been  used 
with  regard  to  this  Bill.  He  says  that 
the  vocabulary  of  vituperation  has  been 
poured  out  upon  it,  that  it  has  been 
spoken  of  as  confiscation,  and  other 
things,  which,  to  his  ears,  are  vexing. 
Well,  my  Lords,  I  am  not  going  to  use 
any  language  which  would  deserve  the 
character  or  have  the  appearance  of 
that  vituperation  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  so  much  deprecates; 
but  I  wish  to  quote  some  language  in 
4$^/  Caimu 


which  I  most  express  my  conoorrenoey 
and  which  comes  from  a  quarter  which 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  will  see 
has  no  prejudice  against  himself  or  any 
Member  of  the  Government — I  mean 
the  very  eminent  person  who  lately  re- 
presented Her  Majesty  as  Special  Am- 
bassador at  Constantinople,  and  who 
was  lately  a  Colleague  of  noble  Lords 
opposite,  and  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  himself.  That  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  in  their  confidence,  and  they 
possess,  to  a  very  great  extent,  his  con- 
fidence, and  I  am  not  sure  that  he  does 
not  use  language  with  regard  to  this 
Bill  which  he  would  willingly  soften  if 
he  could  honestly  do  so.  What  does 
Mr.  Goschen  say  ?     He  says — 

"The  Bill  imports  experimental  principle* 
foreign  to  all  precedents  of  previous  Libezil 
legislation,  and  is  itself  a  kind  of  Coercion  BiU 
— a  BiU  for  the  coercing  of  landlords  to  fix  a 
fair  rent." 

Then  he  goes  on — 

**  These  are  new  ideas  which  would  sap  the 
prosperity  of  this  coontiy  if  they  were  tnms- 
icrred  to  English  legislation." 

Well,  how  ideas  which  would  sap  the 
prosperity  of  England  can  be  sound  in 
principle  for  Irdand  I  do  not  at  this 
moment  understand.    Then  he  says — 

"  I  cannot  forget,  and  statesmen  most  not 
forget,  that  the  Ijand  BiU  has  been  in  a  mea- 
sure due  to  successful  agitation.  It  is  a  dan- 
gerous thing  in  the  history  of  a  country  when 
agitation  is  successful.'' 

Those  are  the  words  of  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  is  as  friendly  as  anyone 
can  be  to  the  Government.  I  will  not 
use  any  vituperation ;  but  I  adhere  to 
that  description  of  Mr.  Goschen.  It  is 
a  perfectly  true  description  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  hope  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
will  not  think  that  I  have  called  a  wit- 
ness against  him  who  represents  the 
views  of  that  side  of  the  House  on  which 
I  sit.  Well,  now,  I  am  anxious  not  to 
delay  your  Lordships  by  any  words  of 
mine  in  description  of  the  Bill.  Bat  I 
do  hope  your  Lordships  will  distinctly 
understand  that  whatever  course  we  take 
with  regard  to  this  Bill,  we  shall  be  quite 
clear  in  our  own  minds  upon  what  the 
Bill  really  turns.  Do  not  let  us  deal  in 
generalities  such  as  we  have  heard  £rc»n 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend.  Let  ns 
see  exactly  what  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  and  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
really  require;   whether  we  on^ht  tq, 
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allow  the  Bill  to  pass  into  law,  or  reject 
it,  or  modify  it.     What  the  noble  Lord 
the  Lord  Priyy  Seal  (Lord  Oarlingford) 
8aid  simplifies  the  case  yexy  much.     He 
said  he  was  not  ashamed  of  the  **  three 
Ps/'  and  did  not  desire  to  shrink  from 
tiiem.     Now,  my  Lords,  it  does  not  re- 
quire any  very  elaborate  examination  of 
Uie  Bill  to  discover  them,  for  the  Bill 
itself  isjporely  and  simply  the  "three 
F's."    Tae  matter  lies  m  two  or  three 
sentences.    Now,   of  the  '< three  F's'' 
two  are  free  sale  and  fair  rents.    Free 
sale,  in  so  many  words,  is  given  on  the 
face  of  the  Bill ;  so  are  fair  rents.  Bat  the 
question  is — Does  the  Bill  grant  fixity 
of  tenure  or  not  ?    In  order  to  answer 
that  question,  let  me  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  consider  what  is  the  position  of 
what  are  called  ''present  tenants"  under 
this  Bill.     As  I  understand  it,  the  pre- 
sent tenant  has  the  right  to  become,  at 
his  own  option,  a  tenant  in  perpetuity 
for  1,000  years,  or  longer,  if  the  world 
lasts  so  long.     That  is  to  say,  he  comes 
to  the  Court,  gets  his  rent  fixed,  and 
thereupon  holds  it  at  that  rent  for  15 
jears ;  at  the  end  of  the  last  year  of  the 
first  term  he  repeats  the  operation.    He 
lives  15  years  more,  and  he  repeats  the 
operation  as  often  as  he  pleases  at  the 
eud  of  every  like  term.    Therefore,  I 
say,  he  is  a  tenant  in  perpetuity.   What 
is  ihe  explanation  of  those— the  Prime 
Minister  in  particular — who  wish  to  deny 
that  this  is  fixity  of  tenure  ?    It  is  said 
that  it  is  not  fixity  of  tenure,  because 
the  holdinfi^  may  be  forfeited  on  non- 
payment of  rent  by  the  tenant  and  other 
eounts.    But,  my  Lords,  the  fact  that  a 
holding  may  be  exposed  to  forfeiture 
does  not  interfere  with  its  being  a  per- 
petuity.    Copyholds  are  subject  to  for- 
feitare,  and  are  they  not  perpetuities  ? 
Leases  for  lives  renewable  for  ever,  which 
in  Ireland  are  usually  known  by  the 
same  of  perpetuities,   are  forfeitable. 
Then,  again,  it  is  said  that  the  landlord 
may  buy  the  holding ;  he  has  a  right  of 
pre-emption,  and  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  referred  to  that  as  a  great  benefit 
bestowed  upon  the  landlord.     But  what 
is  this  riffht  of  pre-emption  which  is  said 
to  be  a  benefit  to  the  landlord  ?    Is  it 
the  right  to  buy  something  at  something 
Um  than  its  f  uU  value  ?    No ;  the  land- 
lord, no  doubt,  has  the  right  of  buying 
the  holding,  if  he  pleases,  on  a  change 
of  tenants;  but  he  must  do  it  at  tne 
▼slue  to  be  ascertained  by  the  Court. 


And  how  is  the  Court  to  ascertain  the 
value?  The  value  can  only  be  ascer- 
tained in  the  same  way  as  the  value  of 
any  other  article  is  ascertained,  by  what 
it  will  fetch  in  the  market — that  is,  by 
auction.  Therefore,  the  landlord  can 
only  have  a  right  to  purchase  the  hold- 
ing at  the  market  value.  That  is  the 
right  which  is  conferred  on  the  landlord. 
There  are  in  this  Bill,  my  Lords,  the 
"three  F's"— fixity  of  tenure,  fair  rents, 
and  free  sale.  The  next  point  which 
your  Lordships  will  have  to  consider  is. 
What  does  this  Bill  propose  to  confer 
on  the  present  tenants  now  in  possession, 
and  also  on  the  other  persons  in  the 
country  who  wish  to  acquire  holdings  ? 
The  Bill  nves  them  the  same  right  in 
their  holdings  which  the  Ulster  tenants 
have  in  their  holdines.  Well,  but  what 
does  it  give ?  How  does  this  Bill  shower 
down  benefits  upon  that  large  dass  of 
persons — the  hungry  persons  in  Ireland, 
the  people  who  have  an  earth  hunger, 
who  want  to  become  possessors  of  farms  ? 
I  doubt,  when  they  have  g^t  to  under- 
stand this  Bill,  that  they  will  find  that  it 
copfers  much  benefit  upon  them.  They 
may  expect  some  of  them,  when  there  is 
a  change  of  tenancy,  to  become  possessors 
without  paying  for  it.  The  landlord  has 
now  the  right  to  put  in  a  candidate  for 
a  tenancy.  But  under  this  Bill  that 
large  class  of  persons,  who  are  to  be 
called  **  future  tenants  "  of  the  country, 
will  have  to  pay  a  very  considerable 
price  in  place  of  coming  in,  as  they  are 
now  entitled  to  do,  without  paying  any- 
thing at  all.  I  will  illustrate  this  in  tms 
way.  We  have  an  Army  without  the 
right  of  purchase.  Suppose  that  sud- 
denly we  were  to  pass  a  law  that  the 
present  officers  were  to  have  a  property 
in  their  commissions,  no  doubt  you  would 
confer  a  very  great  boon  on  that  class  of 
officers ;  but  what  sort  of  a  boon  would 
you  confer  on  those  who  expect  to  become 
officers?  And  that  is  what  you  are 
g^ing  to  do  in  Ireland.  You  are  goine 
to  confer  a  property  which  I  admit  will 
be  of  very  considerable  value  to  the 
tenants,  wherever  that  value  may  come 
fr^m,  but  which  others  will  have  to  pay 
for  before  they  become  possessors.  Now, 
I  want  your  Lordshij^s  distinctly  to  un- 
derstand how  far  it  is  the  case,  as  we 
have  been  told  more  than  once,  that 
something  was  done  in  1870  which,  by 
inadvertence,  embarked  us  in  a  course 
of  legislation  under  which  we  created 
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ibr  the  first  time  a  right  of  property  in 
holdings  out  of  Ulster,  and  that  we  have 
no  choice  hut  to  follow  up  that  course. 
I  wish  to  protest  against  this  doctrine  in 
the  strongest  terms.  It  is  not  the  fact 
that  anything  was  done  in  the  way  of 
legislation  in  1870  which  created  any 
property  in  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  out- 
side Ulster  and  the  Custom  of  Ulster. 
It  is  said  that  payment  by  way  of  com- 
pensation was  created  by  the  Act  of 
1870  ;  but  the  mode  in  which  compensa- 
tion was  g^ven  was  a  sufficient  answer, 
and  it  negatived  altogether  the  right  of 
property.  It  was  compensation  not  given 
to  holdings  according  to  their  value,  but 
given  arbitrarily — given  to  some  and 
refused  to  others — or  a  certain  percent- 
age given  to  one  class  and  a  aifPerent 
percentage  given  to  another  class.  It 
was  utterly  impossible  if  that  payment 
proceeded  on  the  footing  of  property 
that  it  could  have  been  made  in  the  way 
it  was.  What  was  the  declaration  of 
the  Prime  Minister  on  this  question? 
Nothing  could  be  more  unqualified  than 
the  way  in  which  Mr.  Gladstone  spoke 
on  the  Bill  of  1870,  in  asking  Parlia- 
ment to  consent  to  it.  Mr.  Gladstone 
then  said — 

'*  The  aim  of  this  Bill  is  to  secure  him  in  that 
position — to  secure  him,  not  by  giving  him  a 
property  in  the  soil." 

He  said,  ftirther,  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  shelter  the  tenant  from  evic- 
tion, ''  but  not  upon  the  footing  of  a 
joint  property  in  the  soil."  Here  we 
have  the  clearest  intimation  of  the  in- 
tention of  the  Qt)vernmont.  It  was  not 
an  inadvertence.  The  Government  had 
considered  the  matter,  and  the  result 
was  that  they  determined  that  legisla- 
tion should  not  proceed  upon  the  footing 
of  giving  the  tenant  a  property  in  the 
soil.  Why  do  I  refer  to  it  now  ?  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  see  that  I  do  so  for 
an  important  reason.  I  protest  against 
the  idea  that  the  Act  of  1870  had  the 
effect  attributed  to  it.  It  is  said  that  in 
that  year  we  proceeded  by  way  of  inad- 
vertence. Well,  if  that  is  thought  to  be 
the  case,  it  is  a  warning  to  us  not  to 
proceed  by  way  of  inadvertence  a  second 
time.  I  find  that  the  clause  which  repeals 
the  scale  of  compensation  which  was 
provided  by  the  Act  of  1870  substitutes 
a  new  and  larger  scale.  If  it  is  the  case 
that  in  providing  the  scale  in  1870  Par- 
liament inadvertently  created  a  right  of 
property  in  the  soil,  I  hope  now  that  the 


question  is  re-opened  Parliament  will 
take  care  not  to  create  a  further  right  of 
property  in  the  soil  by  inadvertently 
passing  another  and  larger  scale  of  com- 
pensation. We  have  had  fair  notice, 
and  it  will  be  our  own  fault  if  there  is 
any  inadvertence  on  this  occasion.  But 
with  the  changed  provisions  of  the  Bill 
what  is  the  purport  and  meaning  now  of 
a  new  scale  of  compensation  at  all  ?  I 
can  understand  that  when  the  Act  of 
1870  was  passed,  it  was  necessary  to 
have  a  scale  of  some  kind  or  other.  I 
can  understand  adhering  to  it  when  it  is 
once  adopted  ;  but  what  I  cannot  under- 
stand is  upon  what  principle  it  is  to  be 
argued  that  the  scale  of  1870  was 
wrong,  and  that  the  scale  in  the  present 
Bill  is  right.  The  argument  adduced  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Ix>rd  Privy  Seal  was 
that  some  of  the  County  Oourt  Judges 
had  stated  in  evidence  that  notwith- 
standing, the  scale  of  compensation  in 
the  Act  of  1870,  there  had  been  cases  in 
which  the  landlord  had  found  it  worth 
his  while  to  evict  a  tenant  and  pay  the 
compensation,  as  he  found  he  coald  get 
a  new  tenant  to  take  the  holding,  and 
reimburse  him  the  compensation  thus 
paid.  The  suggestion  is  that  if  you 
make  the  payment  larger  that  could  not 
take  place.  Assume  that  such  cases  have 
occurred,  they  have  no  bearing  when  you 
introduce  free  sale.  If  the  holding  is 
worth  so  much,  and  a  new  tenant  can 
be  got  to  pay  compensation  to  the  old, 
of  course  he  will  pay  the  same  sum  now 
that  the  old  tenant  is  armed  with  the 
right  of  free  sale.  Therefore,  the  neces- 
sity for  the  clause  giving  the  altered 
compensation  entirely  disappears.  I  un- 
derstood the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  was  of  that  opinion.  He  said  he 
believed  this  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance would  sink  very  much  into  the 
background.  I  agree  with  the  view  of 
the  noble  Lord ;  but  the  legitimate  con- 
clusion is  that  this  clause  ought  not  to 
be  in  the  Bill.  There  is  no  necessity  to 
re-open  the  question  of  compensation ; 
it  is  merged,  it  is  absorbed  by  the  higher 
question  of  the  right  of  free  sale,  and 
having  fallen  into  a  trap  on  the  former 
occasion  by  inadvertence,  I  hope  Parlia- 
ment will  take  care  to  avoid  it  now.  I 
now  come  to  the  most  important  ques- 
tion in  the  Bill — to  the  effect  of  firee 
sale  on  tenancies  in  Ireland  taken  in 
relation  to  the  valuation  of  rents,  or 
rather,  to  the  valuation  of  rents  taJcen 
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in  oonneotion  with  free  sale.    I  under- 
stand that  the  ground  on  which  you  in- 
terfere in  the  valuation  of  rents  is  this. 
You  want  to  protect  the  tenant  against 
extortionate  payment,  due  to  the  compe- 
tition arising  out    of   the    great  land 
hunger  existing  in  Ireland,  and  which 
destroys  freedom  of  contract.    What  is 
the  position  of  the  tenant  now  that  a 
custom  like  the  Ulster  Custom  will  be 
extended  to  the  rest  of  Ireland  ?    There 
are  two  elements  in  what  the  tenant 
pays  for  the  land,  one  the  element  of 
rent,  the  other  the  gross  sum  wluch  he 
nays  for  the  goodwill  of  the  holding. 
If  he  pays  for  the  goodwill  out  of  money 
he  has  saved,  he  loses  the  interest  which 
he  might  otherwise  have.  If  he  borrows 
the  money  from  a  money-lender  or  a 
bank,  he  pays  a  high  interest  for  it. 
Therefore,  m  estimating  what  the  tenant 
has  to  pay,  you  must  put  together  the 
rent  and  Uie  proper  interest  of  the  sum 
he  pays  for  possession  of  the  holding. 
So  tnat  what  he  pays  for  the  land  is  not 
the    rent  alone,   and  not  the  interest 
akme,  but  it  is  l^e  aggregate  of  the  two 
sums.  These  things  are  spoken  of  some- 
times as  if  there  were  a  juggle  in  the 
figures,  and  as  if  you  could  get  rid  of 
the  rules  of  arithmetic  by  saying  that 
these  two  payments  have  no  connection 
whatever.     What  does  this  Bill  propose 
to  do  ?    Founded  on  the  theory  that  the 
tenant  must  be  protected  against  extor- 
tion arising  from  severe  competition,  the 
Bill  proceeds  to  curb,  fetter,  and  confine 
one    payment — namely,    the   payment 
which  he  makes  to  the  landlord — but 
you  leave  perfectly  free  and  uncurbed 
the  other  payment,  which  he  makes  for 
getting  possession  of  the  holding.    The 
noble  Ijord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  says 
that  this  is  a  pure  evasion,  and  that  if 
you  go  to  an  Ulster  tenant  and  tell  him 
that  he  pays    a    sum  for    rental  and 
another  sum  for  interest  of  the  money 
he  has  paid  for  the  tenant  right,  and 
that  he  is  consequently  rack-rented,  he 
will  laug^  in  your  face.  But,  my  Lords, 
that  is  not.  so.    The  Ulster  tenant  per- 
fect^ well  understands  that  the  land 
costs  him  the  aggregate  of  the  two  pay- 
ments, and  that  if  you  protect  him  in 
tile  payment  of  his  rent,  you  leave  him 
unprotected  as  far  as  the  other  payment 
goes.  I  am  not  going  to  argue  the  point 
wh^er  the  payment  for  goodwUl  has 
or  has  not  a  connection  with  the  pay- 
ment which  the  landlord  receives  by 
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way  of  rent.    I  am  not  g^ins;  to  argue 
whether  the  payment  for  goodwill  comes 
out  of  the  interest  of  the  landlord ;  but 
what  I  am  going  to  ask  your  Lordships  is 
this — that  you  ought  to  be  very  cawful 
that  whatever  theory  is  to  be  held  on  this 
point  should  be  very  clearly  expressed 
on  the  face  of  the  Bill ;  because  tne  fear 
is,  that  by  reason  of  any  ambiguity  on 
the  face  of  the  Bill,  and  notwithstanding 
the  declarations  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, it  should  come  to  pass — say, 
by  inadvertence,  that  when  the  rent  of 
some  of  these   holdings  comes  to  be 
valued,  notwithstanding  the  declarations 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  this  triumvirate 
of  respectable  gentlemen  may  take  up 
the  idea  that  there  is  some  connection 
after  all  between  the  payment  for  rent 
and  the  payment  for  interest,  and  may 
make  the  landlord  sufiPSer  for  the  pay* 
ment  for  tenant  right.     Suppose  there  is 
a  holding  in  Ulster  for  which  the  tenant 
pays  £50  rent,  while  he  has  paid  £500 
for  the  goodwill,  and  that  he  comes  to 
the  triumvirate,  and  they  say — "  We  are 
to  fix  a  fair  rent  and  nothing  more.  We 
are  to  have  regard  to  the  interest  of 
both  the  landlo^andthe  tenant.''  Then 
suppose  the  triumvirate  say — "  What  is 
the  interest  of  the  tenant  ?    He  has  paid 
£500,  and  invested  that  capital.    That 
is  his  interest,  and  we  are  to  nave  regard 
to  it."    But  suppose  by  mistake  the 
triumvirate  reason  thus — ^'The  mean- 
ing of  our  considering  the  tenant's  inte- 
rest is  this — we  are  to  see  whether  the 
rent  of  £50,  which,  looking  to  the  abso- 
lute value  of  the  holding,  is  a  fair  rent ; 
but  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
tenant  has  paid  £500  on  coming  in,  we 
do  not  think  it  is.    The  rent  is  £10  too 
high,  and,  therefore,  we  reduce  it  to  £40." 
[;*  Hear,  hear ! "]    Well,  they  may  be 
right ;    but  suppose,  they  are  wrong, 
what  then  ?    Why  the  consequence  w3l 
be  this  —  that    during   Ae    15   years 
when  the  rent  is  £40,  the  tenant  will 
say—*'  I  have  paid  £500 ;  but  I  have 
now  got  the  rent  reduced  to  £40,  and 
my  tenant  right  is,  therefore,  now  worth 
£600."    And  if  he  wished  to,  he  would 
sell  it  in  the  open  market  for  that  sum. 
Then  comes  the  end  of  that  period,  and 
these  respectable  gentlemen  say — **  Well^ 
we  must  go  over  this  process  again ;  we 
must  have  regard  to  Uie  interest  of  the 
tenant ;  but  as  the  tenant's  interest  has 
now  risen  to  £600,  and  as  we  reduce^ 
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tlie  rent  to  £40,  wben  the  interest  was 
£600,  we  must  now  further  reduce  the 
rent  to  £30.  And  so  the  tenant  will 
start  again  with  a  £30  rent,  and  will 
ask  £700  for  his  interest ;  and  so  it  will 
go  on,  and  the  rent  will  be  reduced  each 
time,  having  regard  to  the  increasing 
interest  of  the  tenant."  Now,  is  that  a 
mere  supposition  of  mine  ?  Is  that  the 
idea  of  a  person  wholly  unacquainted  with 
land  in  Ireland  ?  These  are  the  words  of 
the  Devon  Commission  on  this  point,  of 
persons  who  certainly  take  a  most  favour- 
able view  of  the  question  of  free  sale — 

"  It  ifl  difficult  to  deny  that  the  effect  of  this 
system  is  the  assumption  by  the  tenant  of  a 
joint  proprietorship  in  the  land,  and  that  the 
tendency  is  to  convert  the  proprietor  into  a 
rent-charger  having  an  indefinite  and  declining 
annuity." 

Now,  I  am  not  concerned  to  argue  whe- 
ther the  triumvirate  would  be  right  or 
wrong  in  doing  what  I  said ;  but  I  do 
maintain  that  the  most  honest  men  in 
the  world  may  do  this  under  the  Bill  as 
it  stands,  and  that,  with  the  most  perfect 
desire  to  do  justice,  the  result  would  be 
such  as  I  have  described,  and  I  must  say 
that  it  would  not  be  surprising  if  they 
did.  What  I  want  to  know  is,  are  you 
going  to  leave  this  matter  in  doubt ;  are 
you  going  to  content  yourselves  with  the 
declaration  made  in  this  House  that  the 
tenant  ri^ht  and  the  rent  have  no  con- 
nection, that  nothing  is  taken  out  of  the 
property  of  the  landlord;  or  are  you 
goin^  to  put  something  into  the  Bill 
which  will  remove  all  possibility  of  its 
being  done  in  the  future  ?  I  do  not  say 
this  merely  in  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lord, but  in  the  interests  of  the  tenant 
also.  Remember,  you  are  creating  a 
property  which  is  to  come  into  the 
market.  You  are  dealing,  not  merely 
with  educated  landlords,  but  sdso  with  a 
tenantry  of  whom  many  are  uneducated. 
Let  it,  then,  be  known  what  is  the  thing 
to  be  bought  and  sold,  and  do  not  let 
there  be  any  ambiguities,  doubts,  and 
uncertainties  which  would  lead  to  re- 
newed agitation,  heart-burning,  and  new 
legislation  hereafter.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal  said  that  it  was  not 
intended  by  this  right  of  ftee  sale  to 
diminish  the  fair  rent  of  the  landlord, 
and  I  ask  him  if  he  will  put  words  to 
make  that  perfectly  clear  in  the  Bill ; 
and,  if  he  will,  every  criticism  I  have  to 
offer  on  this  point  is  at  once  answered, 
and  is  at  an  end.    I   should  be  sorry 
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to  believe  that  the  Qovemment  would 
use  in  this  House  any  word  that 
they  did  not  mean  sincerely;  but  if 
so,  what  is  their  objection  to  put  those 
words  on  the  face  of  the  Bill  ?  There 
were  words  left  out  in  the  other  House 
as  to  the  valuation  of  rent,  words  to  the 
effect  that  the  Judges  were  to  consider 
the  element  of  the  tenant  right  in  fixing 
the  amount  of  rent,  and  only  those  who 
apprehended  their  effect  advocated  their 
omission ;  but  that  is  not  enough  when 
there  is  a  possibility  of  doubt,  and  I  ask 
you  by  all  means  to  put  in  words  to  say 
what  is  the  real  principle  of  the  Bill  ? 
Now,  what  does  the  noble  Lord  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  say  ? — 

"  As  to  the  other  portion  of  the  tenant  right, 
is  it  true  that  the  occupation  element,  the  good- 
will element,  must  be  taken  out  of  the  landload's 
fair  rent?  I  utterly  deny  that.  We  do  not 
admit  it  for  a  moment.  We  believe  that  the 
goodwill  element  of  tenant  right  grows  up  in- 
evitably, side  by  side,  in  conjunction  with,  and 
outside  of,  the  landlord's  rent ;  that  it  is  not 
carved  out  of  the  landlord's  rent ;  and  that  it 
does  not  cut  down  the  landlord's  rent." 

Now,  I  wish  to  know  whether  the  noble 
Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  adheres  to 
that  view  of  the  case.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  said 
he  would  rather  have  the  responsibility 
of  this  measure  than  be  in  the  position 
of  the  Opposition  to  criticize  a  measure 
which  they  do  not  reject.  The  Opposi- 
tion are  quite  able  to  judg^e  for  them- 
selves of  the  course  it  is  uieir  duty  to 
take  without  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  advice,  and  without  his  sym- 
pathy. Therefore,  we  are  quite  satisfied 
with  his  view  of  the  matter,  and  perhaps 
I  may  be  allowed  to  return  his  compU- 
ment,  and  say  I  prefer  the  position  of 
the  Opposition  to  the  position  of  those 
who  have  the  responsibility  of  this  mea- 
sure. I  am  not  going  to  prophecy,  but 
I  know  what  are  the  natural  results  of 
a  measure  of  this  kind.  Human  nature 
will  be  changed  in  its  course  if  it  does 
not  stop  all  improvements  made  by  land- 
lords in  Ireland.  Human  nature  will 
alter  if  this  measure  does  not  build  up 
a  wall  of  separation  between  the  lan^ 
lord  and  the  tenant.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther it  will  turn  landlords  into  rent- 
chargers  ;  but  it  will  at  once  put  an  end 
to  every  motive  which  has  hitherto  ex- 
isted for  a  kindly  interchange  of  kindly 
feeling,  good- will,  friendship,  and  fellow- 
ship as  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
Another  result  of  the  measure  does  net 
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nqnive  piopheor ;  for  we  have  liad  so 
much  proof  of  wnat  has  happened  since 
1870  that  we  know  the  same  thing 
must  go  on.  XTp  to  1870  tenants  had 
no  legal  pioperiy  in  their  holdings  that 
snditors  oonld  touch;  but  after  the 
pasnng  of  the  Land  Act  in  that  year, 
the  tenants  found  that  they  could  give 
secoxity  for  money,  and  the  result  was 
that  many  of  them  got  over  head  and 
ears  in  debt.  Still  larger  numbers  will 
get  into  debt  when  this  Bill  is  passed. 
In  Ulster,  where  this  custom  has  grown 
up,  and  where  they  haye  had  to  pay  for 
it,  the  tenants  know  the  yalue  oi  money 
and  of  their  holdings ;  they  are  careful 
and  thrifty  men,  and  they  do  not  get 
into  debt ;  but  when  you  suddenly  throw 
this  yalnable  property  at  the  head  of  all 
the  tenants  in  belaud,  they  will  be  in- 
toxicated with  the  possession  of  that 
security,  which  they  neyer  had  before, 
and  they  will  fall  still  more  into  the 
hands  of  the  money-lender  and  the 
usurer.  You  know  also  that  those  who 
emigrate  now  are  the  best  men.  What 
are^ou  going  to  do?  You  are  going 
to  giye  them  a  property  which  they  can 
at  once  conyert  into  money  for  the  pur- 

rof  taking  them  away.  I  say  that 
effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  make 
changes  which  will  take  some  of  the 
best  men  out  of  Ireland.  Errors  and 
mistakes  are  made  frequently  which 
eannot  be  remedied.  We,  howeyer,  are 
BoC  the  Ezecutiye  Gbyemment.  The 
Ezeoutiye  Gbyemment  haye  the  con- 
Sdence  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and, 
haying  that  confidence,  they  have  partly 
emxraraged  and  partly  supported  the 
system  of  agitation  which  has  prevailed, 
ud  they  have  failed  to  suppress  that 
ag^tion  by  the  means  which  they  could 
eommand.  In  fact,  they  have  brought 
about  a  state  of  things  which  we  all  de- 
pbrOy  and  they  have  thought  it  right  to 
attempt  to  satisfy  agitators  by  present- 
ing them  with  this  Bill.  That  is  a 
heavy  responsibility.  But  once  this  has 
been  done  b^  the  Executive  Qovem- 
ment,  possessing  as  they  do  the  confi- 
denoe  of  the  House  of  Commons,  the 
case  becomes  one  in  which,  if  this  House 
were  to  take  upon  itself  to  reject  the 
measure,  it  would,  in  its  turn,  assume 
the  responsibility  which  at  present  rests 
with  the  Oovemment,  and  which  is  a 
rssponaibility  which  I  do  not  envy.  It 
is  for  these  reasons  that  I  am  glad  your 
IfOsdships  are  not  going  to  come  to  an 


issue  upon  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  I  have  no  wish  to  see  the  Bill 
amended  in  any  way  which  would  alter 
its  main  lines  and  features ;  but  it  now 
contains  excrescences  and  inconsistencies 
which  mar  the  regularity  of  those  fea- 
tures. In  these  respects,  then,  there  are 
important  Amendments  which  I  would 
be  glad  to  see  introduced  into  the  Bill ; 
and  when  that  has  been  done  I  believe 
that  this  House  will  have  taken  a  course 
which  is  consistent  with  the  dignity  of 
the  House,  with  our  duty  as  public  men, 
and  with  the  best  traditions  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  this  country. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  it  is  not  necessary  that  I  should 
detain  your  Lordships  at  this  late  hour 
(1  o'clock)  for  any  long  period,  as  my 
noble  Friend  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  has  so  fully  stated  the 
case  of  the  Government  in  connection 
with  this  Bill.  On  reviewing  the  whole 
of  the  debate,  I  think  we  have  no  reason 
to  be  dissatisfied  ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
some  things  liave  been  uttered  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  who  has  just  sat 
down  (Earl  Cairns)  which  it  is  my  duty  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  to  notice.  It 
seems,  judging  by  the  tone  of  this  debate, 
that  it  is  admitted  on  all  sides  that  there  is 
a  very  grave  emergency  in  Ireland,  and 
that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  some 
measure  of  this  kind  should  be  intro- 
duced and  passed,  and  I  think  that  the 
Bill  is  founded  upon  the  only  lines  which 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  justify. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl  opposite, 
who  made  a  very  moderate  and  wise 
speech,  indulged  at  the  end  of  it,  as  was 
natural,  in  some  slight  Party  recrimina- 
tion. The  noble  and  learned  Earl  said, 
in  effect — **  Here  is  a  Bill  the  necessity 
of  which  is  admitted ;  but  whence  arises 
the  necessity?"  And  [the  noble  Earl 
answers  —  **  From  the  conduct  of  the 
Government."  I  undertake,  however, 
to  demonstrate  to  your  Lordships  that  to 
say  that  this  measure  has  been  rendered 
necessary  by  what  has  taken  place  in 
Ireland  during  the  last  few  months  is 
perfectly  preposterous.  What  did  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  himself  say  in 
this  House  on  the  3rd  of  August  last 
year  ?  He  said  that  any  statesmanlike 
measure  introduced  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  receive  his  re- 
spectful consideration.  [Earl  Cairns: 
Hear,  hear !  ]  The  noble  and  learned 
Earl  added  that  ho 
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for  the  encouragement  of  emigration  was 
very  desirable,  that  a  measure  for  the 
establishment  of  a  jpeasant  proprietary 
would  deserve  consideration,  and  also 
one  for  the  extension  of  the  Ulster  Cus- 
tom to  the  other  Provinces  of  Ireland ; 
and  he  added  that  **  all  these,  whatever 
view  we  may  take  of  them,  are  projects 
worthy  of  a  statesman." 

EablCAIENS:  But  I  did  not  express 
any  opinion  as  to  their  merits. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLET  :  I  have 
not  said  that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
expressed  any  approval  of  any  particular 
scheme.  All  I  can  say  is  that  we  who 
sat  on  this  Bench,  when  that  speech  was 
delivered  during  the  discussion  on  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill,  said 
— **  Earl  Cairns  perceives  that  there  must 
be  a  large  land  measure  for  Ireland, 
and  knows  that  it  must  be  based  upon 
an  extension  of  the  Ulster  Custom  " — 
the  principle  of  the  present  Bill,  for  from 
it  flows  the  greater  part  of  its  provisions. 
The  noble  and  learned  Earl  now  says  that 
**  After  fiJl,  this  Bill  is  an  embodiment 
of  the  three  F's ; "  and  as  regards  two 
of  the  '  *  F's  "  I  quite  agree  that  it  is.  But 
fixity  of  tenure  is  not  in  this  Bill.  The 
noble  and  learned  Earl  compared  what 
is  in  this  Bill  with  copyhold  tenure ;  and, 
if  I  did  not  misunderstand  him,  he  said 
that  in  copyhold  tenure  there  is  forfeiture. 
Now,  of  course,  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  knows  weU  what  copyhold  tenure 
is.  But  my  understanding  of  it  was 
this — that  the  landlord  may  recover  his 

1'ust  dues  from  the  copyholder;  but  so 
onc^  as  there  is  an  heir,  there  can  be  no 
for&iture,  as  a  copyhold  is  an  estate  of 
inheritance.  In  the  absence  of  an  heir 
to  take,  the  copyhold  escheats  to  the 
lord.  I  always  supposed  that  what 
constituted  the  fixity  of  tenure  in  copy- 
holds was  that  the  heir  has  an  abso- 
lute right  to  be  admitted  on  the  Court 
rolls.  But  under  this  Bill  there  are 
distinct  cases  in  which  the  landlord  will 
recover  possession  of  the  land — d.^., 
upon  a  breach  of  a  covenant,  and  the 
landlord  recovers  absolute  possession 
without  any  power  in  the  tenant  to  re- 
gain possession.  Then  the  whole  class 
of  future  tenants  will  be  in  a  different 
condition  from  the  present  tenants. 
When  we  come  to  discuss  the  Bill  in 
Committee  I  think  we  shall  find  that  the 
Bill  does  not  contain  fixity  of  tenure.  I 
must  say  I  was  somewhat  surprised  at 
the  attitude  now  assumed  towards  the ' 

lis  Earl  of  KimherUy  ' 
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Bill  bv  my  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
Ar^ll) ;  and  I  must,  therefore,  take  oc- 
casion to  refer  to  what  was  said  by  my 
noble  Friend  in  the  year  1870.  The 
noble  Duke  had  not  then  the  same  ob- 
jection to  the  extension  of  the  Ulster 
Custom  which  he  has  since  so  strongly 
expressed.  The  noble  Duke,  in  a  speech 
on  the  Bill  of  1870,  used  these  woi^ — 

*'  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  (ref  erring  to 
Lord  Cairns),  who  assents  to  the  Ulster  Custom, 
protests  violently  against  the  3rd  clause  of  the 
Bill,  which  gives  a  position  to  tenants  outside 
Ulster  preciselj  the  same  in  character  as  that  of 
tenants  in  Ulster." 

Now,  it  is  curious  that  upon  this  subject 
there  is  a  great  deal  oi  discontent  in 
Ulster,  and  exactly  in  proportion  as  the 
landlords  have  been  able  by  rules  to  cur- 
tail the  Ulster  Custom  is  there  dissatis- 
faction among  the  Ulster  tenants.     So 
much  discontent,  indeed,  prevails  that 
towards  the  close  of  the  last  Parliament 
a  measure  was  brought  forward  by  Mr. 
Macartney,  which  contained  three  re- 
markable clauses.    The  Bill  proposed  to 
abolish  office  rules  altogether,   and  it 
actually  provided  that  leases  should  be 
dealt  with.     My  noble  Friend  (the  Duke 
of  Arfi;yll)  is  not  present,  or,  no  doubt,  he 
wouloL  be  surprised  to  make  that  dis- 
covery.   Mv  noble  Friend  said  that  no 
attempt  had  been  made  to  interfere  with 
leases  until  it    was  attempted  in  that 
Bill.     He  evidently  never  heard  of  this 
Bill.     It  is  rather  remarkable  that  an 
Ulster   Member  should  bring  in  this 
Bill.     The  Bill  was   read  the   second 
time  in  the  House  of  Commons  just  a 
month  before  the  Dissolution,  and  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Government ;  and 
so  important  did  they  think  it  that,  at 
the  time  of  the  General  Election,  a  letter 
was  addressed  by  Sir  Stafford  Norflicote 
to  Viscount  Castlereagh  on  the  subject 
In  that  letter,  the  then  Leader  of  the 
House  of  Commons  said  it  had  been 
reported  to  him  that  the  Government 
was  hostile  to  Ulster  tenant  right,  and 
that  they  were  not  whoDy  disinSined  to 
support  it,  but,  if  possible,  disposed  to 
reverse  that  poUcy.     A  direct  contradic- 
tion was  nven  to  this,  and  it  was  stated 
that  the  jLand  Act  had  been  accepted, 
as  they  were  bound  to  accept  it,  honestlv. 
We  imafjine  that  we  have  sufficiency 
guarded  in  this  Bill  the  fair  and  just 
privileges  of  the  landlord  quite  as  much 
as  they  would  have  been  liy  the  Bill 
which  was  approved  b^  the  late  GK)veni? 
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ment.  It  has  been  sng^gested  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Cairns)  that  the  Bill  can  be  so  adminis- 
tered that  the  landlord's  interest  may 
nadnally  disappear ;  but  that  could  not 
be  unless  the  Court  utterly  disregarded 
the  interest  of  the  landlord,  and  the 
Bill  says  that  the  Court  shall  have  re- 
gard to  the  interest  of  the  landlord  as 
well  as  that  of  the  tenant.  It  may  be 
possible  to  make  the  duty  of  the  Court 
more  easy  by  instruction,  if  words  can 
be  found ;  but  if  the  Court  were  to  act 
in  such  a  manner  as  has  been  suggested, 
it  would  be  guilty  of  a  gross  dereliction 
of  duty.  Tenant  ri^t  in  this  case  is  no 
landlonrd's  wrong.  I  would  ask  those 
noble  Lords  who  hare  property  in  Ire- 
land, and  who  hare  spoken  in  such 
strong  terms  of  this  Bill,  whether  it  is 
not  obvious,  when  you  have  found  a 
principle  which,  whatever  may  be  said 
against  it  theoretically,  has  worked  for 
a  long  time  with,  I  will  not  say  perfect, 
but  with  considerable  success  in  a  par- 
ticular part  of  Ireland,  that  we  should 
extend  that  principle  to  the  rest  of  the 
country  ?  If  we  had  a  tolerable  state 
of  things  in  the  rest  of  Ireland,  I  should 
not  say — ''  Let  us  extend  the  principle ; " 
but  the  state  of  things  in  the  rest  of 
Ireland  is  perfectly  intolerable.  The 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
who  are  the  principal  classes  consti- 
tuting the  great  mass  of  the  population, 
are  such  that  no  Government  wnich  had 
any  reg^ard  to  its  duty  could  shrink  from 
bringing  in  and  asking  Parliament  to 
pass  any  measure  likely  to  create  a 
better  state  of  things.  A  noble  Mar- 
quess, not  now  in  the  House  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury),  said  that  this  was 
a  measure  of  pure  and  simple  confisca- 
tion. But  when  they  knew  that  what 
^e  majority  of  the  House  chose  to  call 
confiscation  was  inevitable,  what  was 
the  use  of  calling  it  by  such  a  name  ?  The 
noble  Earl  the  late  Governor  General  of 
India  (the  Earl  of  Lytton),  in  the  long 
essay  he  delivered  last  night— and  it 
was  the  only  portion  of  that  essay  which 
was  remarkable — said — 

**  Thifl  may  be  lar^y  beneficial.  I  do  not 
regaid  it  with  misgiving,  because  it  is  oonfisca* 
tion,  because  confiscation  may  be  necessary." 

Now,  I  think  if  t&s  measure  could  be 
proved  to  be  confiscation  all  the  hard 
words  applied  to  it  would  be  justified* 
Butthe&otisthat  ''confiscation,''  asused 
in  debate,  is  a  Parliamentary  term,  and 


does  not  mean  what  it  professes.  There 
are  many  other  matters  which  have 
been  referred  to,  but  on  which  I  need 
not  touch;  but  I  must  allude  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne),  who  took  so  com- 
pletely a  landlord's  view  of  the  situa- 
tion. I  suppose  many  of  us  were  as- 
tonished that  anyone,  much  more  a  great 
Irish  landlord,  should  say  that  the  ques- 
tion of  improvements  was  a  vexed  ques- 
tion, except,  of  course,  in  the  sense  that 
it  is  vexatious  to  hear  it  so  often  argued ; 
for  the  fact  is  bevond  all  dispute  that 
by  far  the  most  of  the  improvements  in 
Ireland  have  been  made  by  the  tenants. 
It  is  astonishing  to  me  that  the  Bill 
should  have  been  branded  as  a  monstrous 
attempt  to  confiscate  the  property  of  the 
landlord,  when  the  fact  is,  as  has  been 
shown  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  the  very 
essence  of  the  measure  is  an  attempt  to 
save  the  landlord's  property,  bv  res- 
cuing it  from  the  peru  with  which  it  is 
threatened.  I  heard  my  noble  Friend  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lans* 
downs)  say — **  You  think,  by  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  to  quell  agrarian  rebellion." 
Well,  we  do.  You  may  either  quell  it  by 
the  bayonet  and  flrape-shot  or  by  reme- 
dial measures.  1  have  said  so  much 
about  the  noble  Marquess's  speech,  be- 
cause I  regard  him  as  one  who  has  great 
knowledge  of  the  subject  and  great 
ability,  which  I  much  regretted  to  see 
applied  as  he  has  applied  it  to  this  sub- 
ject. He  throws  great  light  upon  it; 
but  he  does  not  bring  that  fair  considera- 
tion of  the  matter  on  both  sides  which 
is  more  necessary  in  Ireland  than  any- 
where else,  if  you  are  to  have  good  re- 
lations between  the  two  classes.  Oriti- 
cisms  on  a  measure  of  this  kind  we 
must  expect,  and  hard  words  will  be 
lavished  on  those  who  have  this  most 
responsible  and,  in  some  respects,  most 
ungrateful  task  imposed  upon  them. 
The  Government,  however,  have  no 
reason  to  complain  of  the  general  tone 
of  the  criticisms  to  which  the  Bill  has 
been  subject,  and  we  only  ask  the  House 
to  admit  that  there  is  a  necessity  for 
passing  the  second  reading  of  a  measure 
based  on  these  principles,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  also  be  guided  by  the 
wise  advice  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  who  has  just  sat  down,  not  to  in- 
terfere in  Oommittee  with  the 
lines  of  the  measure. 


555      Army  Regulqtum  Ad,        {COMMONS)         mi—Puirc1m$0gic$n.    556 

LoED  DENMAN,  amid  considerable 
interraptiony  said,  that  if  he  did  not 
speak  against  the  second  reading,  he 
would  be  under  the  imputation  of  agree- 
ing to  that  stage  of  the  Bill.  He  would 
give  Notice  that,  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee,  he  would  move 
that  the  House  should  resolve  itself  into 
title  said  Committee  on  that  day  three 
months. 


Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

BOTAL  TTinVBiUSHTY  OF  IBELAIO) 

BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  providing  f anda  to  defray  certain 
of  the  expenses  of  the  Hoyal  Umversity  of  Ire- 
Und-^WaA  presented  hy  The  Lokd  Pkivy  Sbal  ; 
readl>.    (No.  194.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past 

One  o'clock,  a  m.  till 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  2nd  August,  1881. 


MlinTTES.]  — Sblbct  ComnrrvE  —  Report^ 
Artizans*  and  Labourers*  Dwellings  Improve- 
ment [No.  368]. 

Supply — cotmdered  in  Committee  —  Civil  Sbr- 

.   VICB    ESTUCATXS,     ClaSS     II.— SaLASIBS     AMD 

ExpBNSES  OF  Civil  Dbpabtmbnts. 
Public  BrLLB-Seeolutiofu  [August  1]  reported 

—  Ordered— Firet   Seadinp —  NaiioiDal   Debt 

[236]  ;  Indian  Loan  of  1879  [237]. 
Ordered  —  Firet  Beading  —  Corrupt  Fracticee 

(Suspension  of  Elections)  *  [238]. 
Committee  —  Report  —  Petroleum    (Hawking) 

[222]. 
Ooneidered  ae    amended^Third  Jteading—Wild 

Birds  Protection    Act    (1880)    Amendment 

[2261;    Superannuation    (Post    Office    and 

Works)*  [228],  tLad passed, 

QUESTIONS. 


MERCANTILE  MARINE  —  LIGHTSHIPS 
AND  LIGHTHOUSES— TELEGRAPHIC 
COMMUNICATION. 

M&.  AKEBS-DOUOLAS  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
present  want  of  telegraphic  communica- 
tion  between  lightships  and  lighthouses 


and  the  shore;  and,  whether  lie  will 
consider  the  desirability  of  establishing 
such  telegraphic  communication  if  pos- 
sible before  another  winter  ? 

Mk.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  been  directed  to  the 
subject  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member^ 
and  as  to  which  communications  had  for 
some  time  been  going  on  between  the 
Board  of  Trade  and  the  Trinity  House. 
He  was  informed  that  the  Trinity  House 
hoped  to  be  able  to  make  a  satisfactory 
Report  on  the  subject  in  a  short  time. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION  — THE  NEW 
ROYAL  WARRANT— MAJORS.' 

Majorc-Genebal  BURNABY  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  exist- 
ing Colonels  who  were  Majors  before 
the  Ist  of  October  1877,  and  who  were 
eligible  for  promotion  to  Major  General 
until  the  age  of  fifty-eight,  but  who  un- 
der paragraph  77  (2)  of  the  New  Royal 
Warrant,  are  rendered  ineligible  for 
such  promotion,  and  who  furthermore 
thereby  will  be  compulsorily  retired  at 
the  age  of  fifty-five  will  be  allowed  "  to 
serve  and  be  eligible  for  promotion  until 
the  1st  of  July  1885,  up  to  the  age  of 
fifty-nine  years,  and  i^rwards  up  to 
the  age  of  fifty-eight  years,"  as  in  the 
case  of  Colonels  who  were  Lieutenant 
Colonels  before  the  1st  of  October  1877 ; 
and,  if  this  relaxation  is  not  granted  to 
all  such  Majors,  whether  it  will  be 
granted  to  Colonel  Marter  of  the  First 
or  King's  Dragoon  Guards,  who,  being 
a  Major,  captured  King  Cetshwayo,  and 
to  any  other  Officers,  who,  being  Majors 
before  the  1st  of  October  1877,  were 
also  promoted  for  distinguished  service 
in  the  field  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  No,  Sir ;  I  have 
no  intention  to  relax  the  rule  under 
which  Colonels  who  were  Majors  only 
before  October,  1877,  will  retire  at  the 
fixed  age  of  Colonels'  retirement — that 
is  to  say,  at  55.  Nor  can  I  see  any 
grounds  for  a  special  exception  in  Colonel 
Marter's  favour.  He  is  apparency  only 
48  years  of  age. 

ARMY  REGULATION  ACT,  1871  — PUR- 
CHASE  OFFICERS. 

Major-Gekeral  BURNABY  aslced 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  "pur- 
ohase  "  officers  who  wish  to  retire  from 
the  Army  and  realizejthat  value  of  their 
Commissions  guaranteed  by  the  State, 
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are  (althoagh  the  purchase  system  is 
abolished  wnerebj  pTomotion  to  a  death 
Tacancy  has  ceased  to  be  a  financial 
benefit  to  those  in  whose  favour  it  ex- 
isted) required  to  furnish  a  medical  cer- 
tificate of  good  health;  failing  which 
fhey  are  required  to  pass  a  quarantine 
of  six  weeks,  in  order  that  Hie  State 
may  benefit  by  not  having  to  pay  them 
ehould  they  die  within  that  period ;  and, 
if  such  is  the  case,  whether  this  pro- 
cedure may  at  once  cease,  and  all  moneys 
derived  therebv  since  the  abolition  of 
purchase  may  be  paid  to  the  executors 
of  any  officer  who,  having  made  appli- 
cation to  retire,  may  not  have  survived 
the  six  weeks'  quarantine  in  question  ? 
Mr.  CHILDERS:  This  is  a  matter 
entirely  beyond  my  control.  It  is  go- 
Temed  by  the  Srd  section  of  the  Army 
Begulation  Act,  1871,  and  no  change  in 
the  rule  could  be  made  without  an 
Amendment  to  the  Act,  which  I  see  no 
reason  to  propose. 

CHINA— THE  OPIUM  TRAFFIC. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Secretaiy  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter 
from  the  Chinese  Grand  Secretary  Li, 
in  the  "Times"  of  July  29th,  stating— 

"  That  the  aingle  aim  of  his  Govemmcnt  in 
taxing  opium  is  to  repress  the  traffic.  Never  the 
deue  to  gain  revenue  from  such  a  source ; " 

and,  whether  the  Indian  Goyemment  is 
tddng  any  steps  thoroughly  to  review 
our  position  with  regard  .to  the  opium 
re?enue,  according  to  the  promise  of  the 
Xoble  Lord  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for 
India? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINQTON  : 
I  have  seen  the  letter  referred  to  from 
the  Ohinese  Grand  Secretary  Li  in  the 
papers,  and  I  must  say  that  a  great 
many  statements  and  arguments  con- 
tained in  that  letter  appear  to  me  to  be 
open  to  very  great  question.  It  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  reply  to  those  state- 
ments in  the  course  of  an  answer  to  a 
Question,  and  I  am  sure  that  my  hon. 
Friend  would  not  wish  me  to  do  so.  In 
reply  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question, 
I  have  to  state  that  a  despatch  has  been 
sent  to  the  Government  of  India  on  the 
sabject  of  ^e  opium  revenue,  which  I 
Aiiilir  oontains  alt  the  instructions  neces- 
liry  in  support  of  the  statement  which 
I  made  daring  the  oourse  of  a  debate 
h«e  two  montiu  ago. 


IRELAND  — THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CON- 
STABULARY—ALLEGED BREACH  OF 
THE  PEACE  BY  A  SUB-INSPECTOR. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr. 
Young,  Sub-Inspector  of  Constabulary, 
Baphoe,  County  Donegal,  who  has  re- 
cently been  placed  in  charge  of  an  extra 
Constabulary  force  in  Gweedore,  in  the 
same  county,  on  28th  June,  when  driv- 
ing through  the  townland  of  Meenanilla, 
in  company  with  Mr.  Ramsay,  Solicitori 
Letterkenny,  and  Mr.  Robinson,  Head 
Bailiff  to  Captain  Hill,  provoked  a 
breach  of  the  peace  by  callmg  on  Mrs. 
Gallagher  to  come  out  of  her  house  and 
stab  him  with  a  grape ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  approves  of  such  conduct  by  an 
officer  of  the  Constabulary  ? 

Mja.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  understood  Mr.  Young  and  some  men 
were  passing  the  house  of  Mr.  Gallagher 
with  a  prisoner.  A  crowd  collected  on 
the  road  to  the  barracks,  and  Mrs.  Gal- 
lagher shouted  some  words  in  Irish,  and 
took  up  a  grape,  an  instrument  used  in 

Eotato  digging.  Her  husband  disarmed 
er.  On  a  subsequent  occasion  the  Sub- 
Inspector,  with  some  men,  passed  the 
cottage,  but  neither  saw  nor  heard  any- 
thing of  the  woman. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— 
POISONED  EGGS. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  fact  that  eggs  poisoned 
with  strychnine  have  been  placed,  for 
the  preservation  of  game,  in  a  wood  the 
property  of  Mr.  Richard  Longfield, 
Boherbee,  County  Cork,  within  three 
hundred  yards  of  the  houses  of  some  of 
his  tenants ;  whether  the  wood,  contain- 
ing a  well  from  which  these  people  are 
supplied  with  water,  may  be  entered  by 
several  open  gaps;  whether  four  chil- 
dren belonging  to  one  of  Mr.  Longfield's 
tenants,  a  widow,  on  finding  one  of  those 
poisoned  eggs,  ate  it,  and  were  instantly 
seized  by  an  attack  of  cramps  and  vomit- 
ing ;  whether  three  of  them  were  dan- 
gerously ill  for  many  days,  and  the 
fourth  for  many  weeks;  whether  the 
police  authorities,  as  well  as  the  dispen- 
sary doctor  of  the  district,  are  not  ac- 
quainted with  this  case ;  and,  whether 
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the  statutable  notice  required  was  given 
in  this  case  ? 

Mh.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  found,  on  inquiry,  that  the  state- 
ments contcuned  in  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  were  true.  Poisoned  eggs 
for  the  preservation  of  game  were  placed 
within  300  yards  of  the  houses  of  some 
of  the  tenants  of  the  estate ;  and  four 
children  who,  on  finding  one  of  the  eggs, 
ate  it,  were  seized  with  cramp  and  vomit- 
ing. He  was  glad  to  say,  however,  they 
had  recovered.  Mr.  Longfield  had  caused 
every  attention  to  be  paid  to  the  chil- 
dren, had  paid  the  doctor's  fees,  and  sent 
money  to  the  parents.  It  appeared  that 
notices  of  the  eggs  were  posted  in  the 
wood,  but  were  not  sent  to  the  Con- 
stabulary until  after  the  accident.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  what  had  occurred 
would  be  a  great  lesson  to  Mr.  Long- 
field  and  to  other  persons;  and  he  hoped 
and  believed  that  such  a  thing  would 
not  occur  again. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES) -MILITIA 
ADJUTANTS. 

Mb.  EOUND  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  proposes 
that  Adjutants  of  Militia  who  attain  the 
rank  of  Major  should  have  precedence 
over  Majors  of  Militia  Regiments  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  No,  Sir;  not  for 
regimental  purposes. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— THE  NEW 

ROYAL  WARRANT— PURCHASE 

CAPTAINS. 

Mb.  MOLLOT  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  it  is  obligatory  upon 
the  Purchase  Captains  to  accept  promo- 
tion to  the  newly-created  majorities 
tmder  the  provisions  of  the  recent  Eoyal 
Warrant ;  or,  can  they  elect  to  serve  on 
until  compelled  to  retire,  under  the  Age 
Clause,  at  forty-two  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that,  in 
making  the  promotions  on  the  1st  of 
July  last,  when  the  Warrant  of  the  25th 
of  June  came  into  operation,  we  gave 
captains  who  had  reached  the  reduced 
age  at  which  retirement  was  compulsory, 
and  who  were  also  eligible  and  recom- 
mended for  promotion,  the  choice  between 
promotion  and  compulsory  retirement. 
But  I  see  no  reason  for  extending  that 
option  to  officers  who  have  not  reached 
the  age  for  oompulsoxy  retirement. 

ifr.  Fim^an 


PARLIAMENTARY    ELECTIONS  —  SUS- 
PENSION OF  CORRUPT  BOROUGHS. 

Mb.  T.  COLLINS  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  suspend  ulitil  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament  Writs  for  the 
cities  of  Canterbury,  Chester,  Gloucester, 
and  Oxford,  and  for  the  boroughs  of 
Boston,  Macclesfield,  and  Sandwich  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James),  in  reply,  said,  it  was  his 
intention  to  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
such  as  that  referred  to  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  that  evening. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

KNARESBOROUGH  COMMISSION. 
BSSOLUTIOK. 

Mb.  T.  COLLINS  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion  to  the  following  statements  in  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  alleged  Corrupt 
Practices  in  the  Borough  of  Knares- 
borough : — 

"  We  find  that  corrupt  practices  did  not  ex- 
tensively prevail  at  the  election  of  1874.  We 
find  that  corrupt  practices  did  not  extensively 
prevail  at  the  election  of  1880.  We  cannot 
close  our  Report,  having  regard  to  the  oonda- 
sions  we  have  arrived  at,  without  expressing 
our  regret  that  the  expense  of  this  inquiry 
should,  under  the  31st  and  32nd  Vic.  c.  125, 
8.  16,  fall  on  the  ratepayers  of  the  borough  of 
Knaresborough ; " 

and  to  move — 

'*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  having 
regard  to  statements  of  the  Roval  CommiB- 
sioners,  it  is  not  in  accordance  with  justice  nor 
with  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  31  and  32  Vic. 
c.  126,  that  the  cost  of  this  inquiry  diould  be 
borne  by  the  ratepayers  of  the  Dorough  of 
Knaresborough.' ' 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  he  had  no 
desire  to  delay  the  taking  of  Supply,  and 
would  not  have  brought  the  subject  for- 
ward on  the  Motion  for  going  into  Sap- 
ply  if  it  were  open  to  him  to  do  so  on 
another  occasion.  What  the  ratepayers 
of  Knaresborough  complained  of  was 
that  their  borough  being  pure  —  as 
boroughs  went — ^had  been  saddled  with 
a  rate  of  some  4#.  in  the  pound.    He 
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thought  fhis  was  a  case  in  wluoh  the 
old  maxim,  Z>#  minimu  non  curat  lex, 
would  have  applied;  and  if  the  rate 
had  been  not  more  than  6d,  in  the  pound 
be  should  not  have  brought  forward  his 
complaint,  although  the  principle  was 
the  same.  Election  Commissions  dated 
back  as  far  as  1850,  when,  under  the 
Premiership  of  Lord  John  Eussell,  a 
Commission  was  appointed  by  Act  of 
Parliament  to  inquire  as  to  the  proceed- 
ings at  an  election  for  St.  Alban's.  Two 
years  later  another  Act  was  passed  which 
practically  perpetuated  and  made  gene- 
ral the  St.  Alban's  Act,  and  by  that  Act 
the  cost  of  Commissions  was  defrayed 
from  the  taxes  of  the  coimtry.  This 
state  of  things  went  on  until  1867, 
when  a  Committee,  comprising  many 
of  the  experts  in  matters  of  electoral 
law,  then  sitting  in  Parliament,  sat; 
and,  on  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Whitbread 
in  Ihat  Committee,  it  was  determined 
that  in  cases  where  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  extensively  nrevailed  the  ex- 
penses incurred  in  holding  the  inquiries 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  county  or 
borouffh  rates  of  the  localities.  This 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  very  fair  pro- 
posal ;  but  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  in  the  following  year  the  scope  of 
the  Motion  of  Mr.  Whitbread  was  en- 
laiqged,  and  provision  was  made  that 
payment  of  the  cost  of  inquiries  should 
be  laid  upon  the  rates  in  all  cases  where 
the  Judffes  reported  that,  in  their  opi- 
nion, this  should  be  done.  He  could 
not  but  think  that,  in  comparison  with 
the  other  places  in  which  Commissions 
had  sat,  ^aresborough  was  ver^  badly 
treated.  The  object  of  the  Legislature 
had  been  the  prevention  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices, and  they  had  refused  to  allow  a 
Commission  to  be  issued,  where  the 
Judge  had  reported  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  not  extensively  prevailed, 
merelv  because  a  Member  had  been  un- 
seated. It  was  quite  true  that  in  this 
instance  the  Judge  had  reported  that  he 
believed  that  corrupt  practices  had  ex- 
tensively prevailed ;  but  the  inquiry  had 
shown  that  that  belief  was  not  well 
founded.  In  such  circumstances,  it  was 
contrary  to  the  spirit,  if  not  to  the  letter, 
of  the  Act  that  the  borough  should  be 
called  upon  to  pay  a  rate  of  4«.  in  the 
pound  in  establishing  its  virtue.  He 
might  quote  many  cases  in  which  the 
Government  had  awarded  compensa- 
tion where  they  were  satisfied  a  mis- 


carriage of  justice  had  taken  place.  The 
case  of  Habron  might  be  mentioned,  as 
well  as  that  of  Barber.  The  issuing  of 
the  Commission  was  an  act  of  inadvert- 
ence. The  intention  of  the  Act  was  never 
to  fine  the  electors  for  merely  isolated 
cases  of  corruption,  such  as  was  the  case 
at  Knaresborough,  and  therefore  it  no 
more  fell  within  the  spirit  of  the  Act 
than  the  cases  of  Gravesend  or  Evesham, 
where  the  Members  were  unseated.  He 
knew  that  at  this  period  of  the  Session 
he  was  quite  in  tne  hands  of  the  Qt>- 
vemment.  It  was  impossible,  without 
their  assistance,  to  make  any  headway. 
He  regretted,  however,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  was  not  in  his  place,  that  he 
might  make  his  appeal  to  him  on  the 
suDJect.  He  knew  that,  technically,  he 
had  no  defence  on  the  question  of  statu- 
tory liability ;  but  he  must  say  that  the 
constituencv  had  suffered  from  an  acci- 
dent, and  tnis  being  a  wrong  created  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  it  was  the  busi- 
ness of  Parliament  to  find  a  remedy. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  the  word  <*  That  "  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  having 
regard  to  statements  of  tho  Royal  Commis- 
sioners, it  is  not  in  accordance  wiui  justice  nor 
with  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  31  and  32  Vic. 
c.  126,  that  the  cost  of  this  inquiry  should  be 
borne  by  the  ratepayers  of  tiie  borough  of 
Knaresborough," — {Mr.  Thomas  Collins,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  do  lefb  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  he  was  sure  the 
House  must  feel  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  very  fairly  stated 
the  case  to  the  House,  and  that  he  was 
fully  entitled  to  bring  the  exceptional 
circumstances  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  He  also  felt  that  there  was 
a  substantial  grievance  to  bring  forward ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  impossible 
to  give  way  to  his  Motion.  The  sub- 
stantial Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  that  the  expenses  of  this 
(Commission  should  be  borne  out  of  the 
Imperial  taxation  of  the  country.  He 
did  not  suggest  any  other  means  by 
which  it  comd  be  met.  In  the  first 
place,  that  could  not  be  done  without 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  Therefore,  he 
asked  the  House  to  agree  to  a  declara- 
tion, which  must,  of  neoetsitj,  be  fol- 
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lowed  by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  to  re- 
liere  the  ratepayers  of  Knaresborougli 
from  the  cost  of  this  inquiry.  He  was 
unable  to  see  that  either  the  letter  or  the 
spirit  of  the  Act  had  been  defeated.  It 
must  have  been  anticipated  by  those 
who  framed  the  Act  that  Judges  not 
being  infallible  might  make  Reports 
either  upon  evidence  which,  upon  fur- 
ther inquiry,  proved  not  to  be  well 
founded,  or  upon  error.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  nofhimself  blame 
the  Judges,  and  he  might  mention  that 
this  was  the  first  case  in  which  the  result 
had  been  contrary  to  their  Beport.  The 
case  had  often  occurred  of  prisoners 
found  guilty  [of  crime,  and  afterwards 
proved  to  be  innocent,  but  except  in 
very  rare  cases  the  Crown  did  not  com- 
pensate them,  or  even  repay  the  expenses 
to  which  they  might  have  been  put  in 
their  defence  ;  and  in  those  exceptional 
cases  in  which  compensation  had  been 
awarded  it  had  been  the  subject  of 
severe  criticism.  If  the  position  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  correct, 
it  would  be  necessary  for  the  State  to 
pay  the  expenses  of  any  person  who,  on 
appeal  to  a  higher  Oourt,  succeeded  in 
having  the  judgment  of  the  lower  Court 
reversed.  Ue  quite  agreed  that  the  evi- 
dence did  not  support  the  Beport  of  the 
Judges;  but  while  he  regretted  that 
Knaresborough  should  have  to  bear 
this  expense,  he  could  not  see  how, 
80  long  as  the  law  was  as  it  was,  any 
compensation  could  be  made.  The  only 
satisfaction  to  the  people  was  that  they 
had  got  one  compensation  —  they  had 
proved  their  right  to  elect  a  Member, 
and  they  had  secured  the  able  services 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  the  Judges  were  mistaken, 
and  he  felt  the  force  of  the  Attorney 
GeneraVs  argument  that  it  was  not  com- 
petent for  the  Government  to  accede  to 
the  Motion  in  face  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  it  was  manifest  that  the  law 
required  improvement.  He  did  not  ex- 
pect the  law  to  be  infallible;  but  in 
adopting  a  system  of  secret  voting  they 
had  raised  a  great  obstacle  to  inquiries 
into  electoral  corruption,  and  to  judge 
from  what  he  had  read  they  would  con- 
vert that  which  in  most  cases  was  cor- 
ruption by  a  few  into  a  wholesale  system 
of  corruption.  It  was  clearly  the  duty 
of  the  Attorney  General  to  bring  ti^is 
question  forward  again;  and  he  could 

The  Atiomoy  Oonoral 


(OOMMONSJ  (Iroland).  564 

only  add  that  his  hon.  and  leai^ed 
Friend  had  clearly  done  his  duty  in 
bringing  the  facts*  connected  wil^  the 
constituency  he  represented  before  the 
attention  of  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAXD)— LIMERICC 

AND  BELFAST  WORKHOUSES. 

OBSEBYATIOirS. 

Mr.  a.  MOOBE  rose  to  call  attention 
to  the  administration  of  the  Irish  Poor 
Law,more  particularly  in  connection  with 
Belfast  workhouse.  He  reminded  the 
House  that  he  had  called  attention  to 
the  same  subject  last  year,  and  bad 
given  considerable  time  to  the  matter ; 
and  as  the  result  of  his  Motion  an  inquiry 
had  been  ordered,  but  that  inquiiy  had 
been  perfectly  useless  owing  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  was  conducted.  Several 
independent  witnesses  were  silenced, 
and  one,  a  Boman  Catholic  chaplain, 
who  was  dismissed  for  saying  that  the 
house  was  a  nest  of  drunkenness,  im- 
morality, and  vice  was  never  called  at 
all.  He  should  have  thought  the  pit>per 
way  to  conduct  an  investigation  of  that 
sort  would  have  been  to  send  down  to 
the  spot  a  perfectly  independent  person 
to  act  as  Commissioner ;  but  instead  of 
that  two  Poor  Law  Inspectors  were  ap- 
pointed, who  had  only  recently  been  on 
the  spot  making  inquiries,  and  these 
persons  had  exonerated  the  house  from 
the  charges  made  against  it.  He  had 
not  a  word  to  say  against  Dr.  Maokay, 
one  of  the  Inspectors  referred  to,  and  he 
must  say  when  the  Chief  Secretary's  at- 
tention was  called  to  the  matter  he  at 
once  did  his  best ;  but  what  he  did  com- 
plain of  was  that  the  Local  Gt)vemment 
board  had  endeavoured,  by  every  means 
in  its  power,  to  thwart  and  crush  and 
defeat  the  inquiry.  When  he  made  the 
original  statement  he  made  a  number  of 
assertions,  giving  figures  and  facto,  and 
no  attempt  was  made  by  the  officials  to 
find  out  if  those  figures  were  correct  or 
not.  His  statement  was  reported  in 
The  Freeman^ s  Journal ;  but  some  (tf  his 
facts  and  figures  were  not  given,  al- 
though he  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
reports  in  Tho  Freeman  were  wondOTfuJly 
full  and  accurate  considering  that  they 
had  all  to  be  telegraphed.  He  had 
since  been  supportea  m  his  complaint 
by  several  of  the  Guardians  of  the  Union, 
and  had  received  t&e  warm  thanks  of  » 
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mnnber  of  the  ratepayers.  It  appeared 
to  be  generally  admitted  tliat  the  state 
of  this  workhouse  was  extremely  un- 
satisfactory, and  yet  the  inquiry  was 
allowed  to  prove  abortiye.  In  reference 
to  the  specific  charges  which  he  had 
made,  the  charge  of  immorality  was 
ftilly  borne  out  by  the  facts  which  had 
been  placed  in  his  hands.  There  were 
cases  of  women  who  had  been  in  and 
out  of  the  house  60  or  70  times,  and 
who  were  simply  living  upon  the  rate- 
payers, whilst  they  led  abandoned  lives. 
In  other  cases  women  who  remained  in 
the  house  became  mothers  under  cir- 
cumstances which  showed  that  immo- 
rality prevailed  in  the  workhouse. 
Touching  those  serious  charges  hardly 
a  question  was  asked  at  the  inquiry  ex- 
cept one  or  two  questions  put  to  the  offi- 
cials, who  could  not  be  expected  to  give 
disinterested  evidence.  On  the  14th  of 
April,  1879,  the  matron  complained  that 
paupers  were  going  about  the  house  in 
possession  of  pass  keys,  and  doing  what 
they  pleased ;  but  not  the  slightest  heed 
was  paid  to  that  charge  at  me  inquiry. 
The  matron  was  examined,  but  the  ques- 
tion was  not  even  put  to  her.  Then  it 
was  alleged  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  drunkenness  in  the  house,  and  the 
way  in  which  that  was  accomplished  was 
that,  by  a  combination,  property  of  the 
Union  was  sold  and  disposed  of  in  va- 
rious ways — in  this  case  surreptitiously 
introduced  into  the  house.  One  of  the 
magistrates  at  Belfast  stated  that  in  1878 
no  less  than  99  cases  of  drunkenness 
were  brought  before  him  from  the  work- 
house. Yet  there  was  not  fhe  slightest 
cross-examination  on  this  point  at  the 
inquiry,  nor  any  attempt  made  to  ac- 
count for  and  explain  how  that  drunken- 
ness took  place.  Another  charge  was 
that  the  old  men  in  the  house  were  put 
in  the  same  rooms  with  young,  idle, 
and  evil-disposed  vagabonds,  who  treated 
them  with  violence,  and  robbed  them  of 
the  few  coins  that  they  brought  into 
the  house.  On  many  occasions  these 
old  men  had  been  subjected  to  the 
greatest  insolence ;  but  no  such  case  was 
even  alluded  to  at  the  inquiry.  Of 
course,  he  knew  that  anyone  would  be 
resisted  by  the  officials  who  tried  to  re- 
form any  department,  and  that  was  what 
had  been  done  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  officials  had  endeavoured  to  cloak 
over  the  misdeeds  at  the  workhouse  and 
Ae  renussness  of  the  chief  autittorities 


in  Dublin.  He  hoped  that  public  opi- 
nion would  rise  to  the  occasion,  and  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  give  him 
some  hope  that  sooner  or  later,  when 
weightier  matters  had  been  disposed  of, 
he  would  try  to  reform  Irish  Poor  Law 
administration.  It  was  quite  hopeless 
to  expect  any  improvement  as  long  as 
all  investigation  was  to  be  hushed  up 
and  to  be  set  aside.  As  his  Motion  was 
generally  directed  against  the  Irish 
Local  Government  Board  and  the  ad- 
ministration of  workhouses,  he  would 
just  give  another  instance  of  the  policy 
of  the  Board.  Owing,  perhaps,  to  the 
attention  which  he  had  had  the  honour 
of  exciting  with  regard  to  workhouse 
management,  the  Limerick  Guardians 
took  the  matter  up  very  warmly  and  de- 
termined to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
children  in  their  workhouse,  and  they 
spent  a  large  sum  of  money  in  building 
a  new  school  and  decided  to  place  the 
religious  instruction  of  the  children 
under  the  supervision  of  a  number  of 
ladies.  The  Local  Gt)vemment  Board 
were  perfectly  aware  of  what  was  in- 
tended from  the  outset,  and  rave  no  sign 
of  interfering  with  the  plans  of  the 
Guardians.  They  waited,  in  fact,  until 
great  expense  had  been  incurred,  and 
then  they  came  down  with  their  ob- 
structive policy  and  put  their  foot  upon 
the  introduction  of  these  ladies  to  take 
care  of  the  school.  They  put  forward 
the  reason  that  the  proposed  arrange- 
ment would  interfere  with  the  religious 
liberty  of  the  Protestant  children  in  the 
school.  As  a  matter  of  fact  during 
three  years  there  was  only  one  Protes- 
tant child  in  the  whole  school ;  and, 
therefore,  that  objection  of  the  Board 
was  simply  frivolous.  What  would 
have  been  said  if  the  managers  of  a 
Protestant  school  had  been  deprived  of 
these  advantages  simply  because  one 
Catholic  child  might  be  affected  ?  The 
fact  was  that  it  was  not  an  honest  ex- 
cuse, but  mere  hypocrisy  on  the  part  of 
the  Local  Gt)vemment  Board,  who  pro- 
fessed to  be  so  anxious  with  regard  to 
the  religious  sentiments  of  a  solitary  in- 
fant in  a  Roman  Catholic  school,  whilst 
in  other  parts  of  the  country  where 
Catholic  cnildren  were  in  the  majority 
Protestant  teachers  were  imposed  upon 
them  without  compunction.  He  had 
only  to  say  that  there  was  no  Minister 
before  whom  he  would  sooner  have 
the   question  brought  than  the  Chief 
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Secretary,  for  he  believed  that  Gentle- 
man was  one  of  the  few  men  who  would 
give  his  time  and  attention  to  so  small 
a  matter  which  was  consistent  with  his 
humane  and  kindly  career.  He  trusted 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  left  his 
present  post,  and  accepted  some  other 
Department,  that  he  would  take  some 
decided  steps  with  regard  to  the  subject 
at  issue,  and  would  endeavour  to  remedy 
the  evils  complained  of. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  Member  had  rather  under-esti- 
mated the  difficulties  which  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  to  deal  with  in 
making  the  inquiry  referred  to.  He  did 
not  understand  that  the  line  taken  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  was  that 
they  would  not  allow  the  children  in 
Limerick  Institution  to  be  taught  by 
Sisters  of  Mercy.  What  was  objected 
to,  as  he  understood  it,  was  that  the 
Sisters  of  Mercy  should  be  appointed 
by  an  extraneous  authority,  and  the 
matter  had  since  been  settled  on  the 
basis  that  the  Sisters  of  Mercy  should  be 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
subject  to  the  veto  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  That  was  acknowledged 
by  almost  everybody  to  be  fair ;  and, 
therefore,  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  was  justified  in  blaming  the 
Local  Government  Board.  With  regard 
to  the  workhouses,  if  the  hon.  Member 
meant  to  have  brought  the  subject  for- 
ward he  ought  to  have  put  the  matter  on 
the  Notice  Paper,  and  then  he  (Mr.  W. 
£.  Forster)  would  have  been  aware  of 
the  intention,  and  would  have  been  able 
to  look  into  the  subject.  Instead  of  that 
what  appeared  on  the  Notice  Paper  was 
simply  that  the  hon.  Member  intended 
to  call  attention  to  the  administration  of 
the  Irish  Poor  Law.  With  regard  to 
the  inquiry  referred  to,  he  must  say  that 
he  had  read  the  Report  which  was  drawn 
up  on  the  subject,  and  he  must  say  he 
thought  it  was  drawn  up  very  fairly, 
and  that  the  inquiry  appeared  to  have 
been  conducted  in  a  proper  manner. 
The  Local  Government  Board  sent  down 
two  most  able  men — Mr.  Robinson  and 
Dr.  Maokay — and  full  notice  was  given 
of  the  inquiry.  Therefore,  those  who 
sympathized  with  the  hon.  Member  ought 
surely  to  have  come  before  the  Commis- 
sion, and  given  evidence  in  support  of 
his  case.  All  he  could  say  with  regard 
to  the  statements  made  bv  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  that  he  hoped  they  would  be 
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fully  reported  somewhere,  as  some  of 
them  were  much  stronger  than  he  had 
seen  elsewhere,  and  he  thought  having 
been  made  in  that  public  way  they  did 
require  to  be  again  considered.  Bat 
when  the  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  ought  to  have 
sent  down  perfectly  independent  persons 
to  make  inquiry,  he  forgot  that  the  case 
was  one  in  which  the  action  of  the 
persons  connected  with  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  was  complained  of ;  and 
if  the  Board  was  worth  anything  at  all 
it  should  be  able  to  inquire  into  the  fit- 
ness of  the  persons  connected  with  it. 
He  did  not  find  that  in  Belfast  there  was 
any  strong  opinion  in  regard  to  the 
officials  referred  to,  nor  did  he  find  that 
the  hon.  Member's  opinions  were  strongly 
sympathized  with  in  Belfast  itself .  With 
regard  to  sending  down  Inspectors  to 
make  the  inquiry,  it  must  not  be  for- 
gotten that  those  persons  under  the 
statute  had  power  to  take  evidence  on 
oath,  which  other  persons  had  not ;  and 
he  must  say,  in  justice  to  Mr.  Robinson, 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  find  a 
gentleman  more  thoroughly  impartial 
than  he  was,  for  he  had  no  bias  one  way 
or  other.  On  looking  at  the  evidence 
he  found  Mr.  Smith,  the  chaplain,  stated 
that  he  was  in  and  out  of  the  workhouse 
daily,  and  he  observed  no  improper  con- 
duct, or  immoral  or  irregular  association. 
It  appeared  that  the  evidence  quite  justi- 
fied the  finding  of  the  Inspectors,  who 
by  no  means  wished  to  whitewash  the 
Guardians,  or  anything  like  it.  Thev 
also  expressed  their  dissatisfaction  with 
the  reli^vin^  officer.  After  all  it  was  a 
sort  of  trial,  and  it  often  occurred  that 
when  there  had  been  a  trial  one  side 
was  not  satisfied  with  the  verdict. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  thought  in  such 
a  case  it  would  be  very  difficult  for  a 
Commission  to  get  at  the  facts  of  the 
case,  as  they  would  not  know  what 
question  to  ask,  and  how  they  were  to 
find  out  what  it  was  desirable  to  know. 
Knowing  something  of  these  matters,  he 
was  clearly  of  opinion  that  a  great  deal 
of  mischief  arose  in  such  cases  from  the 
action  of  the  ex  officio  Guardians.  He 
contended  that  the  ratepayers  should 
select  persons  to  represent  them,  while 
ex  officio  Guardians  diould  not  be  sdlowed 
on  any  Board.  In  his  own  county  (Cavan) 
he  remembered  a  case  where  a  coal  con- 
tractor  was  convicted  of  a  gross  fraud  in 
connection  with  his  dealings  with  the 
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workhouse.  An  inqidry  was  ordered; 
bnt  the  mt  ojfieio  Onardians  taking  his 
part  prevented  his  punishment.  He 
thonght  sueh  proceedings  ought  to  be 
pat  a  stop  to. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
a^eed  to, 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SEBYICE  ESTIMATES. 

BuprLY-^-comuhrsd  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  U. — Salabebs  and  Expenses  of 

Civil  Depabtmeivts. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
I       posed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £330,173,  be 
I  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
I  miCHBMTy  to  defray  the  Qiarge  which  will  come 
!  in  comne  of  payment  dniing  the  year  ending 
I  OD  the  31rt  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
sad  Expenses  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
indading  various  Grants  in  Aid  of  Local 
Tkzation.'* 

Me.  COOHItAN-FATEICK  said,  he 
rose  to  move  the  reduction  of  this  Vote 
by  £20,000,  part  of  the  sum  of  £1 39,500 
whidi  was  allowed  for  medical  relief 
grants  in  England.  He  was  sensible 
that  the  oourse  he  was  taking  might,  at 
that  period  of  the  Session,  be  regarded 
Bs  very  inconvenient  and  unsatisfactory ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  the  only 
way  in  which  he  could  give  public  ex- 
pression to  the  very  widespread  feeling 
in  Scotland  ^at  in  this  matter  of  grants 
in  aid  of  medical  relief,  Eugland  and 
Scotland  were  placed  in  an  unfair  and 
imeqoal  position.  That  matter  had  been 
80  OTten  under  the  consideration  of  Par- 
liament that  it  would  not  be  necessary 
lor  him  to  enter  into  details;  but  he 
aaked  the  attention  of  the  Committee  for 
a  few  minutes  while  he  recalled  the  lead- 
ing circumstances  of  the  case,  and  the 
pmiciplefl  on  which  he  yentured  to  think 
theae  grants  ought  to  be  regulated.  The 
facta  of  ^e  case  were  few,  and  the  prin- 
e^ilfis  were  simple.  When  in,  or  imme- 
diately preceding,  the  year  1845  the  at- 
tention of  Parliament  and  the  countiy 
was  directed  to  the  question  of  the  Poor 
Law,  nothing  attracted  so  much  public 
Bjmpathy  as  the  question  of  medical 
relief.  The  state  of  matters  then  brought 
toB^t — ^the  deplorable  condition  of  the 
poor  with  regard  to  medical  relief— was 
jlmoft  inconc^yable  at  the  present  day, 


and  constituted  a  disgrace  alike  to  oiyil- 
ization  and  humanity.  Without  enter- 
ing into  particulars  with  regard  to  that 
pointy  which  would  be  found  in  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Commission  that  sat  at  the 
time  he  had  referred  to,  it  would  be 
enough  for  him  to  say  that  in  1848  the 
sum  of  £85,000  appeared  for  the  first 
time  in  the  Estimates  as  a  grant  in  aid 
of  medical  relief  to  the  poor.  Of  that 
sum,  £75,000  was  allocated  to  England 
and  Wales,  and  £10,000  to  Scotland; 
and  at  the  time  the  grant  was  made  it 
was  understood  that  the  latter  repre- 
sented one-fourth  part  of  the  total  sum 
necessary  to  put  the  grant  in  a  satisfac- 
tory position.  But  during  the  38  years 
whicn  had  elapsed,  although  the  amount 
allocated  to  England  and  Wales  had 
risen  to  the  alarming  sum  indicated  in 
the  Vote  before  the  Committee,  the 
amount  allocated  to  Scotland  remained 
the  same — namely,  £10,000.  Now,  he 
pointed  out  that  if  the  principle  of  a 
fixed  sum  being  given  to  Scotland  was 
a  right  one,  the  same  principle  ought  to 
be  applied  to  England  and  Wales.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  the  principle  applied 
to  the  latter  of  increasing  the  grants  in 
accordance  with  local  circumstances  and 
taxation  were  a  right  one,  then  he  failed 
to  see  any  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
applied  to  Scotland.  He  did  not  ask 
that  the  amount  granted  to  England  and 
WiJes  should  be  the  same  as  that 
granted  to  Scotland,  but  that  these 
grants  should  stand  in  reasonable  and 
proper  proportion  to  each  other.  There 
were  several  bases  which  might  be  taken 
with  a  view  to  adjusting  that  proportion. 
First,  there  was  the  basis  of  population. 
And  it  would  be  seen  by  a  comparison  of 
the  population  of  England  and  Wales 
with  that  of  Scotland,  either  that  the 
grant  to  the  former  ought  to  be  reduced 
by  a  sum  larger  than  Siat  by  which  he 
was  now  moving  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote,  or  that  the  grant  to  Scotland  ouffht 
to  be  materially  increased.  Secondly, 
there  was  the  basis  of  property  and  pro- 
fits. But  with  regard  to  that  he  would 
remind  the  Committee  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  profits  returned  under 
the  head  of  England  and  Wales  really 
belonged  to  Scotland,  because  it  was  a 
fact  that  much  of  these  profits  belonged 
to  businesses  founded  and  managed  with 
Scotdi  capital,  the  proprietors  of  which 
preferred  to  make  their  returns  in  Lon- 
don, Mancbesteri  and  other  large  dtiep. 
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However,  it  would  be  seen  that,  taking 
profits  as  a  basis  for  the  proportion,  the 
same  result  came  out.  Either  the  grant 
to  England  and  Wales  ought  to  be  re- 
duced, or  that  to  Scotland  increased. 
Again,  the  sum  paid  by  the  two  coun- 
tries respectively  into  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer might  be  taken  as  a  basis  of 
proportion  ;  and  that  view  had  been  for- 
cibly urged  on  the  Committee  already 
upon  a  former  occasion  by  the  late  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  D. 
M'Laren),  who,  for  his  services  in  this 
and  other  matters,  deserved  the  thanks 
of  all  interested  in  the  subject.  Mr.  D. 
McLaren  laid  down  that,  according  to 
the  Keturns  of  1877,  the  amounts  actually 
paid  into  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for 
England  and  Scotland  respectively  were 
to  each  other  somewhere  in  the  propor- 
tion of  £61,000,000  to  £7,750,000; 
and  although  since  the  year  1877  there 
may  have  been  some  changes,  the  pro- 
portion remained  substantially  unal- 
tered. In  the  last  place  it  was  possible 
to  fix  the  proportion  of  the  grants  on 
the  basis  of  the  amounts  locally  raised 
for  medical  relief;  and  here  the  result 
came  out  even  better  than  in  the  other 
cases,  because  in  Scotland  the  total 
amount  raised  by  local  grants  for  medi- 
cal relief  was  four  times  as  much  as  was 
received  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
Therefore,  he  submitted  that  whichever 
of  these  bases  was  taken,  a  sum  would 
be  brought  out  which  ought  to  be  de- 
ducted from  the  grant  to  England  and 
Wales,  or  paid  in  the  case  of  Scotland, 
considerably  greater  than  that  by  which 
he  was  moving  the  reduction  of  this 
Vote.  The  House  had  had  this  claim 
for  equalization  so  frequently  before  it 
that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  were  pre- 
pared for  the  arguments  that  would  pro- 
bably bo  urged  against  it.  One  of  these 
had  commonly  been,  that,  admitting  that 
this  medical  relief  grant  to  Scotland  was 
unfair  and  unjust,  other  grants  in  aid  of 
local  matters  were  in  excess  of  what  they 
ought  to  be.  In  respect  of  lunatics,  for 
instance,  Scotland  received  a  larger  sum 
than  was  strictly  proportionate  ;  but  to 
this  he  demurred. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  must  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  this  was 
purely  an  English  Vote,  and  that  only  by 
way  of  illustration  could  the  hon.  Member 
refer  to  the  Scotch  question. 

Mb.    COCHRAN  .  PATEIOK    sub- 
xnitted,  of  course,  to  the  ruling  of  the 

Mr,  Coehran-Pairieh 


Chairman.  He  was  merely  about  to 
urge  that  the  argument  he  had  refeired 
to  might  be  an  excellent  one  for  some 
purposes,  but  that  it  was  by  no  means 
applicable  to  the  case  of  medical  relief. 
Then  another  argument  was  that  the  cir- 
cumstances and  conditions  which  existed 
in  England  were  different  from  those  in 
other  parts  of  the  Empire.  But  he  was 
bound  to  point  out  that,  with  respect  to  the 
proportion  of  the  English  grant,  it  was 
regulated  by  the  proportion  paid  by  the 
locality.  That  sum  in  England  was  indi- 
cated by  the  Vote  ;  but  in  Scotland  it  was 
four  times  in  excess  of  it,  and  Scotland, 
therefore,  stood  in  that  respect  in  a  better 
position.  Now,  while  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  of  the  system  of  grants  in 
aid  that  it  was  the  best  or  most  satisfac- 
tory that  could  be  devised,  still  it  was 
the  system  that  was  in  operation  at  the 
present  moment,  and  until  the  House 
and  the  country  had  before  them  the  de- 
tails of  any  future  measure  that  might 
be  brought  forward,  he  thought  he  was 
entitled  to  ask  that  the  same  principle 
should  be  applied  to  both  England  and 
Scotland.  He  hoped  that  the  reply  of 
the  Prime  Minister  would  not  be  put 
into  the  ordinary  official  and  stereotyped 
phrases  which  for  the  last  12  years  had 
been  so  often  heard  in  connection  with 
this  subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  a  sum,  not  oxcecding  £810,173,  be 
grantod  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complcto  the  snm 
necossary  to  defray  the  Charge  Wnich  will  oome 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Sakziei  : 
and  Expenses  of  the  IjocoI  Government  Board, 
including  various  Grants  in  Aid  of  Local  Taxa- 
tion."—(J/r.  Cochran-Fatrick,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  in  his  concluding  remarks  had 
referred  specially  to  himself,  and  had 
made  an  appeal  which  he  was  perfeodj 
justified  in  making.  For  these  reasoDfl 
it  might  be  convenient  that  he  should  at 
once  give  the  explanation  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  solicited.  He  must  aooom- 
pany  that  explanation,  in  some  degree, 
with  an  apology  to  the  KepreeentatiTeB 
of  Scotch  constituencies  for  his  havinff 
been  unable,  owing  to  what  he  woiui 
call  tlie  abnormal  circumstances  of  the 
Session,  to  take  any  steps  in  the  due^ 
tion  indicated.  Had  the  oircumstanoei 
of  the  Session  been  of  a  normal  chazso- 
ter,  the  Government  would  have  had  \ 
more  to  say,  and  more  to  propose,  in  this   i 
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matter  than  lie  oould  now  suggest,  as  he 
jisd  nothing  to  propose  ezoept  the  Votes 
as  they  stood  before  the  Oommittee.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  those  Votes 
were  prepared  and  agreed  to  by  the  Trea- 
sniy  at  least  seven  months  ago,  when  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  anticipate 
the  state  of  things  experienced  during 
the  Session.  He  did  not  wish  to  enter 
upon  that  subject,  but  was  describing 
why  they  had  been  able  to  take  no  steps 
for  the  reoti£cation  of  this  particular 
anomaly.  He  would  not  follow  the  hon. 
Member  through  the  details  of  his 
speech ;  but  he  might  say  that  the  sub- 
ject was  not  new  to  the  Government.  A 
great  number  of  Gentlemen  represent- 
ing Scotch  counties  and  burghs  took 
great  interest  in  this  matter,  and  had  on 
former  occasions  raised  and  gone  through 
the  whole  of  the  points  connected  with 
it  The  GK)vemment  certainly  quite 
agreed  that  one  of  two  things  must  be 
done.  Either  there  must  be  some  com- 
prehensive measure  which,  while  intro- 
dudng  a  change  in  the  method  of  grant- 
ing suDventions  for  local  purposes,  would 
alMorb  that  and  other  questions  in  an 
extended  plan ;  or,  if  that  should  not 
be  the  case,  they  must  look  to  a  plan  of 
equalisation,  such  as  that  suggested  by 
(he  hon.  Member.  Of  those  two  plans 
he  would  greatly  prefer  the  former,  be- 
cause his  impression  was  that  it  would 
be  accompanied  by  very  great  public  ad- 
vantages, and  by  sometlung  of  a  decen- 
tralising process,  which  would  tend  to 
an  enlargeiaent  of  local  powers  that 
would  be  exceedingly  useful  in  all  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  but  in  regard  to  which 
the  people  of  Scotland,  he  might  fairly 
say,  were  not,  at  any  rate,  behind  those 
of  any  other  portion  of  the  United  King- 
dom in  their  capacity  fbr  administration. 
Any  plan  of  that  kind  would  probably 
be  not  only  a  fiscal  plan,  but  it  would 
have  to  be  associated  with  measures  for 
the  complete  establishment  of  represen- 
tative local  government  throughout  the 
country.  However,  he  entirely  agreed — 
and  he  came  now  to  the  more  definite 
portion  of  the  plan — that  if  they  could 
not  have  the  more  general  plans  there 
must  be  equalization  adaptable  to  this 
and  some  other  particular  Votes,  but 
that  adoption  must  be  immediate.  He 
meant  that  they  must  not  again  present 
the  Votes  in  the  shape  in  which  they 
now  were.  To  that  proposition  he  quite 
Screed.    Be  aecepted  much  of  what  had 


&llen  from  the  hon.  Member  on  this 
subject,  that  the  anomalies  were  too  con- 
siderable, and  that  public  opinion  had 
been  too  much  drawn  to  them  not  to 
allow  of  their  removing  of  a  great  deal 
of  the  substantial  dissatisfaction  which 
justifiably  existed  upon  this  subj ect.  He 
did  not  venture  to  look  with  any  confi- 
dence to  the  course  of  Business,  or  to 
the  propoiBals  which  it  might  be  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  make  in  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament.  That  would  be 
premature,  and  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  wise  for  him  to  indulge  in 
prophecies  of  a  definite  character  ;  but, 
with  the  feelings  the  Government  enter- 
tained, he  would  not  abandon  the  hope 
that  they  would  be  able  to  approach  this 
subject  with  the  more  comprehensive 
views  to  which  he  had  referred;  but 
should  they  not  be  able  to  approach  it 
with  those  more  comprehensive  views 
it  would  be  their  duty  no  longer  to  post- 
pone particular  equalizations,  but  to 
make  careful  examination  of  these  Votes, 
and  to  establish  real  and  substantial 
equality  in  the  treatment  of  the  two 
countries  North  and  South  of  the  Border. 
That,  he  believed,  was  what  the  hon. 
Member  expected  of  him ;  and  it  was 
with  a  certain  amount  of  satisfaction  to 
himself  that  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Colleagues  had,  in  his  position  as  a  Mem- 
ber representing  a  Scotch  constituency, 
an  additional  pledge,  if  such  were  re- 
quisite, that  he  was  in  earnest  in  the 
engagement  which  he  now  made. 

Mb,  GOOHEAN  -  PATEIOK  said, 
after  the  very  satisfactory  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  he  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  he  thought  the 
Oommittee  must  have  listened  with  the 
greatest  satisfaction  to  the  remarks  which 
had  fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister,  be- 
cause while  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site might  have  just  and  reasonable 
ground  for  complaint  with  regard  to  the 
grant  in  aid  of  medical  relief  for  Scot- 
land, il^glish  Members  had  also  ground 
for  complaint  that  the  Vote  before  the 
Oommittee  had  increased  enormously 
year  by  year.  He  hoped,  after  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister,  that 
hon.  Members  might,  upon  the   lines 
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indicated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
look  forward  to  thB  whole  question  of 
local  subventions  being  dealt  with. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT 
said,  he  had  for  the  last  two  years 
called  the  attention  of  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  the 
subject  of  workhouse  schools.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  pauper  children  were 
not  receiving  the  education  which  they 
ought  to  have  under  the  present  system, 
and  he  had  always  urged  that  they 
should  be  allowed  to  go  to  the  schools 
in  the  district,  instead  of  remaining  in 
the  workhouse  schools.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  that  this  would  be  done  wherever 
it  was  practicable.  Hon.  Members  knew 
very  well  that  the  present  system  tended 
to  keep  children  as  paupers,  and  to  make 
them  feel  that  they  were  paupers,  while 
the  true  object  was  to  encourage  feel- 
ings of  an  opposite  kind,  and  to  teach 
them  that  they  must  hereafter  support 
themselves.  This  matter  was  one  which 
undoubtedly  ought  to  engage  the  atten- 
tion of  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board ;  aud  he  would  take 
the  opportunity  afiforded  by  the  present 
Vote  of  asking  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  any  stops  had  been  taken 
to  secure  accommodation  for  children 
outside  the  workhouse  schools,  and  what 
arrangements  had  been  made  to  enable 
them  to  attend  the  schools  in  their  va- 
rious districts  and  localities  ? 

Mk.  DILIjWYN  pointed  out  that 
there  was  a  great  increase  in  this  Vote 
for  the  present  year.  The  Committee 
were  asked  to  vote  £2,949  more  than  in 
the  previous  Estimates  for  salaries  and 
wages,  £100  more  for  a  number  of 
smaller  items,  £650  additional  for  a 
national  vaccine  establishment,  £550  ex- 
tra for  incidental  expenses,  besides  £2, 300 
additional  for  teachers  in  the  Poor  Law 
schools,  and  £4,300  for  Poor  Law  medi- 
cal officers.  These  items  made  up  a 
total  increase  amounting  to  the  very 
large  sum  of  £10,556,  concerning  which 
he  hoped  that  some  explanations  would 
be  forthcoming.  For  his  own  part,  he 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  in  saying  that 
ho  would  rather  see  the  people  them- 
selves manage  their  affairs  than  that 
they  should  be  managed  for  them  by 
central  offices ;  and  he  would  like  to  see 
the  central  departments  act  as  courts  of 
appeal,  instead  of,  as  was  too  often  the 
case,  courts  of  interference.    For  these 

Mr.  Rylandi 


reasons  he  regarded  the  increased  ex- 
penditure of  this  Department  with 
jealousy,  and  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  state  the 
reason  for  the  large  addition  to  the 
Vote  of  last  year. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  should 
like  to  supplement  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bartte- 
lot)  with  reference  to  workhouse  schools. 
He  thought  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  justified  in  saying  that  this  was 
a  matter  which  ought  to  engage  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  But  he 
wished  also  to  say  a  word  or  two 
upon  a  matter  cognate  with  that  to 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  had 
referred.  Something  had  been  done  in 
recent  years  in  the  way  of  boarding  out 
pauper  children.  That  was  undoubtedly 
a  most  interesting  experiment;  but  it 
was  also  one  which  required  to  be  worked 
with  great  care  and  supervision.  The 
large  pauper  establishments  for  the 
education  of  children  in  London,  and 
which,  he  supposed,  also  existed  in  the 
large  Provincial  towns,  were,  he  thought, 
necessary  evils.  They  were  certainly  a 
step  in  advance  of  the  workhouse  schools 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  ffidlaBt 
Baronet ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  did 
not  think  they  wei*e  as  entirely  free 
from  the  pauper  taint  as  they  ought  to 
be.  In  his  view,  the  better  system  would 
be  to  bring  up  the  children  entirely  out 
of  the  atmosphere  of  pauperTsm.  The 
boarding-out  system  he  had  alluded  to 
was  one  that  ought  to  be  closely  watched, 
in  order  that  it  might  not  degenerate 
into  a  system  of  farming  out,  which,  as 
the  Committee  were  well  aware,  was 
open  to  great  abuses.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  state  how  far 
that  system  had  been  applied,  and  whe- 
ther he  could  see  his  way  to  extend  it 
in  the  urban  and  rural  districts  of  tiie 
country  ? 

Mb.  EAMSAY  said,  he  had  on  several 
occasions  drawn  attention  in  Committee 
of  Supply  to  the  subject  adverted  to  by 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  opposite 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot).  He  had  no 
wish  to  detain  the  Committee  by  discuss- 
ing the  merits  of  the  case,  but  would 
remark  that  the  grounds  on  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  founded 
his  reasons  for  placing  pauper  children 
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Id  <A«r  dum  irorkhoiiM  adhoola  were 
nttrfant  to  mtiafy  fhe  Oommittee  that 
tte  pment  mkrai  ought  to  be  bionght 
to  tn  end.  He  tnuted  that  an  em>rt 
voold  be  made  to  bring  about  a  proper 
iy»teBi  of  education  for  pauper  children, 
ttid  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
apkin  whether  anj  progress  had  been 
BMe  in  that  direction  or  not.  This 
mbject  had  been  talked  about  for  many 

rn  paat;  but  nothing  had  been  done 
the  way  of  carrying  out  the  views  of 
fhose  who  felt  that  the  education  of 
uaaper  children  should  not  be  conducted 
m  establishments  specially  provided  for 
than,  where  they  became  a  sort  of  caste, 
hot  m  the  ordinary  elementary  schools, 
when  they  would  learn  to  depend  upon 
ttflv  own  exertions  fbr  support,  and  not 
look  to  the  workhouse  as  their  home. 

lb.  T.  COLLINS  said,  it  was  only  to 
be  ezpeoted  that  there  should  be  an 
isBieaae  in  these  grants,  seeing  that, 
ining  the  last  decade,  the  population  of 
Oe  ooimtry  had  increased  by  4,000,000. 
He  believM  eveiyone  would  8;gree  that, 
If  possible,  the  children  of  paupers 
Aoold  be  educated  in  the  nearest  ele- 
ttSBtary  schools. 

Kb.  DODBON  said,  in  repl^  to  the 
hsB.  aad_gallaat  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot),  that  it  was  the 
poliflj  of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 
fa  encourage  the  transfer  of  pauper 
sUldren  from  workhouse  schools  to  or- 
finasy  elementary  schools.  The  number 
eff  those  transferred  in  this  way  was 
slsadi^y  inoreaBing,  and  he  mi^ht  add 
fluit  the  standards  were  now  assimilated 
hi  workhouse  schools  to  those  of  the 
SBhools  under  the  Privy  Council ;  while 
flu  mmber  of  childron  boarded  out 
ttder  the  system  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  XTniversity 
(Kr.  J.  O.  Talbot)  was  between  700 
lad  800.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
km.  Member^  and  the  authorities  were 
fuile  afire  to  the  fiust,  that  the  system 
of  boavding  out  required  that  great  care 
Aoold  be  exerdsed  to  prevent  its  de- 
■iHMiirati"g  into  one  of  farming.  His 
ML  Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea 
flb.  TXRfrni)  had  drawn  attention  to  the 
■aeiae  eitiiB  Yote ;  and  with  regard  to 
ftati  he  waa  afrvid  he  must  say  that,  un- 
kss  and  nntil  the  grant  in  aid  was  taken 
khaad,  when  possibly  some  reduction 
^ht  bo  eflbeted,  the  increase  would 
"  ma.  The  principal  heads  of  in- 
I WSM  thoBB  of  wages  and  salaries 
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in  connection  with  Poor  Law  schools 
and  infirmaries.  The  former  would  be 
accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  the 
teachers  were  of  a  higher  dass  than  for- 
merlv,  with  higher  certificates,  and  were 
entitled  to  higher  pay  in  consequence. 
Precisely  the  same  reasons  operated  in 
the  case  of  the  Vote  for  Medical  Officers, 
who  were,  year  by  year,  becoming  men 
of  a  higher  class,  and,  therefore,  entitled 
to  increased  pay.  To  a  certain  extent, 
the  nowth  of  the  Vote  was  owing,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough 
(Mr.  T.  OolUns)  had  observed,  to  &e 
growth  of  the  population. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHY  said,  the 
Vote  included  a  sum  of  £350  for  ana- 
lysis of  water.  He  thought  that  was 
one  of  the  most  important  subjects  that 
could  come  before  the  Local  Gbvem- 
ment  Board.  It  was  notorious  that  the 
water  supply  in  many  parts  of  London 
was  extremely  bad,  and  only  recently 
there  was  an  apprehension  that  the 
g^vest  consequences  would  result  from 
its  actually  "  giving  out,"  to  adopt  an 
American  phrase.  There  was  a  very  good 
letter  in  the  newspapers  the  other  day 
upon  that  very  point,  in  which  it  was  sug- 
gested that  the  only  remedy  was  to  pro- 
vide a  continuous  supply.  Where  there 
was  a  large,  overcrowded  population, 
there  was  always  a  chance  or  neglect, 
and  the  present  system  of  providing  only 
an  intermittent  supply  worked  very 
badly,  and  might,  in  cases  of  extreme 
drought,  produce  highly  injurious  con- 
sequences. The  want  in  London  of  a 
continuous  supply  was  a  very  serious 
one.  Such  a  supply  was  ffiven  in  a 
ffood  many  Northern  towns  of  the  King- 
dom, and  was  found  to  work  with  great 
satisfaction ;  and  he  certainly  failed  to 
see  why  a  supply  of  the  same  kind 
should  not  be  provided  in  London.  Of 
course,  it  would  involve  additional  ex- 
pense ;  but  in  a  city  like  London  that 
ought  not  to  be  a  matter  of  considera- 
tion. He  believed  that  the  Water  Scheme 
of  tiiie  late  Oovemment  included  a  pro- 
vision for  a  continuous  supply ;  and  he 
hoped,  now  that  they  were  under  a  Libe- 
ral Oovemment,  that  there  would  be 
no  occasion  to  regret  that  the  policy  of 
the  late  Oovemment  had  not  been  car- 
ried out.  He  trusted  to  hear  from 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  that  the  question  was  seriously 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Oovem- 
ment, and  that  they  were  endeavouring 
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to  provide  some  means  for  seouring  a 
better,  a  more  regular,  and  in  every  way 
a  more  satisfactory,  supply  of  water  for 
the  inhabitants  of  Lonaon. 

Mr.  DODSON  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  called  attention  to  this  item,  which 
has  reference  solely  to  the  supply  of 
water  for  the  Metropolis.  The  Vote  is 
for  a  monthly  analysis  of  the  water  sup- 
plied by  various  Companies  in  different 
districts  of  the  Metropolis.  These  analy- 
ses are  published  monthly,  and  are  very 
valuable,  affording,  not  only  informa- 
tion to  the  householders  who  consume 
the  water,  but  also  to  the  different  Com- 
panies which  supply  it.  It  is  highly  de- 
sirable that  both  should  be  regularly 
informed  of  the  nature  and  condition 
of  the  water  supply.  With  regard  to 
the  intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  to  legislation  on  the  subject,  I 
would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  of 
what  I  said  the  other  night  in  answer 
to  a  question  that  was  put  to  me.  A 
Bill  on  this  subject  was  introduced  by 
the  late  Government,  and  it  was  only 
interrupted  by  the  Dissolution  of  Par- 
liament. That  Bill  was  in  the  hands  of 
the  Home  Office  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment; and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
S resent  Home  Secretary,  when  he  took 
>ffice,  found  the  subject  was  being  dealt 
with  there.  Accordingly,  it  was  taken 
up  by  him  last  Session,  and  he  had  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject. 
The  necessary  N'otices  were  given  in 
the  Autumn  for  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  establishment  of 
a  Water  Trust  for  the  Metropolis  in  the 
present  Session  ;  but  a  Bill  of  that  kind 
necessarily  touches  very  large  pecuniary 
interests,  and  the  Government  felt  that 
it  was  undesirable  to  introduce  the  Bill 
unless  they  saw  a  reasonable  certainty 
of  being  able  to  carry  it  through.  The 
prospect  of  Business  this  Session,  I  regret 
to  say,  has  been  such  that  they  have  not 
felt  themselves  justified  in  the  circum- 
stances in  presenting  that  Bill  to  the 
House ;  but  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  has  not  lost  sight  of  the  subject. 
Mr.  DUCKHAM  said,  he  rose  to 
submit  the  Motion  which  stood  in  his 
name  in  regard  to  Vote  16 — ^namely,  to 
move  that  the  Inspector's  salary,  and  the 
travelling,  personsd,  and  incidental  ex- 
penses connected  with  highways  in  South 
Wales,  amounting  to  £844,  should  be 
disallowed.    The  Committee  would  re- 
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member  that  last  year  he  took  exoeption 
to  this  Vote.  He  felt  that  it  was  unjust 
to  the  taxpayers  of  England  that  they 
should  have  to  pay  for  the  inspection  of 
roads  in  South  Wales,  whilst  the  rate- 
payers throughout  the  Kingdom  in 
every  other  part  had  to  pay  for  the 
inspection  themselves.  There  might 
be  some  explanation  required  to  show 
why  this  anomalous  state  of  things 
existed.  It  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  all  the  old  Members  of  the  House 
that  some  40  years  ago  there  was  a  very 
great  disturbance  in  South  Wales  in 
consequence  of  the  closeness  of  the 
different  toll-gates  on  the  turnpike 
roads.  That  dissatisfaction  resulted 
in  the  destruction  of  the  eates  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  Principality.  The  GK>- 
vemment  then  appointed  a  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  circumstances 
of  the  case.  That  Commission  reported 
in  favour  of  many  of  the  sates  being 
removed,  also  in  favour  of  no  gates 
being  allowed  within  less  than  seven 
miles  of  each  other,  and  recommended 
that  a  Superintendent  of  Boads  should 
be  appointed  by  the  Government,  and 
that  the  sum  of  £225,000  be  advanced 
from  the  National  Exchequer  to  pay  off 
the  mortgages  upon  uiese  turnpike 
trusts.  That  sum  of  £225,000  was  to 
be  repaid  at  the  rate  of  £5  5«.  per 
cent,  we  repayment  to  extend  over  a 
period  of  30  years.  Sir  James  Graham, 
who  was  then  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  recommended  the 
adoption  of  the  Keport  of  the  Commis- 
sion, and  the  result  was  that  an  Act 
of  Parliament  was  passed  appointing  a 
Superintendent  of  Roads.  The  money 
was  advanced,  and,  to  secure  its  repay- 
ment and  the  proper  maintenance  of  the 
roads,  the  Exchequer  had  to  pay  the 
annual  expenses  of  their  inspection.  But 
the  money  had  now  been  paid  off  for  up- 
wards of  five  years.  On  the  9th  of  March, 
1876,  the  final  balance  of  the  debt  due 
to  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commis- 
sioners was  reported  to  be  paid  at  onoe. 
Therefore,  it  appeared  to  him  that,  the 
money  having  oeen  refunded,  there  was 
no  necessity  for  the  continuance  of  an 
Inspector  at  the  expense  of  the  National 
Exchequer.  If  such  an  Inspector  was 
to  be  continued  in  South  Wales,  he 
thought  the  ratepavers  of  England  and 
of  North  Wales  had  a  right  to  complain, 
or  to  require  that  the  Inspectors  oftheir 
roads  should  be  appointed  by  the  Qi^ 
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Temment  and  paid  for  by  the  National 
Exeheouer.  Either  one  oonrse  or  the 
other  snoold  be  taken ;  and,  therefore,  he 
beg^g:ed  to  move  that  the  allowance  of 
£844  for  the  inspection  of  the  South 
Wales  roads  be  mscontinued,  and  that 
ttie  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £844, 
that  being  the  amount  at  present  paid 
to  the  Inapector  of  Heads. 

Thb  OKAIBMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Question 
having  been  put  firom  the  Ohair  to 
reduoe  the  whole  Vote  by  a  certain  sum, 
it  is  not  competent  now  to  move  the 
reduction  of  tne  Vote  by  any  particular 
item. 

Mb.  AETHTJE  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
it  was  not  competent  to  move  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £844  ? 

The  GHAIBMAN:  It  is  perfecUy 
competent  for  any  hon.  Member  to  make 
a  Motion  to  that  effect,  but  not  to  move 
tiiat  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  a  specific 
item.  

Mb.  DUCKHAM  said,  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  he  would  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  that  particular 
sum. 

Thb  chairman  ;  By  what  amount? 

Mb.  DUCKHAM:  By  the  sum  of 
£844. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*<That  a  sum,  not  ezoeeding  £329,329,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoonnry  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  dnring  the  year  ending  on 
the  31rt  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
indudinff  Tarioos  Ghrants  in  aid  of  Local  Taxa- 
tion."--(Jrr.  Dttckham,) 

Mb.  FUGH  said,  the  South  Wales 
Turnpike  Act  provided  that  the  Superin- 
tendent should  be  appointed  and  paid 
by  the  Seoretary  of  State,  with  power 
to  remove  him  and  appoint  another  in 
his  stead,  if  necessary.  The  further 
provision  that  the  Aot  should  expire  at 
the  time  the  money  was  paid  off  was 
not  made.  He  thought  tnat  his  hon. 
I^end  the  Member  for  Herefordshire 

Sir.  Duckham)  was  in  error  as  to  the 
te  on  which  the  money  was  paid  off. 
The  whole,  he  thought,  had  not  been 
paid  off  as  long  as  five  years  ago ;  but 
he  believed  it  was  paid  off  now.  Perhaps 
the  ffrant  might  be  wholly  indefensible 
in  pnndple ;  but,  looking  at  the  circum- 
stances as  they  stood,  he  thought  he 
should  be  able  to  show  the  Committee 
that  tfiere  were  good  reasons  for  not 
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withdrawing  the  mnt  at  the  present 
moment,  even  if  they  had  power  to  do 
so  under  the  terms  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  he  doubted.  He 
understood  that  the  Gbvemment  were 
coming  forward  next  Session  with  a 
Bill  which  was  to  make  a  substantial 
contribution,  in  one  wav  or  another, 
towards  the  expenses  of  main  roads. 
Whether  that  contribution  would  be 
made  in  the  shape  of  giving  up  a  certain 
portion  of  the  assessed  taxes,  or  in  what 
other  way,  he  was  not  able  to  say ;  but 
he  gathered  from  what  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  P^resident 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
also  from  the  Prime  Minister,  that  there 
were  good  grounds  for  expecting  a  mea- 
sure of  that  kind  next  Session.  If  that 
were  so,  it  was  not  improbable  that  Su- 
perintendents or  Inspectors  employed  by 
the  Government  would  be  required  in 
order  to  see  that  the  roads  were  kept  in 
proper  order.  What  had  occurred  in 
regard  to  the  county  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Duckham)  represented  (Here- 
fordshire) would  prove  his  case.  The 
roads  there,  formerly  maintained  as 
tumnike  roads,  had  been  made  over  to 
the  different  local  authorities,  and  the 
various  districts  were  now  required  to 
support  their  own  roads ;  and  m  conse- 
quence of  that  they  found  it  necessaiy 
to  employ  someone  to  superintend  and 
inspect  the  main  roads,  in  a  similar 
manner  to  the  officer  who,  in  this  case, 
was  naid  by  the  Government.  The 
only  difference  was  that  in  the  case  of 
South  Wales  the  inspection  of  the  roads 
waspaid  for  b^  the  Government,  whilst 
in  Herefordshire  it  was  paid  for  by  the 
local  authorities  themselves.  No  doubt, 
that  appeared  a  hard  case ;  but,  looking  at 
the  fact  that  the  whole  question  must 
necessarily  form  the  subject  of  legisla- 
tion next  year,  he  thought  the  best 
course  woidd  be  to  leave  the  matter 
alone  at  present.  He  might  remind  the 
Committee  that  in  the  early  part  of  the 
Session  he  had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper, 
asking  for  an  inquiry  into  the  manage- 
ment of  all  the  roads  in  South  Wales — 
highways  as  well  as  turnpike  roads. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  inquiry  was 
urgently  needed.  He  believed  every 
hon.  Member  would  agree  with  him  that 
the  Highway  Act  at  present  in  force  in 
England  was  most  unsatisfactory.  There 
was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  both  for  the 
South  Wales  Turnpike  Act  and  also  for 
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the  South  Wales  Highway  Act ;  and  if 
an  inquirj  were  made  into  the  working 
of  these  Acts  it  would  he  of  assistance 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  with  a 
view  to  legislation  next  Session  in 
regard  to  England.  Such  an  inquiry 
should  he  not  only  undertaken,  but 
should  be  complete;  and  he  beUeved 
it  would  be  found  that  a  great  deal 
of  injustice  was  produced  in  conse- 
quence of  the  existence,  at  the  present 
moment,  of  a  kind  of  dual  management. 
For  instance,  they  had  a  turnpike  road 
running  one  way,  and  a  highway  road 
running  alongside  of  it,  or  branching 
off  from  it.  The  turnpike  road  had  one 
set  of  clerks  and  trustees,  and  the  high- 
way road  had  another  set  of  officers 
altogether.  In  the  interest  of  South 
Wales  and  the  country  at  lai^e  he  hoped 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  be  able  to  say  that  the 
Government  proposed  to  initiate  an  in- 
quiry into  the  working  of  these  Acts 
during  the  coming  Eecess. 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT  said, 
he  thought  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Herefordshire  (Mr.  Duckham)  had  done 
good  service  in  bringing  this  question 
before  the  Committee,  because  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  one  of 
those  matters  which  showed  the  unsatis- 
factory working  of  the  Highway  Act  as 
it  at  present  stood.  Thoy  had  been  long 
promised  that  that  Act  should  be 
amended ;  and  he  ventured  to  hope  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  would  be 
able  to  do  something  in  that  direction 
in  another  year.  But,  assuming  that 
nothing  was  done,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Herefordshire  would 
then  be  able  to  come  with  far  greater 
force  and  ask  that  the  people  of  Eng- 
land should  have  the  same  advantages 
extended  to  them  as  were  now  given  to 
South  Wales,  and  that  their  Surveyors 
should  be  paid  in  the  same  way  as  the 
Surveyors  in  South  Wales  were  now 
paid.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
then  be  on  the  horns  of  a  dilemma.  It 
would  either  be  right  that  South  Wales 
should  have  this  privilege,  in  which 
case  it  would  be  right  also  that  it  should 
be  extended  all  over  England,  or  it 
ought  to  be  discontinued  in  South 
Wales.  The  question  was  one  which 
deserved  the  consideration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Many  promises  had 
been  made  that  assistance  should  be 

Mr.  Pugh 


given  to  the  oounty  rates  in  the  direc- 
tion of  highway  expenses. 

Mr.  DODSON:  I  hope  that  it  will  not 
be  necessary  to  enter  into  a  discnaaion 
of  the  Highway  Acts,  or  generally  as  to 
the  mode  of  maintaining  the  highwm. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  says 
that  I  may  be  placed  on  the  horns  of  a 
dilemma,  and  that  we  should  either 
provide  Inspectors  for  all  the  different 
counties  in  England,  or  withdraw  the 
Inspector  for  South  Wales.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Herefordshire  (Mr.  Duck- 
ham)  has  moved  a  reduction  of  the 
Vote ;  and,  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  must  say  that  we  oannot 
assent  to  it.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Vote  is  for  the  salary  and  expenses  of  a 
gentleman  who  holds  the  post  of  In- 
spector during  the  present  year,  and 
who  has  been  hard  at  work  up  to  the 

Present  time  in  the  discharge  of  his 
uties;  and,  moreover,  if  we  were 
suddenly,  and  without  notice,  to  get 
rid  of  his  services,  the  county  authori- 
ties have  no  power  to  appoint  an  ^- 
snector  in  his  place.  Therefore,  it  is 
obvious  that,  for  the  present  year,  tiiis 
Vote  must  be  allowed  to  stand.  Mj  at- 
tention was  called  to  the  matter  last 
year,  I  think  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Herefordshire.  [Mr.  Ditckham:  Yes.] 
I  should  have  dealt  with  the  matter  this 
year,  but  for  the  droumstance  that  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  had 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
subject  of  highways,  and  tibat  I  under- 
stood they  would  extend  their  inquizy 
to  the  South  Wales  district.  Under 
those  circumstances,  I  abstained  from 
making  any  proposed  to  the  House  this 
year.  I  understand  that  the  Lords  have 
taken  evidence  with  regard  to  South 
Wales,  and  I  think  that  next  year  one 
of  three  things  will  happen.  Either  the 
House  of  Lords  will  have  presented  to 
us  some  recommendation  on  the  subject, 
which  we  may  think  so  valuable  that  we 
may  adopt  it,  or  the  subject  of  highways 
in  England  may  be  legislated  for  gene- 
rally, in  which  case  this  South  Wales  dis- 
trict would  be  included  in  the  measure, 
or  the  House  of  Lords  will  not  offer  us 
any  suggestion  which  we  think  ought 
to  be  adopted,  or  we  may  find  ourselTee, 
from  the  circumstances  of  the  Session, 
unable  to  legislate  for  the  highways  of 
England  and  Wales  generallv.  In  that 
case  it  would  become  the  duty  of  Uie 
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Gh>T«nimeiit  to  deal  with  South  Wales 
bj  itself,  and  it  will  be  necessaiy  to 
amend  the  South  Wales  Act  so  as  to 
enable  the  CSouni^  Boards  in  South 
Wales  to  provide  for  the  payment  of 
tfacor  own  expenses. 

Mb.  DXTOKHAM  aocepted  the  expla- 
nation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Flreaident  of  the  Looal  GK>yemment 
Board,  and,  at  the  same  time,  confessed 
that  he  was  disap^inted  that  no  st^ 
had  been  taken  in  the  matter.  He 
had  hoped  that,  having  brought  the 
queetion  dearly  before  the  Committee 
last  year,  something  might  have  been 
done  this  year  to  alter  the  position  of 
affiurs.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oardigan- 
shire  (Mr.  Fi^h)  said  that  he  was  wronff 
in  his  dates.  He  believed  his  hon.  Friend 
was  mistaken,  and  that,  on  inquixr,  he 
would  find  that  his  dateis  were  perfectly 
oonpeet. 

Mo^on,  by  leave,  mthdrawn, 

'    Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Ma.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  rose  to 
oall  the  attention  of  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  and  the  Oom- 
mittee  to  a  serious  grievance  arising 
under  the  present  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law  Pepartment  of  the  Looal  Go- 
vernment Board.  He  had  intended  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  item  for  the 
inspeotion  of  Wcurkhouse  Schools ;  but 
as  he  was  now  too  late  to  do  that,  he 
would  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
the  sum  of  £500.  The  g^evance  he  had 
to  lay  before  the  Committee  arose  out  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  Act  for  the 
tranafisr  c^  pauper  Oatholic  children 
in  the  workhouse  to  certified  Catholic 
sdiools,  fitted  for  the  reception  of  such 
children,  was  carried  out.  Down  to  the 
year  1862  the  Catholic  pauper  children, 
the  miseries  of  whose  parents  had  forced 
them  to  go  into  the  workhouse,  were 
brought  up  absolutely  as  Protestants. 
There  was  no  provision  made  whatever 
for  their  transfer  to  any  schools  in  which 
thev  could  be  brought  up  in  the  Ca- 
tfaolio  religion.  However,  in  the  year 
1862,  an  £ot  was  passed  enabling  Boards 
of  Guardians  to  transfer  to  edified  Ca- 
thdio  schools  Catiiolic  pauper  children ; 
but  as  the  onus  of  doing  a  duty  of  that 
kind  was  thrown  on  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, the  Boards  of  Guardians  through- 
out England  were  rendered  arbitrary  in 
the  matter,  and,  with  a  few  honourable 
they  had  dedined  to  avail 
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themselves  of  the  powers  of  the  Act, 
the  result  being  that  nearly  all  the  Oei- 
tholic  children  were  still  kept  in  the 
workhouse  schools,  which  were,  to  all  xn« 
tents  and  purposes,  Protestant  schools. 
Upon  complaints  being  made,  a  further 
Act  was  passed  some  years  later,  by 
which  the  liocal  Government  Board  wag 
empowered,  if  it  thought  fit,  to  transfer 
Camolic  children  to  Catholic  schools. 
There  had  been  placed  in  his  hands 
proo£9  of  the  manner  in  which  the  Local 
Government  Board  was  discharging  the 
duly  laid  upon  it  by  the  Legislature.  He 
had  a  statement  made  by  tike  Bev.  B. 
Wrigley,  of  Stratford,  respecting  the 
religious  education  of  Catholic  children 
at  the  West  Ham  Union  Sdiools  £rom 
1874  to  1881.  These  children  were,  to 
a  veiy  large  extent,  of  Lish  extraction, 
and  tne  Beports  showed  how  they  were 
treated  in  ue  West  Ham  Union  Schools. 
He  found,  in  regard  to  the  opportuni- 
ties of  instruction  afforded  there,  that 
children  were  permitted  to  attend  Mass 
on  Sundays,  except  in  wet  weather,  or 
from  any  cause  such  as  the  prevalence  of 
smaU-pox,  or  any  other  epidemic  in 
consequence  of  which  it  was  considered 
necessary  to  prevent  them  from  attend- 
ing. Such  a  cause  was  considered  quite 
su&cient  to  prevent  Catholic  children 
from  going  out  of  the  workhouse  and 
attendmg  any  course  of  Catholic  reli- 
gious instruction.  The  result  was  that 
sometimes  for  a  period  of  two  months 
Catholic  children  in  the  West  Ham 
Workhouse  had  been  unable  to  attend 
Catholic  worship.  If  they  had  been  in 
the  Catholic  certified  schools,  means 
would  have  been  provided  for  them  to 
allow  them  to  attend  the  worship  pre- 
cribed  by  their  own  religion.  The  only 
opportunity  of  instruction  given  to  the 
Catholic  school  children  was  on  Wed- 
nesday, from  half-past  10  until  12  o'clock 
in  the  morning— only  an  hour  and  a- 
half  a  week.  No  Prayer  Books  were 
provided  by  the  Guardians  for  the  use  of 
the  children  on  week  days ;  but  on  Sun- 
days those  who  were  allowed  to  go  to 
church  were  supplied  by  the  Board 
with  Prayer  Books  for  their  use  during 
Divine  Service.  No  Catechisms  were 
provided  by  the  Guardians,  nor  was  tiie 
Cathc^c  priest  allowed  to  provide  them 
himself.  The  Catholic  priest  made  an 
application  to  the  Bo«d  on  November 
29,  1879,  to  be  permitted  to  wovide 
Cateahisms  for  the  use  of  the  Koman 
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Catholic  children  while  the  Protestant 
children  were  receiTing  religious  instruc- 
tion; but  the  application  was  refused. 
All  Catholic  children  were  required  to  be 
present  at  prayers  daily.  The  priest 
objected  to  this;  and,  for  a  time,  his 
remonstrance  prevailed;  but  now  they 
were  all  obliged  to  assist  in  these 
prayers.  The  children  had  thus  only 
an  hour  and  a-half  during  the  entire 
week  for  religious  instruction,  and  they 
were  deprived  of  every  opportunity  of 
studying  their  own  religion  during  the 
rest  of  the  week  ;  and,  the  priest  being 
forbidden  to  provide  books  for  religious 
instruction  at  his  own  expense,  the  re- 
sult was  that  when  the  priest  met  his 
flo<^  on  the  Wednesday  for  an  hour  and 
a-half,  he  found  the  children  thoroughly 
imbued  with  those  anti-Catholic  pre- 
judices which  little  children,  mixing  all 
the  rest  of  the  week  with  Frotestwts, 
were  certain  to  imbibe.  The  most  obso- 
lete trash  of  bye-gone,  times,  so  far  as 
religious  prejudices  were  concerned,  and 
which  now  only  survived  in  the  lowest 
classes  of  society,  were  instilled  into 
the  minds  of  these  poor  children.  He 
might  add  that,  for  two  years  from  1874, 
the  Guardians  of  the  West  Ham  Union 
invented  the  most  peculiarly  ingenious 
system  of  religious  persecution  against 
these  poor  Catholic  children  that  it  was 
possible  to  devise ;  and  he  was  sure  that 
every  Member  of  the  House  would  be 
ashamed  to  think  that  any  body  of  Eng- 
lishmen could  be  guilty  of  such  petty  and 
wretched  intolerance.  From  M!ay,  1875, 
down  to  the  year  1877,  an  alteration  was 
made  by  the  Guardians  in  their  re- 
gulations, by  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
priest  was  only  allowed  one  hour  weekly 
— namely,  from  8  to  9  in  the  morning, 
for  the  instruction  of  Catholic  children, 
and  as  that  was  the  time  set  apart  in  the 
school  for  recreation,  these  poor  little 
children  had  the  alternative  given  to 
them  either  of  giving  up  their  recreation 
or  their  religious  instruction.  The  con- 
sequence was  that,  knowing  they  were 
shut  out  from  the  playground  when 
their  Protestant  companions  were  enjoy- 
ing recreation,  they  bitterly  resented 
the  regulation,  and  if  they  came  in  at 
all,  they  came  in  as  mutineers,  full  of 
the  worst  feelings  towards  the  priest, 
whom  they  regarded  as  solely  to  blame. 
That  miserable  persecution  was  kept  up 
for  the  space  of  two  years,  and  even  now 
only  an  hour  and  a-half  was  given  in  the 
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whole  week  for  inetmoting  Oatholio 
children  in  their  religious  duties.  The 
result  was  that  these  children,  though 
still  on  the  books  as  Catholics,  were, 
without  exception,  anti-Catholic.  They 
refused  to  say  their  prayers  when  they 
camel^in  for  instruction,  or  to  answer 
any  questions  with  regaid  to  their  Cate- 
chism. They  were  deliberately  de- 
prived by  the  Guardians  of  the  Poor  of 
every  opportunity  of  being  brought  up 
in  the  religion  of  their  parents;  and 
they  were  exposed  durinp^  the  whole 
week  to  the  anti-CathoUc  influences 
which  were  brought  to  bear  against  t^em. 
The  consequence  was  that  although 
they  were  nominally  Catholics  until  they 
reached  14  years  of  age,  when  they 
attained  that  age  they  preferred  to  rank 
themselves  as  Protestants.  Every  effort 
had  been  tried  to  remedy  this  grievance. 
Deputations  of  Catholic  ratepayers  had 
waited  on  the  Board  of  Guardians ;  but 
all  to  no  effect.  But  the  Local  Gtovem-, 
ment  Board  had  it  in  its  power  to  pro- 
vide  a  remedy.  It  was  empowered  bv 
the  Act  of  Parliament,  wherever  it 
thought  fit,  to  remove  Catholic  pauper 
chil&en  tojcertified  Catholic  schools,  and 
there  were  abundant  schools  of  that 
character  provided  by  the  Catholics  all 
over  the  Kingdom  —  infant  aohoola, 
schools  for  children  of  more  matured 
years,  and  schools  in  which,  in  addition 
to  religious  instruction,  they  were  taught 
carpentry  and  many  o^er  useful  proras- 
sions.  But  because  they  were  Catholics 
their  rights  were  destroyed,  and  their 
parents^  riehts  were  destroyed  in  their 
persons,  aU  because  the  Local  (Govern- 
ment Board  refused  to  exercise  the 
powers  conferred  upon  them  under  the 
Act.  Of  course,  the  words  of  the  Act 
said  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
were  only  to  exercise  this  power ''  if  thej 
thought  fit,"  and  this  latitude  had  been 
exercised  in  a  way  which  was  highly 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the  Catho- 
lic children.  The  same  complaint  might 
be  made  with  regard  to  the  district  school 
of  Forest  Gate,  in  Essex.  There  the 
children  were  allowed  to  go  to  Mass  on 
Sundays  according  to  a  general  rule; 
but,  for  religious  instruction,  the  priest 
was  only  allowed  to  visit  them  one  day 
in  the  week— on  Monday,  from  2  to  4 
P.M. — and  as  he  had  to  visit  first  the 
boys  over  seven  years  of  age,  and  then 
the  girls  over  seven  years  of  age,  there 
was  only  one  hour  m  religioiui  imtme* 
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tion  to  any  single  Catiholio  ohild.  No 
Prayer  Books  or  Oatechisms  were  fur- 
nished, and  those  whioh  were  famished 
by  the  Oatholic  dergy  were  soon  de- 
stroyed or  lost.  The  children  them- 
selves  said  that  they  were  torn  up  by 
their  Protestant  playmates.  In  Novem- 
ber, 1876,  an  application  was  made  that 
Catechisms  should  be  supplied  by  the 
Boman  Oatholic  priests  for  the  use  of 
the  children,  to  be  distributed  by  the 
schoolmaster  and  mistress  to  the  chil- 
dren at  stated  times,  when  Protestant 
children  were  receiving  their  religious 
instruction ;  but  the  application  was  re- 
vised by  the  Board.  With  regard  to 
receiving  the  Sacrament  and  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  Eucharist,  it  was  the  law 
of  the  Catholic  Church  that  the  Eucharist 
ahould  be  received  fasting.  That  ordi- 
nance differed  from,  that  of  the  Protes- 
tant Communion.  An  application  was 
made  that  at  Easter  time,  when  all  Ca- 
tholics were  bound  to  receive  Commu- 
nion, a  certain  number  of  the  chil- 
dren should  be  permitted  to  fulfil  their 
Easter  duty.  It  was  necessary  that  in 
order  to  fulfil  that  duty  they  should  go 
to  Communion  fastingon Easter  Sunday 
morning;  but  the  Board  refused  to 
allow  the  privilege,  and  one  poor  little 
ml  who  tried  to  refrain  from  taking 
breakfast,  so  that  she  might  fulfil  her 
duty,  was  forbidden  by  the  schoolmis- 
tress, and  even  beaten  with  a  cane  until 
she  did  eat  her  breakfast.  It  was  hu- 
miliating to  have  to  relate  to  the  House 
these  miserable  little  stories;  but  the 
result  in  the  Forest  Gate  School  was  just 
the  same  as  in  the  West  Ham  Union 
SchooL  The  promise  made  to  the  Boman 
Catholics  of  the  country  was  being  kept 
to  the  ear,  and  broken  in  every  other 
sense.  There  were  not  sufficient  oppor- 
tunities for  bringing  up  Catholic  chil- 
dren in  the  religion  of  their  parents ;  and, 
of  course,  being  continually  in  contact 
with  Protestantism  of  .the  most  coercive 
and  ignorant  kind,  and  being  constantly 
bulliM  by  Protestant  chil<&en — ^for  in 
Forest  Gate  ^e  Catholic  community 
only  numbered  90  out  of  650  children 
*— and  being  subjected  to  raillery  and 
abuse  of  every  description,  both  boys 
and  girls,  long  before  they  came  to  the 
age  when  thev  could  decide  for  them- 
selves what  religion  they  would  adopt, 
got  ashamed  and  discontented  with  their 
own  religion,  and  represented  them- 
folves to  DO  Protestants.  Eventhosewho 


attended  the  religious  instruction  pro- 
vided for  them  maintained  a  hostile  atti- 
tude during  the  religious  service,  and 
treated  it  with  contemptuous  deriinon. 
He  would  mention  only  one  case,  that  of 
a  girl  12  vears  of  age,  who  was  sent  to 
the  school  by  the  Guardians  of  Whiten 
chapel.  She  had  been  well  instructed  in 
the  Catholic  school  in  Spitalfields ;  but 
after  a  very  short  experience  of  her  new 
abode,  she  found  that  she  did  not  dare 
make  the  sign  of  theCross,  even  when  the 
nuns  were  present.  She  found,  furtherv 
thattheother children  ridiculed  her  in  the 
dormitory  when  she  attempted  to  say  her 
Catholic  prayers  at  night,  and  that  she 
was  so  laughed  at  and  derided  that  she 
very  soon  abandoned  all  religious  ideas. 
The  general  result  was  that  these  chil'> 
dren  soon  picked  up  all  the  stuj^id 
stories  about  Catholicity  which  were  in 
stilled  into  their  ears,  and  when  brought 
up  for  Catholic  instruction  they  turned 
round  and  positively  insulted  the 
priest,  Baying  that  the  Catholics  wor- 
shipped images,  that  thev  adored  the 
Virgin,  and  making  use  of  all  the  other 
rubbish  which  in  bye-gone  days  had  been 
applied  to  the  Eoman  CathoHc  religion. 
With  regard  to  Forest  Gate,  he  had  with 
him  a  list  of  the  Catholic  children  who 
were  brought  up  under  these  anti-Ca- 
tholic influences,  and  he  found  they  in- 
cluded the  names  of  Barrys,  Sullivans, 
O'Connors,  and  others.  That  showed 
their  Irish  extraction.  They  were  evi- 
dently l^e  desolate  offspring  of  poor 
Irish  Catholic  parents  who  came  over 
here  under  the  segis  of  British  toleration, 
and  this  was  the  manner  in  which  they 
were  brought  to  deny  the  faith  of  their 
forefathers.  It  was  very  pitiful  and  very 
wretched,  and  if  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians had  any  idea  or  knowledge  of 
what  was  going  on,  the  fact  that  they 
took  no  course  to  stop  such  a  eystem  of 
persecution  was  most  astounding.  At 
the  same  time,  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
the  power  to  transfer  these  children  to 
certified  Catholic  schools ;  and,  therefore, 
the  whole  responsibility  rested  upon  the 
Local  Government  Board.  Thousands 
of  applications  had  been  made  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  the  admis- 
sion of  pauper  Catholic  children  into 
certified  Catholic  schools ;  but  they  had 
been  left  entirelv  without  answer.  It 
oould  only  be  said  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  that  the  steps  they  had 
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taken  oertainly  tended  to  nullify  the 
benefits  which  were  proposed  to  be  oon- 
ferred  upon  the  Oatholios  by  the  Aot  of 
the  Legislature.  When  an  application 
was  made  to  them  for  the  remoyal  of  a 
Catholic  child  to  a  Catholic  certified 
•sohooli  they  required  not  only  that  the 
child  should  have  been  entered  upon 
the  books  of  the  workhouse  as  a  Catho- 
lic, but  that  the  parents  should  also  be 
BO  entered  upon  the  workhouse  books. 
Further,  they  insisted  upon  a  certificate 
of  the  child's  baptism ;  and  in  some 
cases  a  certificate  of  the  marriage  of  its 
parents.  If  the  parent  was  dead  then 
they  required  a  certificate  of  his  burial, 
and  so  forth.  These  regulations  involved 
an  enormous  amount  of  trouble  and  ex- 
pense, and  the  trouble  and  expense  were 
thrown  upon  the  Catholic  body  in  order 
to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  It  was  the  only 
case  in  which  he  believed  such  exces- 
sive precautions  were  taken.  On  all 
ordinary  occasions  the  Begister  of  the 
workhouse  was  allowed  to  be  proof,  and 
it  certainly  ought  to  be  ^owed  as  primd 
facie  proof,  pending  the  bringing  for- 
ward of  some  strong  case  to  show  that 
the  child  was  not  a  Catholic.  In  this 
case  these  requirements  were  enforced 
when  there  was  really  no  deniid  what- 
ever of  the  Catholic  religion  of  the  child. 
The  religion  was  admitted  for  all  ordi- 
nary purposes;  but  whenever  it  was 
proposed  to  transfer  a  Eoman  Catholic 
child  to  a  Catholic  certified  school  then 
all  the  ingenuity  of  red  tape  was  brought 
into  requisition,  and  certificate  upon  cer- 
tificate was  required  to  be  piled  up  be- 
fore the  Local  Government  Board  would 
consent  to  look  at  the  application.  For 
years  and  years  past,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  tiie  Local  Government  Board 
had  declined  to  carry  out  ihe  will  of  the 
Legislature,  and  in  the  hands  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  the  Act  of 
Parliament  remained  a  dead  letter. 
Hundreds  and  thousands  of  applications 
had  been  left  altogether  unattended  to. 
The  list  of  CathoUc  children,  who  be- 
tween 1871  and  1880  had  attained  the 
age  of  14,  and  had  received  nothing  but 
Protestant  education,  was  very  large. 
They  had  been  induced  to  give  up  uie 
religion  of  their  parents  rather  than 
struggle  with  the  school  authorities.  He 
had  given  an  idea  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Local  Government  Board  con- 
ffcraed  their  duties.  What  wis  going  on 
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in  the  West  Ham  and  the  Forest  Gkte 
schools  was  going  on  in  scores  and  scores 
of  other  schools ;  indeed,  he  was  afraid 
that  the  same  thing  was  practised  in 
hundreds  of  Unions  throughout  the 
country.  Every  year  applications  were 
made  to  the  Local  Gbvemment  Board 
for  the  removal  of  these  onerous  restrio- 
tioDs  and  precautions  with  regard  to  tilie 
multiplication  of  certificates;  but  the 
Local  Government  Board,  relying  upon 
their  own  interpretation  of  the  words  of 
the  Act,  which  allowed  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  **  if  they  thought  fiit," 
to  transfer  the  children,  had  simply  not 
thought  fit,  and  had  left  i^e  Cai^olio 
children  without  Catholic  instruction  of 
an  adequate  kind,  keeping  them  in  a 
flagrantly  agffressive  anti-Catholic  at- 
mosphere under  the  influence  of  ishe 
worst  kind  of  proselytism.  Bv  tiiis 
means  the  faith  of  these  poor  little  diil- 
dren  had  been  stolen  from  them  simply 
because  they  were  the  children  of  poor 
paupers  whose  droumstanoes  had  plaoed 
them  under  the  Poor  Law  system  of 
tolerant  England.  In  formulating  this 
grievance  he  was  only  able  to  lay  the 
broad  facts  before  the  Committee.  He 
had  confined  himself  to  as  few  points  as 
he  thought  would  be  sufficient  to  estab- 
lish the  case.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Local  Gtovem- 
ment  Board  desired  more  proof  he  would 
undertake  to  occupy  a  number  of  con- 
tinuous Sittings  of  that  House  with  the 
enumeration  of  cases  of  hardship  of  this 
kind  which  had  taken  place  all  over 
England.  In  conclusion,  he  would  say 
to  me  Members  of  the  House  that  it  was 
not  merely  the  grievance  and  the  injus- 
tice that  these  ^lildren  were  deprived  of 
the  Catholic  instruction  to  which  they 
had  a  right,  but  they  were  not  even 
brought  up  as  Christians,  because  while 
they  were  nominally  on  the  rolls  of  the 
workhouse  as  Catholics  they  were  really 
receiving  no  Catholic  instruction  what- 
ever, and  not  being  Protestants  thcjy 
received  no  Protestant  instmction,  al- 
though when  they  reached  the  age  of  14 
years  titiey  generally  declared  themselves 
to  be  members  of  the  Church  of  Ebs^ 
land.  That  was  mercdy  the  formula 
adopted  for  showing  tiiat  they  had 
ceased  to  be  Catholics.  The  fisct  of  the 
matter  was  that  these  childrai  were 
without  even  Ptotestant  Christian  eda- 
oation,  and  they  were  turned  oat  upon 
sodety  without  having  received  any  re- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


698 


8itfply—0ml  {Atoust  2,  1881)         Smfie^  Estimatei. 


594 


Ugioiisinfitraotionatall.  Theresultwai 
that  they  were  oonstantly  found  in  the 
poUoe  oonrtSy  and  it  would  be  seen  from 
the  cases  that  oceurred  there  that  the 
major  part  of  them  were  of  Irish  extrao- 
tion.  The  result  of  this  was  that  the 
Irish  nationality  suffered  the  blame  for 
the  misoonduot  of  these  children,  who, 
reallT  out  of  hatred  of  Catholicity,  had 
not  been  allowed  to  receive  a  Catholic 
education,  and,  at  the  same  time,  had 
received  no  moral  or  religious  instruc- 
tion whatever.  The  list  he  held  in  his 
hand  contained  the  names  of  hundreds 
who  had  been  deprived  of  every  kind  of 
religious  instruction  and  turned  into  the 
iratter  of  sin  and  vice  because  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board,  in  99  cases  out  of 
100,  declined  to  carry  out  the  munificent 
intentions  of  the  Legislature,  and  to 
place  these  children  in  a  position  in 
which  they  could  receive  rehgious  and 
moral  education.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  Local 
Government  Board  no  longer  attended 
to  the  applications  for  the  transfer  of 
Catholic  children  was,  in  fact,  that  some 
of  the  officials  of  the  Local  Gbvemment 
Board  had  grown  weary  of  the  multipli- 
cation of  applications.  These  applica- 
tions were  originally  enforced  in  order 
to  prove  that  it  was  a  Catholic  child 
who  was  being  transferred;  but  the 
multiplicity  of  certificates  now  required 
to  be  produced  was  most  obstructive  to 
the  interest  of  the  Catholic  claimants, 
and  it  turned  out  to  be  extremely  worxy- 
ing  and  unpleasant  to  the  Local  Gbvern- 
ment  Board  officials,  who,  in  the  first 
place,  had  insisted  upon  them.  In  point 
of  fact,  the  very  multiplicity  of  the  re- 
strictions and  precautions  required  to 
be  observed  by  the  Catholic  body  had 
grown  distaste&l  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  and  in  order  to  get  rid  of 
the  burden  they  refused  to  pay  any  at- 
tention to  the  applications.  He  could 
^ve  instances  in  connection  with  schools 
m  the  Metropolis  to  justify  this  asser- 
tion. He  hoped  the  present  head  of  the 
Local  Qovemment  Board  would  give 
the  Committee  some  assurance  that  he 
would  take  immediate  steps  for  the 
transfer,  from  one  end  of  jSneland  to 
another,  of  every  Catholic  child  in  re- 
gard to  whom  due  application  was  made 
lor  such  transfer  so  as  to  insure  that  he 
should  be  brought  up  in  the  religion  to 
which  he  belonged.  No  claim  was  made 
which  would  involve  any  increase  of 


money  or  increase  of  charge ;  in  fact,  he 
believed  there  would  be  a  saving;  but,  at 
any,  rate  nothing  more  was  demanded  in 
any  case  than  that  the  child  should  receive 
as  much  as  a  scholar  would  cost  in  a  Pro- 
testant workhouse  school.  The  Catho- 
lics were  willing  to  take  the  children 
upon  any  terms  if  the  Guardians  would 
name  their  own  fimre.  They  were 
anxious  to  stand  by  these  poor  little  ones 
and  obtain  for  them  a  moral  and  religious 
training,  and  that  freedom  and  liberty  of 
conscience  which  ought  to  be  respected 
in  such  poor  helpless  human  beings. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
has  not  concluded  with  a  Motion. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  in- 
tended to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  by  £500. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  said,  he  had 
no  desire  to  prolong  the  discussion ;  but 
the  subject  was  one  of  great  interest, 
and  he  had  been  for  some  years  a  Guar- 
dian in  the  parish  of  Marylebone.  Some 
time  ago  he  moved  for  a  Betum  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  the  cost  of  main- 
taining these  childmi  in  the  workhouse 
and  in  the  certified  Catholic  schools. 
He  believed  when  that  Betum  was  laid 
on  the  Table — and  he  was  surprised  that 
it  had  not  yet  been  produced,  as  it  was 
many  weeks  since  he  moved  for  it — that 
it  would  astonish*  some  hon.  Members  of 
that  House.  As  far  as  he  remembered, 
there  was  one  workhouse  in  London  in 
which  the  average  cost  of  each  child 
maintained  in  the  workhouse  was  very 
nearly  £60  a-year;  and  yet  the  same 
workhouse  authorities  would  only  allow 
a  starvation  price  to  a  certified  Catholic 
school.  There  was  a  school  in  the  East 
End  of  London  where  a  laree  number 
of  children  were  received.  It  received 
at  this  moment  a  very  large  number  of 
very  young  children,  and  the  sum  paid 
hj  the  Guardians  was  not  sufficient  to 
give  them  bread  and  water.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  the  persons  in  charge  of 
tnese  children  were  continually  begging 
in  order  to  obtain  sufficient  means  to 
feed  the  children  without  coming^  upon 
the  rates  of  the  Metropolis.  As  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Don- 
nell)  had  pointed  out,  the  Catnolic  autho- 
rities were  wiUing  to  take  the  children 
for  nothing  sooner  than  their  faith  should 
be  perveited  in  the  workhouse  in  the 
manner  which  had  been  described ;  but 
he  was  sure  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Legislature,  or  the  wish  of  the  Fte- 
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fiident  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
that  the  expense  should  be  entirely 
thrown  upon  the  Boman  Catholic  popu- 
lation in  order  to  save  the  Metropolitan 
rates.  When  the  Eeturn  he  had  moved 
for  was  produced,  he  meant  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  use  the  legal 
powers  of  the  Board  as  far  as  possible  in 
requiring  Boards  of  Guardians  to  pay  the 
whole  expense  which  was  legitimately 
chargeable  upon  them,  and  to  compel 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  to  pay  for  each 
child  what  the  cost  of  its  maintenance 
would  be  in  the  workhouse.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  complained  that 
the  children  were  not  transferred,  and 
.he  thought  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
out  a  strong  case  against  the  authorities. 
He  did  not  see  why  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  should  allow  any  Catholic 
child  to  remain  in  a  workhouse  school 
at  all.  The  Board  had  absolute  power 
to  command  the  Guardians  to  transfer 
such  children;  but  nothing  except  the 
exercise  of  the  arbitrary  powers  pos- 
sessed by  the  Board  would  induce  the 
authorities  to  put  in  force  the  powers 
they  possessed.  It  had  been  a  great 
scandal  and  a  shame  for  many  years. 
He  knew  a  workhouse  school  where  the 
Catholic  chaplain  had  to  trudge  two  or 
three  miles  two  or  three  days  a^week  in 
order  to  teach  the  children  who  were 
in  the  school,  and  who  the  Guardians 
refused  to  transfer.  The  Guardians 
thought  that  they  wore  doing  the  chap- 
lain a  great  favour  when  they  allowed 
him  to  go  in  and  give  the  children  two 
or  three  hours'  instruction  a  week  for 
nothing.  Such  was  the  extraordinarily 
perverted  view  they  took  of  their  duty 
in  the  matter.  They  seemed  to  have  no 
religious  ideas  in  the  matter  at  all,  nor 
to  desire  to  do  unto  these  children  as 
they  would  be  done  unto  themselves. 
Men  who  were  perfectly  fair  on  every 
other  subject  were  blinded  by  prejudice 
and  ignorance  when  this  question  of  re- 
ligion came  up.  He  had  no  doubt,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  had 
pointed  out,  that  the  result  was  most  in- 
jurious to  the  State,  because  the  effect 
was  to  turn  out  a  large  number  of  chil- 
dren who  were  neither  Catholics  nor  Pro- 
testants, but  who  were  simply  nothing 
more  than  half-educated  heathens. 

Me.  HIBBERT  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Macfar- 
lane)  was  in  error  in  supposing  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  power  to 

Mr.  Jlacfarlane 


transfer  all  Boman  Catholic  children  to 
Roman  Catholic  schools.  They  had, 
however,  the  power  of  transferring  Bo- 
man Catholic  children  on  the  application 
of  certain  persons;  but  it  was  impos- 
sible for  them  to  override  the  wishes  and 
decisions  of  the  Guardians  in  respect  to 
Boman  Catholic  children.  He  did  not 
deny  that  there  existed  among  many 
Guardians  in  this  country  a  great  amount 
of  prejudice,  and  even  intolerance,  with 
respect  to  this  question ;  but  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  be  glad  to  see 
all  these  cases  treated  in  a  broad  spirit, 
and,  as  far  as  possible,  in  the  spirit  of 
the  Act,  which  was  framed  so  as  to  do 
justice  to  the  Boman  Catholic  sentiments 
of  the  people.  He  denied  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  that  there  was  a  great 
number  of  applications  for  the  transfer 
of  Boman  Catholic  children.  If  the  hon. 
Member  could  substantiate  what  he  had 
said  he  would  have  made  out  a  strong  case 
not  only  against  the  Boards  of  Guardians, 
but  also  against  the  Local  Government 
Board ;  but  he  thought  there  was  great 
exaggeration  in  the  hon.  Member's  re- 
marks. He  had  stated  that  from  1871 
to  September,  1880,  there  had  been 
hundreds,  and  almost  thousands,  of  cases 
in  which  application  had  been  made  for 
sending  Boman  Catholic  children  to  Bo- 
man Catholic  schools.  He  could  not  say 
what  took  place  between  1871  to  the 
time  when  the  present  Government  took 
Oifice ;  but  he  did  know  that  in  the  last 
16  months  there  had  not  been  before  the 
Local  Government  Board  more  than  13 
or  14  such  applications.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted that  there  had  been  a  great 
amount  of  dissatisfaction  on  the  part  of 
the  dignitaries  of  the  Boman  Catholio 
Church  as  to  the  way  in  which  Boman 
Catholic  children  were  treated  at  Forest 
Gate  School  and  at  some  schools  in 
the  Metropolis.  [Mr.  Callak:  Every 
school.]  He  could  not  admit  that,  be- 
cause, in  a  recent  conversation  with  a 
very  high  dignitary  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic Church,  that  gentleman  said  that 
with  respect  to  several  schools  there 
was  no  complaint  at  all.  [Mr.  Callak: 
Name,  name !  ]  The  conversation  was 
a  private  one,  and  therefore  he  did  not 
think  it  right  to  ffive  the  name. 

Mb.  CALLAIs  rose  to  Order,  and 
protested  that  if  a  Boman  Catholic  dig- 
nitary was  to  be  referred  to  in  that  way 
his  name  ought  to  be  given. 
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Thb  OHATBMAN  ;  That  is  not  a 
qiuestion  of  Order. 

Mb.  HTBBEHT  said,  he  should  be 
gM  to  give  the  name  outside. 

Mb.  OALLAN:  It  should  be  g^ven 

ilOFS* 

Mb.  HIBBEBT,  resuming,  said,  that 
with  respect  to  some  of  the  cases  that 
hsd  been  brought  before  them,  the  Local 
GoTemment  Bioard  had  so  far  overridden 
the  wishes  and  decisions  of  the  Guar- 
dians as  to  recommend  that  children 
ihoald   be    sent    to    Boman    Catholic 
ichools;  and  in  other  cases  they  had 
recommended  the  transfer  of   Boman 
Catholio  schools.     In  some  cases  the 
Guardians  had  shown  that  every  arrange- 
ment was  made  for  the  religious  instruc- 
tion of  the  Boman  Oatholic  children,  that 
they  were  visited  by  Boman  Catholic 
priests,  and  were  able  to  attend  services 
m  their  own  churches;   and,  in  such 
esses,  if  the  Guardians  had  expressed  a 
decided  objection  to  those  children  being 
tnosferred,  the  Local  Government  Board 
bad  not  overridden  their  wishes  and  de- 
eisums.    For  himself,  if  he  found  in  any 
esse  that  the  children  were  being  treated 
ss  die  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  had 
stated,  he  should  consider  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  be  justified  in 
ovemding  the  decision  of  the  Guardians 
and  traasfeznng  the  children  to  Boman 
Ostholio  schools.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Ottlow  said  that  in  many  cases    the 
anumnt  paid  for  Boman  Catholic  chil- 
dien  was  very  low ;  but  he  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
bdieved  that  in  every  case  in  which  an 
order  had  been  issued  by  the  Local  Go- 
vsniment  Board  for  the  transfer  of  chil- 
dran  they  had  required  payment  to  be 
made  equal  to  the  cost  of  the  education 
and   maintenance  of  the   children   in 
the  workhoose.    An  inadequate  amount 
misjit  have  been  paid  where  the  Board 
had  no  control;  and  they  had  no  con- 
tnl    when  the  Guardians  had  them- 
lelvea  agreed  to  transfer  children.    In 
aneli  caaes  they  paid  what  they  liked ; 
bat  he  thought  the  spirit  of  the  Act  was 
flhat  an  equal  amount  should  be  paid. 
Ihflo,  again,  the  policy  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  at  all  events  since 
ke  had  been  there,  had  not  been  antago- 
rietic  to  the  Boman  Oatholic  children  or 
to  the  wishes  of  the  Boman  Catholics 
who  desired  to  protect  those  children. 
Ihey  had  deaized,  while,  of  course,  taking 
lotiee  of  the  wiahea  of  the  Guardians, 
ts  make  every  allowance  for  the  strong 


feeling  of  the  Boman  Catholics  them- 
selves. They  wished  to  do  fair  justice 
between  both  parties ;  and,  if  they  had 
any  leaning  at  all,  it  was  rather  to  carry 
out  the  desires  and  wishes  of  the  Boman 
Catholics. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  he  could 
scarcely  think  the  answer  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  quite  satisfactory.  With  re- 
gard to  the  powers  of  the  Guardians, 
the  Act  declared  that  any  Board  of 
Guardians  might  send  any  poor  children 
to  any  school  properly  certified  and  sup- 
ported wholly  or  in  part  by  voluntary 
subscriptions,  and  the  managers  of  which 
were  willing  to  receive  them,  and  might 
pay  for  the  maintenance  of  such  children 
a  sum  not  exceeding  the  total  sum  which 
would  have  been  charged  for  their  main- 
tenance in  the  workhouse.  And  the 
2nd  section  of  the  Act  provided  that,  on 
the  application  of  the  parents  or  other 
persons  specified,  the  Guardians  might 
send  the  children  to  some  school.  There 
had  been  several  discussions  in  the 
House  as  to  the  difference  between 
*;may"  and  *'shaU"  in  Acts  of  Par- 
liament,  and  all  the  lawyers  had  agreed 
that  **  may  "  was  practically  **  shall ;  " 
and  ho,  therefore,  thought  the  Local 
Government  Board  should  regard  the 
word  **  may  "  in  this  case  as  *'  shall." 
He  thought,  further,  that  the  Guardians 
ought  to  be  compelled  to  do  these  things, 
because  they  were  recruited  from  the 
ranks  of  the  shopkeepers  who  were  re- 
markable for  bigotry.  They  were  of  all 
classes  of  society  the  least  capable  of 
appreciating  the  fact  that,  as  a  govern- 
ing body,  they  had  nothing  to  do  with 
forcing  their  religion  on  anyone  else. 
The  Local  Government  Board  repre- 
sented a  higher  class  of  society  and  of 
feeling  on  religious  questions  than  the 
shopkeepers,  and  they  should  encourage 
religious  toleration.  He  did  not  think 
they  would  have  any  difficulty,  if  they 
took  strong  action  in  the  matter,  with  the 
conviction  that  they  had  the  moral  autho- 
rity of  Parliament  with  them ;  and  he 
hoped  they  would,  in  all  cases  which 
came  before  them,  interpret  the  clause 
to  mean  "shall."  The  next  question 
was  as  to  expenses.  He  might  be  in- 
clined to  agree  that  the  Guardians  could 
not  be  asked  to  send  these  children  to 
Boman  Catholic  schools  if  they  caused 
greater  expense  than  they  would  at  the 
ordinary  Board  schools ;  but  there  was 
in  England  and  Scotland  a  Boman  Ca^ 
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tholie  population,  which,  though  for  the 
most  part  poor,  had  been  generous  enough 
to  endow  a  certain  number  of  Koman 
Catholic  schools.  That  was  a  thing 
which,  as  a  matter  of  interest  and  of 
duty,  the  Government  ought  to  en- 
courage. Then,  as  to  the  question  of 
facts,  as  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Hibbert),  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  there 
had  been  only  a  few  applications  to  the 
Local  Government  Boara  during  his  pre- 
sence there.  Of  course,  that  statement 
would  go  forth  to  the  proper  authorities ; 
the  authorities  of  the  Catholic  Church 
would  be  able  to  see  whether  there  had 
been  sins  of  omission  in  this  matter,  and 
if  they  found  there  had  been,  their 
efforts  would  compensate  for  lost  time. 
He  wished  the  Local  Government  Board 
also  to  consider  another  point.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  perfectly  correct  in  say- 
ing that  applications  should  precede 
directions  by  the  Board.  That  was  evi- 
dently the  intention  of  the  Act.  But  he 
found  in  the  Act  the  words  "  God-parent 
of  such  child ; "  and  as  a  large  number 
of  these  children  were  orphans,  he  thought 
it  would  be  well  if  the  Government  would 
accept  applications  for  the  transfer  of 
ohildren  from  the  pastors  of  the  districts. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  :  They  do  that. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  ureed  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  should  apply  a  little 
more  pressure  to  Boards  of  Guardians, 
in  order  to  turn  the  balance  in  favour  of 
Roman  Catholic  children.  He  did  not 
desire  to  see  them  act  unfairly  towards 
the  Guardians ;  but  when  it  was  found 
that  the  Guardians  were  disposed  to 
favour  Protestant  children,  he  thought 
the  Board  would  be  justified  in  acting 
determinately  against  the  Guardians. 
With  regard  to  the  religion  of  the 
pauper  children,  he  knew  that  in  Bel- 
fast, which  was  a  very  non-Catholic 
place,  and  where  there  had  never  been 
more  than  one  Catholic  Guardian  on  the 
Board  at  any  time,  a  child  was  assumed 
to  belong  to  the  religion  in  which  it  was 
entered  on  the  books  until  the  contrary 
was  proved,  and  the  result  was  that  in 
some  cases,  where  there  was  room  for 
controversy,  fights  of  words  took  place. 
The  Guardians  in  those  cases  gave  a 
decision  according  to  the  evidence ;  but, 
as  a  rule,  they  tm^w  no  obstacle  in  the 
wajT  of  children  being  educated  in  the 
religion  enteredin  the  books.  He  thought 
ttftt  in  Eng^d  the  statement  of  the 
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person  who  brought  a  ohild  to  the  work- 
nouse  as  to  the  religion  should  be  ac* 
cepted  as  sufficient,  without  theregistra* 
tion  of  birth  or  of  baptism  being  re- 
quired. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  not  at  all  surprised  at  this  question 
having  been  raised,  for  there  was  a 
large  amount  of  needless  suffering  en- 
dured  by  poor  people  in  London,  because 
they  dreaded  the  danger  of  having  their 
ohildren  proselytized  u  sent  to  the  work- 
house. He  knew  of  numbers  of  children 
in  London  who  ought,  owing  to  the  con- 
dition of  their  parents,  to  be  in  some  insti- 
tution for  the  relief  of  the  poor,  but  who, 
because  of  that  dread,  were  dragging  out 
a  miserable  existence  in  the  slums  and  pur- 
lieus, aided  by  such  charity  as  the  poor 
Roman  Catholics  could  afford.  He 
thought  the  words  of  the  clause  should 
be  mandatory  on  the  Guardians,  and 
that  was  the  interpretation  put  upon 
them  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Ripon  (Mr.  Gosohen)  when  he  was  Pm- 
sident  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  by  Lord  Devon.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld), 
when  he  was  at  that  Department,  said 
he  did  not  think  he  oueht  to  interfere 
with  the  Guardians  on  mat  matter,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  the  numerous 
applications  made  to  the  Guardians  and 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  were 
found  to  be  a  waste  of  time,  and  the 
great  body  of  poorer  Catholics  became 
despondent  and  ceased  to  make  appli- 
cations. Of  late  the  applications  sent  to 
the  Board  had,  in  a  large  number  of 
cases,  been  treated  with  a  fairness  wbioh 
could  not  be  denied,  and  he  wished  to 
thank  the  President  of  the  Board  for 
that;  but  he  hoped  that  an  assurance 
would  be  given  that  in  future  every  such 
application  would  be  treated  wi&  the 
same  amount  of  fairness.  If  that  as- 
surance could  be  given  this  discussion 
would  not  have  been  thrown  away,  and 
would  be  agreeably  looked  back  to  by 
the  great  body  of  Catholics  throughout 
the  country.  He  did  not  blame  the 
Guardians  or  the  Government,  but  he 
thought  the  Catholic  bodies  were  to 
blame.  The  English  Catholics  were,  in 
matters  of  this  kmd,  more  apathetic  than 
any  other  body  in  the  country,  and  thej 
saw  injustice  inflicted  on  the  poorsr 
classes  of  their  co-religionists  in  Ebg^ 
land  without  any  reasonable  effbrt  to 
put  an  end  to  it    If  th^y  had  taken  tke 
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trouble  wbioh  other  religions  bodies  had 
taken  to  seenre  representation  on  Boards 
of  Ghiaidiansy  he  was  satisfied  that  one- 
half  ^e  complaints  that  were  beinff  oon- 
tiniudly  dinned  into  the  ears  of  the 
Oathdic  Lnsh  Members  wonld  nerer  be 
heard  at  all.  When  he  first  became  a 
Onardian  of  the  poor  in  London  he  found 
that  the  Oatholics  in  the  workhouse  of 
the  Union  to  which  he  belonged  had  not 
been  idlowed  to  go  to  Mass  for  ^yq 
months;  and  the  amission  of  a  priest 
was  so  arraneedy  once  a  week,  tnat  it 
was  a  pcof eot  farce  for  him  to  pretend  to 
administer  to  the  religious  requirements 
of  the  inmates.  There  were  no  Oatholic 
Prajer  Books  issued  to  the  Oatholic 
paupers,  although  Prayer  Books  were 
supplied  to  the  Protestants,  and  many 
OathoUc  children  were  beinr  sent  to 
Oatholic  schools.  Well,  he  had  not  been 
on  the  Board  a  week  before  the  Oatholics 
were  allowed  to  go  to  Mass,  and  he  had 
not  been  there  yery  long  before  Pr^er 
Books  were  issued  to  them,  and  berore 
the  priest  was  permitted  to  attend  the 
paupers  at  reasonable  times.  Every 
reasonable  facility  for  continuing  the 
observances  of  their  religion  which  he 
could  possibly  have  desir^  was  granted 
to  the  poor  Oatiiolics,  notwithstanding 
that  he  was  but  one  Oatholic  agdnst  19 
Protestants  on  the  Board,  ^e  was 
bound  to  say  this — ^that  in  this  Union, 
which,  before,  had  been  noted  for  its 
bigoted  treatment  of  the  Oatholic  chil- 
dren, directly  there  was  a  Oatholic  on 
the  Board  all  the  difficulties  disappeared. 
The  Oatholics,  he  thought,  were  them- 
•elyes  to  blame  for  what  occurred  in  con- 
nection with  Boards  of  Ghiardians.  They 
did  not  attempt  to  obtain  representation 
on  them  as  they  might  and  ought  to  do. 
He  was  very  well  satisfied  witii  the  de- 
clarations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Dodson) ;  and  ne  sincerely  trusted 
that  after  to-night  the  grievances  under 
which  Oathob'cs  had  suffered  in  this  re- 
spect would  g^dnally  disappear.  But 
tnere  were  certain  other  points  connected 
with  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
which  he  would  venture  to  submit  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  they  were 
points  which  came  under  the  item  re- 
ibrred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  {Mr.  CDonnell). .  As  to  the  old 
pjMmle  m  the  workhouses,  they  had  a 
right,  if  they  were  over  60  years  of  age 
and  married,  to  have  separate  quarters ; 
but  he  was  perfectly  certain  that  there 
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was  not  a  single  workhouse  in  which  the 
poor  people  were  even  acquainted  with 
that  right.  He  remembered  when  he, 
very  rashly,  as  it  was  supposed,  asked 
the  poor  people  in  a  workhouse  he  was 
visitmg  if  they  knew  of  the  existence  of 
this  right,  the  master  and  matron  and 
one  or  two  Guardians  with  him  expos- 
tulated, and  said  this  was  a  thing  which 
ought  to  be  kept  from  the  knowledge  of 
the  poor  people,  because  it  would  be  such 
a  terrible  nuisance  to  have  them  in  the 
married  quarters.  Then,  as  to  the  little 
children  in  the  workhouses—- children  who 
were  too  young  to  be  sent  to  school — 
their  condition  in  some  cases  was  most 

S'tiable.  He  could  take  the  right  hon. 
entleman  to  a  workhouse  in  Ix>ndon  in 
which  there  were  a  considerable  number 
— some  13  or  14 — little  children,  too 
voung  to  be  sent  to  school,  who  never 
left  the  yard  in  which  they  were  cooped 
up.  The  yard  was  not  more  than  twice 
the  size  of  the  House  Table,  there  was 
nothing  to  break  the  monotony  of  the 
children's  lives,  the  toys  which  had  been 
given  to  amuse  them  beine  carefully 
packed  up  and  put  away  on  the  top  of  a 
cupboard.  The  children  were  not  looked 
afber  as  they  should  be,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  they  erew  up  deli- 
cate and  unhealthy  and  utterly  unfit 
to  bear  the  rough  life  that  was  inevit- 
ably their  lot.  Then  there  was  another 
thinff  that  the  Lispectors  of  these  schools 
would  do  well  to  inquire  into.  There 
was  a  practice  amongst  bandmasters  of 
regiments  to  go  round  to  the  different 
workhouse  schools  belonging  to  the 
Metropolitan  district  for  the  purpose  of 
selecting  therefrom  for  enlistment  into 
the  Army  for  their  bands  the  most  pro- 
mising boys.  Some  of  these  boys  were 
induced  or  allowed  to  join  the  band  when 
they  were  very  young — eight  or  nine  or 
ten  years  of  age— at  a  time  when  thev  had 
no  idea  what  enlistment  into  the  Army 
meant.  They  were  taken  into  the  band 
on  condition  that  they  would  afterwards 
go  into  the  Army,  and  this  was  done 
without  any  real  opportunity  being  af- 
forded to  tilie  relatives  of  the  boys  of 
expressing  their  wishes  on  the  subject. 
The  relatives— and  on  this  matter  he 
was  speaking  from  experience — were 
not  ^ven  to  understand  that  the  law 
required  that  they  should  have  the 
power  of  going  before  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  and  expressing  their  desires 
and  wishes  as  to  the  employments  to 
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whioh  the  obildren  should  be  put.  The 
Inspectors  of  the  Department,  he  thought, 
would  do  well  to  look  into  this  matter. 
He  wished  now  to  refer  for  a  moment 
to  an  observation  which  fell  from  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  reply  to  an  hon. 
Member  sitting  near  him,  when  this 
Vote  first  came  on.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  said  that  he  proposed  next  year 
to  bring  on  this  Vote  in  a  different  shape. 
He  had  gathered  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
recast  it.  He  would  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  desir- 
able that  it  should  be  considerably  modi- 
fied. As  would  be  apparent  to  every- 
one who  had  listened  to  the  debate  that 
evening,  the  Vote  was  of  a  very  hetero- 
geneous character.  The  discussion  com- 
menced with  some  observations  about 
medical  relief  in  Scotland,  then  it  went 
off  upon  the  analysis  of  water,  then 
they  heard  about  roads  in  Scotland,  and 
so  on.  Each  of  these  subjects  was  suffi- 
ciently important  to  occupy  a  separate 
Vote ;  and  he  would  venture  to  suggest 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Vote  that  it  would  be  desirable, 
if  it  could  be  done,  to  split  it  up  into 
two  or  three  different  sub- Votes,  in  order 
that,  in  future,  there  might  be  some- 
thing more  like  logical  sequence  and 
consistency  in  it.  This  would  help  to 
g^ve  hon.  Members  a  clearer  under- 
standing of  these  matters,  and,  pro- 
bably, to  economize  time. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  should  like  to 
ask  a  question  in  regard  to  this  Vote 
with  reference  to  the  payment  of  the 
analyst  of  water.  He  should  like  to 
ask  to  what  extent  analysts  were  em- 
ployed by  the  Department  ?  Personally, 
he  thought  it  would  be  very  desirable 
to  extend  the  system  of  analyzing.  Many 
articles  besides  water  should  be  analyzed 
by  some  analyst  who  should  be  more  or 
less  responsible.  The  matter,  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  understood,  was  very  much,  if 
not  entirely,  in  the  hands  of  the  local 
authorities  at  present;  and  he  had  reason 
to  believe — in  fact,  he  knew — that  the 
local  authorities  neglected  their  duty  in 
the  most  flagrant  manner.  He  wished 
to  know  if  it  was  not  in  the  power  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  see  that 
the  local  authorities  employed  analysts, 
and  to  see  that  the  local  authorities 
made  the  analysts  do  their  duty,  with 
the  aid  either  of  the  police  or  the  officers 
of  health  in  certain  oistricts  ? 

Mr.  Arthur  ffdmnor 


Mb.  DODSON:  We  have  no  power 
either  to  employ  analysts  or  to  compel 
others  to  employ  them. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  there  was  a  cer- 
tain amount  put  down  for  auditors' 
clerks.  How  was  it  that  the  auditors 
in  England  were  allowed  clerks,  when 
— according  to  the  Votes — none  were 
allowed  to  auditors  in  Ireland  ?  Every- 
body knew  that  the  work  auditors  had 
to  do  was  to  tot  up  accounts  and  check 
them,  and  unless  they  performed  the 
work  for  which  they  were  appointed  it 
was  no  use  having  them.  If  an  auditor 
threw  the  work  upon  another  person — 
upon  his  clerk — he  was  not  an  auditor 
at  all,  but  the  clerk  was  the  auditor. 
The  auditors  who  were  appointed  werOi 
no  doubt,  very  experienced  men ;  but 
if  they  were  unable  to  do  the  work, 
other  auditors  should  be  employed  to 
assist  them.  Two  clerks  were  put  down 
at  salaries  of  £30  a-year.  Was  it  a 
fact  that  this  small  amount  was  paid  to 
men  whose  duty  it  was  to  check  thou- 
sands and  thousands  of  pounds  ?  If  so, 
it  was  a  most  unsatisfactory  state  of 
things.  He  could  speak  from  expezienoe 
of  the  auditors  in  Ireland,  lliey  got 
through  their  work  in  a  most  consden- 
tious  manner,  and  spent  days  in  check- 
ing the  accounts  of  each  partionlar 
Union.  Did  the  English  auditors  do  the 
same? 

Mr.  DODSON:  The  reason  the 
auditors  are  allowed  clerks  to  assist 
them,  or  work  under  them,  is  that  the 
work  has,  of  late  years,  been  ym 
largely  increased.  The  auditors  had| 
originally,  only  to  audit  the  Poor  Law 
Accounts ;  but  now  they  have  the  Sdiodl 
Board,  Highway  and  Local  Board  Ac- 
counts to  g^  through.  Instead  of  em- 
ploying more  auditors,  it  has  been  found 
cheaper— and,  at  the  same  time,  to  work 
well — to  appoint  these  clerks. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  surely  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  a  clerk  at  £60  a-year  eJiould 
have  imposed  on  him  the  responsibility 
of  checking  accounts  amounting  to  hnn* 
dreds  of  thousands  of  pouncbP  The 
thing  was  preposterous.  An  auditor 
who  went  into  a  town  might  be  veiy 
tired,  or  unwell,  and  the  whole  dulj 
might  be  thrown  upon  an  unfortunate 
clerk.  The  result  might  be  tiiat  the 
ratepayers  were  not  protected ;  and  to 
tell  the  Committee  that  it  was  better  to 
have   these  clerks  than  proper,   ezp^^ 
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rienoed  aoditon,  was  a  statement  to 
which  he  could  not  subaoribe.  If  the 
aaditon  in  England  required  clerks,  so 
did  the  auditors  in  Ireland,  owing  to 
their  dut^  in  connection  with  the  f  oor 
Law  having  been  merged  into  that  in 
connection  with  the  Local  Qoyemment 
Board.  They  had  the  Town  Clerks' 
Accounts  as  weU  as  the  Poor  Law  Ac- 
counts to  audit.  What  be  wanted  was 
a  satisfactory  assurance  that  these  clerks 
were  not  persons  on  whom  a  great  share 
of  the  work  of  auditing  was  thrown — 
that  they  had  not  cast  upon  them  the 
responsibility  of  asserting  that  the  ac- 
counts of  the  Unions  and  Local  Boards 
were  correct. 

Mb.  DODSON:  The  whole  responsi- 
bility of  the  work  rests  upon  the  auditor. 
I  have  never  heard  of  responsibility  hav- 
ing been  imposed  upon  the  clerks. 

Mb.  AKTHUE  O^CONNOR  said,  that 
in  the  matter  of  workhouse  administra- 
tion there  was  another  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  draw  attention — one  which, 
he  thought,  the  Inspectors  would  do  well 
to  take  in  hand — namely,  the  treatment 
in  the  workhouse  of  the  insane  and  im- 
becile. The  comments  of  the  Inspectors 
on  this  subject,  even  in  the  past,  had 
been  repeated  and  emphatic.  In  their 
Beports  3  and  4  they  said  they  had 
frequently  found  it  necessary  to  order 
the  removal  of  decidedly  insane  patients, 
who  ought,  in  the  first  instance,  to  have 
had  the  braefit  of  the  sUent  treatment. 
They  said,  also,  that  in  some  of  the 
IsTKer  workhouses  they  frequently  met 
with  patients  sufiEering  from  long-stand- 
ing m^ancholia,  when  they  had  reason 
to  believe  that  if  they  had  been  sub- 
jected to  proper  treatment  at  first  it 
would  have  resulted  in  their  being  cured. 
It  was  to  be  regretted,  they  said,  that 
false  ideas  of  economv  should  be  allowed 
to  have  weight,  and  that  a  course  should 
be  pursued  which  could  not  fail  to  be 
prejudicial  to  the  patients,  and  ulti- 
mately lead  to  the  increase  of  the  num- 
ber of  insane  dependent  on  the  rates. 
It  did  seem  to  be  a  terrible  thing  to 
think — ^what,  unquestionably,  was  the 
case  that  there  were  in  the  workhouses 
of  this  country  a  number  of  cases  which, 
if  they  had  been  only  taken  in  hand  pro- 
perly, and  removed  to  places  where  xhey 
could  receive  suitable  treatment  in  time, 
would  have  been,  at  any  rate,  if  not 
cured,  at  least  greatly  relieved,  and 
brought  back  to  such  a  state  that  they 
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could  have  been  left  in  the  hands  of 
their  relatives  during  the  latter  days  of 
their  lives.  These  people,  being  placed 
in  the  workhouses — which  were,  pro- 
bably, the  very  worst  places  for  persons 
mentally  afflicted — were  rendered  hope- 
lessly iiisane,  and  when  they  were  taken 
to  asylums  it  was  found  too  late  to  do 
anything  with  them.  The  Inspectors 
said  that  it  was  customary  to  send  to  the 
asylums  old,  chronic  cases,  because  they 
were  troublesome,  and  that  this  often 
occurred  where  there  were  no  special 
attendants  for  these  cases  in  the  work- 
houses. He  would  ask  the  Oovemment 
to  see  that  the  Inspectors  further  in- 
quired into  this  matter  of  the  treatment 
of  the  insane.  The^  would  be  astonished 
to  find  out  how  inadequate  were  the 
present  arrangements.  It  was  prin- 
cipally to  country  workhouses  that  ob- 
jection was  made.  The  Inspectors  went 
on  to  say  that,  as  to  the  management  of 
workhouses,  although  the  standard  was 
higher  than  it  was  some  years  ago,  yet, 
in  many  of  the  establishments,  the  treat- 
ment provided  for  imbecile  paupers  was 
open  to  grave  objection.  Tbey  found  a 
want  of  supervision  for  epileptic  cases, 
especially  when  the  number  of  those 
cases  was  large. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agr$$d  to» 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  ram,  not  exceeding  £8,196,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  81st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Commismaners 
in  Lunacy  in  England." 

Mb.  ARTHUB  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  to  one  or  two  very  simple  facts  in 
connection  with  this  Yote,  and  the  first 
was  as  to  the  population  and  the  num- 
ber of  lunatics.  In  the  year  1859,  when 
the  population  was  19,500,000,  the  num- 
ber of  private  lunatics  was  4,900,  and 
the  number  of  pauper  lunatics  31,000. 
In  the  year  1880,  when  the  population 
had  risen  from  19,500,000  to  25,500,000, 
the  private  lunatics  had  risen  from  4,900 
to  7,600,  and  the  paupers  had  increased 
from  31,000  to  63,000,  so  that  where 
the  population  had  increased  30  per  cent 
and  the  private  lunatics  had  increased 
considerably  the  number  of  pauper 
lunatics  had  more  than  doubled.    That 
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was  one  fact  wbiob  be  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to.  The 
other  fact  was  this.  He  knew  a  case 
where  a  man,  through  reverses  of  for- 
tune, distress,  and  poverty,  was,  for  a 
time,  out  of  his  mind.  He  was  treated 
as  a  pauper  lunatic.  He  was  a  man  of 
considerable  intelligence,  and  well  edu- 
cated and  quite  able  to  take  stock,  from 
time  to  time,  of  his  own  condition,  and 
to  appreciate  his  own  advance  towards 
recovery,  and  also  to  appreciate  the 
things  he  saw  in  the  workhouse.  This 
man,  whilst  he  was  there,  found  that  the 
alleged  pauper  lunatics  were  remarkable 
for  two  things,  and  two  things  only — 
namely,  they  were  incorrigibly  idle,  and 
they  all  had  good  appetites.  When  this 
man  was  within  a  week  or  two  of  his 
discharge,  the  inmates  learnt  that  the 
Inspectors  were  coming  round.  Some 
48  hours  before  the  advent  of  the  In- 
spectors, a  number  of  patients,  who,  up 
to  that  time,  had  appeared  remarkably 
well,  evinced  signs  of  unrest,  which  went 
on  increasing  as  the  hours  advanced. 
The  evening  before  the  Inspectors  came 
they  would  insist  on  dressing  themselves 
np  in  feathers  and  cutting  all  sorts  of 
antics.  On  the  morning  of  the  Inspec- 
tors* visit  they  all  refused  ;to  eat  their 
breakfast,  ana  made  use  of  every  sign 
that  their  ingenuity  could  devise  to  in- 
duce every  casual  onlooker  to  believe 
that  they  were  seriously  affected  men- 
tally. The  Inspectors  came,  the  visit 
passed  over,  the  feathers  were  dropped, 
and  the  appetites  revived.  The  man 
had  not  spoken  of  all,  but  of  a  very 
large  proportion  of  the  cases.  Well, 
this  little  story,  he  thought,  would 
account,  to  a  great  extent,  for  the  enor- 
mous increase  in  the  number  of  pauper 
lunatics.  There  were  a  large  number  of 
people  in  the  pauper  lunatic  asylum  who 
ought  not  to  be  there,  and  who  knew 
perfectly  well  that  they  ought  not  to  be 
there;  but  the  Government  gave  4«. 
a-week  for  every  pauper  in  the  Asylums, 
and  it  answered  the  purposes  of  the 
Guardians  to  transfer  people  who  were 
a  little  troublesome  in  the  workhouses 
to  those  places.  It  would  be  well  if  the 
Government  would  carefully  consider 
what  steps  should  be  taken  to  meet  this 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  He  must  say  he  was  not 
prepared  to  suggest  any ;  but  it  was  not 
nis  business  to  do  so.  But  probably  the 
Government  might  be  able  to  find  time 

Mr.Arthwr  ffC^nor 


to  bring  about  a  thorough  overhaulixig 
of  the  pauper  lunatio  asylums,  and  an 
investigation  into  the  majority  of  doubt- 
ful cases — cases  which  were  just  suffi- 
ciently demonstrative  to  secure  the  keep- 
ing up  of  a  staff  which  would  not  other- 
wise be  required,  and  which  gave  that 
staff  very  little  work  to  do.  There  was 
another  question,  as  to  the  classification 
of  lunatics  in  the  workhouses ;  but  that 
was  a  point  on  which  he  had  already 
ventured  to  offer  some  remarks  on  a 
previous  Vote,  and  he  would  not  detain 
the  Committee  on  it.  However,  there 
was  one  thing  he  had  noticed  on  viaiting 
more  than  one  pauper  lunatic  asylum, 
and  it  must  have  struck  everybody,  no 
matter  how  casual  their  visit,  and  that 
was  the  utter  want  of  occupation  for  the 
great  majority  of  inmates.  If  there  was 
one  thing  more  than  another  calculated 
to  help  the  restoration  to  a  proper  state 
of  mind  of  a  patient  who  had  been 
suffering  under  mental  aberration  or 
melancholia,  it  was  occupation.  But  the 
great  majority  of  persons  in  pauper 
lunatic  asylums  were  absolutely  with- 
out anything  but  the  merest  show  of 
occupation  ;  and  he  was  oonvinced 
that  the  life  they  led  in  these  A^lumt 
helped  to  confirm  and  render  incurable 
any  mental  affliction  from  which  thej 
suffered.  He  was  speaking  only  of  the 
slighter  cases.  Then,  as  to  the  treat- 
ment of  persons  who  were  really  fit  sub- 
jects for  treatment  at  the  hands  of  medi- 
cal men  who  dealt  with  cases  of  insanity. 
With  respect  to  Colney  Hatch  Asylum, 
the  District  Visitors  reported  that  the 
complaints  of  unnecessary  detention  were 
unusually  numerous,  and  there  were  also 
very  many  complaints  from  both  male  and 
female  patients  that  access  to  the  medi- 
cal staff  was  practically  denied.  Some 
of  the  patients  knew  ^e  Chairman  of 
the  Visiting  Committee  by  sight,  and 
also  the  medical  staff;  but  the  patients 
were  counted  in  wards  periodicdly,  but 
had  no  opportunity  of  making  com- 
plaints. Then,  again,  the  Visitors  called 
attention  to  the  method  of  keeping  the 
case-book  in  this  Asylum,  which  was 
certainly  open  to  grave  objections.  TbB 
Act— 16  ft  17  Ftr^— required  that  the 
case-book  should  be  regularly  laid  be- 
fore the  Visitors  for  inspection ;  but  the 
Visitors  found  that  the  entries  as  to  the 
admission  of  patients  were  made  on  loose 
slips  of  paper,  to  be  copied  into  the  book 
when  time  would  permit,  perhaps  alter 
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the  dubharge  or  death  of  fhe  patient. 
The  Yisiton  reported  that  in  reg^ard  to 


&e  oaae-book  the  Act  was  not  oomplied 
with,  and  he  would  like  to  know  what 
AeHome  Seoretazy  thought  of  Directors 
who  permitted  euoh  a  system  as  that. 
Bat  it  was  not  so  much  a  question  of 
eonect  record  in  each  case,  or  of  the 
vombers  of  patients  who  were  unable  to 
make  complaints,  but  as  to  the  treatment 
of  the  patients. 

Tbb  OHATRMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber cannot  discuss  pauper  lunatics  gene- 
nlly  under  this  Vote.  The  proper  time 
will  be  on  Vote  4,  Glass  YI.,  where  there 
k  a  necial  Vote  for  pauper  lunatics. 

»'-  ABTHUE  OWNNOR  said,  he 


was  showing  why  the  Committee  should 
not  vote  this  money  for  the  Lunacy  Oom- 
nifli0ner8y  who,  he  thought,  had  not 
done  their  duty,  for  if  they  had,  the 
insitorB  would  not  haye  had  to  report 
flieee  shortcomings.  They  further  re- 
ported that,  being  present  in  the  women's 
dinmg-room  during  dinner,  they  were 
nmewliat  surprised  at  seeing  many  rats 
sporting  about  in  the  hall. 

The  OHATRMAN:  That  subject  does 
lot  properly  come  under  the  Vote  for  the 
Lonagr  Commissioners.  The  subject  the 
km.  Member  is  referring  to  will  pro- 
periy  oome  under  Vote  4  of  Glass  Yl. 

lb.  ABTHUB  O'GONNOB  remarked 
flwt  the  first  item  in  this  Yote  was  the 
■dtty  of  the  Lunacy  Commissioners  ; 
end,  with  all  deference  to  the  Chair, 
he  thooght  he  was  entitled  to  question 
die  right  of  the  Commissioners  to  haye 
Aia  £1,600. 

Tn  CHAIRMAN:  I  haye  already 
iafionned  the  hon.  G^entleman  that  the 
dieeaaBion  as  to  particular  asylums  comes 
OB  on  another  Yote,  and  cannot  be  taken 


Mb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
should  not  discuss  particular  asylums ; 
but  he  was  endeayouring  to  show  why 
die  Commissioners,  for  whom  pay  was 
hare  ohaiged,  ought  not  to  haye  their 
pay  Toted  without,  at  any  rate,  some 
esptanation  of  their  apparent  Bhortcom- 
ian.  That  was  his  idea  in  bringing 
Mbce  the  Committee  what  he  believed 
to  be  Uemiahes  in  the  work  of  the  Corn- 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the 

jiers  ought  to  insist,  for  in- 

j  atk  reasonable  occupation  being 

Kto  persons  committed  to  their  care. 
■  their  bosineBS  to  see  that  the  iu- 
Mtos  el  flia  asjlmna  had  eyery  reason- 

TQL  OQLZrY-      [thibd  sebies.] 


able  facility  at  their  disposal  for  the  re- 
coyery  of  their  proper  mental  condition ; 
but  that  was  not  done.  In  one  asylum 
he  found  that  five  men  out  of  seyen 
had  reasonable  and  healthy  occupation ; 
in  another,  only  one  in  four.  In  one 
asyslum  six  in  ten  were  healthily  occu- 
pied ;  but  in  another,  only  a  short  way 
off,  only  one  in  three.  But  as  he  failed 
to  convince  the  Chairman  of  the  pro- 
priety of  the  grounds  upon  which  he  made 
these  remarks,  he  would  quit  that  sub- 
ject altogether,  and  say  a  few  words 
upon  the  personal  duties  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. There  were  two  or  three  things 
upon  which  they  would  do  well  to  fiir- 
nish  information  in  their  next  Report. 
It  was  impossible,  on  an  examination  of 
the  tables  and  statements  given,  to  ar- 
rive at  any  reliable  conclusion  as  to  the 
rate  of  mortality  in  the  asylums,  al- 
though that  was  a  very  important  mat- 
ter. The  Metropolitan  Asylums  Board 
furnished  complete  details  as  to  the  rate 
of  mortality  in  the  asylums  under  their 
control,  and  ho  would  suggest  that  the 
Home  Secretary  should  require  the 
Commissioners  in  Lunacy  to  furnish 
similar  information.  He  thought  he 
had  shown  very  good  ground  for  the 
conclusion  that  the  Commissioners  had 
not  justified  the  remuneration  charged 
in  this  Yote,  and  he  should  therefore 
move  to  reduce  the  amount  by  £500 
each,  or  £3,000.  But  as  half  the  year 
had  elapsed,  there  remained  only  half 
the  financial  year,  he  would  now  move 
to  reduce  the  salaries  by  £250  each,  or 
£1,500  altogether. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"Tluit  a  sum,  not  oxceeding  £6,695,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  comploto  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  IVIarch  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  the  Commis- 
sionors  in  Lunacy  in  England." — (Mr,  Arthur 
O'Connor.) 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT:  The 
course  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  is  a 
somewhat  singular  one.  The  Lunacy 
Commissioners  have  hitherto  been  trusted 
largely  by  the  country,  and,  as  far  as  I 
know,  they  have  had  general  confidence. 
But  now  the  hon.  Member  comes  for- 
ward with  a  series  of  charges  against 
them  of  which  no  Notice  is  given,  and 
to  which,  therefore,  it  is  difficult  for 
anyone  on  their  behalf  to  make  any 
response.    Every  one   of    the    matters 
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touobed   upon  by  tbe  bon.  Member  is 
a  subject  wbicb  migbt  occupy  tbe  at- 
tention of  a  Select  Committee;  and  it 
seems  to  me  tbat  tbe  view  now  taken  of 
tbe  manner  of  dealing  witb  tbe  Esti- 
mates is  upon  every  Vote  to  enter  upon 
matters  witb  wbicb  it  is  impossible  to 
deal  in  Committee  of  Supply.     Tbe  bon. 
Member  bas  cballenged  tbe  wbole  treat- 
ment of  tbe  lunatics  of  England  ;  but  is 
it  common  sense  or  reasonable  tbat  sucb 
a  matter  sbould  be  gone  into  upon  tbis 
Vote,  wben  tbe  matter  is  one    wbicb 
could  not  be  dealt  witb  except  by  bear- 
ing witnesses?    Tbis  matter  bas  been 
dealt  witb  in  a  proper   manner  by  a 
Committee  of  tbis  House  so  lately  as 
1878.     Witbin  tbree  years  tbe  wbole  of 
tbis  matter  bas  been  investigated  in  tbe 
only  possible  way  —  by  a  Committee 
wbicb  went  carefully  into  it  day  after 
day,   and  took  evidence;    and  wbicb, 
wbile    suggesting    tbat  certain   minor 
matters   sbould  be    attended    to,    pro- 
nounced strongly  in  favour  of  tbe  man- 
ner in  wbicb  tbe  Lunacy  Laws  bad  been 
administered.     I  venture  to  say  tbat  is 
tbe  only  complete  answer  to  tbe  cbarges 
made  by  tbe  bon.  Member.     Tbis  House 
in  Committee  of  Supply  is  wboUy  in- 
capable of  discussing  tbis  question.     It 
bas  not  tbe  material,  and  it  would  be  a 
waste  of  time  to  try  to  arrive  at  any 
conclusion.     How  are  you  to  ascertain 
wbat  is  tbe  cause  of  tbe  increased  num- 
ber of  lunatics  ?    It  is  suggested  tbat 
tbere  are  persons  in  tbese  asylums  wbo 
ougbt  not  to  be  tbere ;  but  tbe  Commit- 
tee repudiated  sucb  a  suggestion.     It  is 
also  suggested  tbat  local  autborities  de- 
sire to  fill  tbe  asylums  witb  people  wbo 
ougbt  not  to  be  tbere  ;  but  tbeir  object 
is  to  decrease  tbe  number  of  inmates. 
Witb  regard  to  tbe  Visitors  bavinff  seen 
rats  at  Colney  Hatcb,  I  bave  read  tbat 
in  tbe  bouses  of  some  of  us — wbo  are 
not  lunatics,  nor  Lunatic  Commissioners 
— tbere  are  rats ;  and  tbat  is  bardly  to 
be  tbe  foundation  of  a  cbarge  tbat  tbese 
Commissioners  are  not  competent  for 
tbeir  duties.     Tbe  bon.  Member  pro- 
poses to  diminisb  tbe  Vote  wbicb  bas 
for  many   years  been  given  for  tbese 
men,  wbo  bave  rendered  public  service ; 
but  to  do  tbat  witbout  any  foundation 
for   tbe  cbarges    made    against    tbem 
seems  to  me  most  unreasonable,  and  I 
must  protest  against  tbe  raising  of  ques- 
tions, of  wbicb  I  do  not  dispute  tbe  im- 
portance, but  witb  wbicb  it  is  utterly 
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impossible  for  tbe  Committee  of  Suf 
to  deal.  If  tbe  bon.  Member  is  As- 
satisfied,  let  bim  ask  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee; and  if  it  appeared  tbat  since 
tbe  last  Committee  sat  any  material 
circumstances  bad  arisen  to  lead  to  tbe 
conclusion  tbat  tbe  lunatics  bad  not 
been  properly  treated,  I  would  do  any- 
tbing  I  could  to  assist  bim.  But  it  is 
unreasonable  on  tbe  2nd  of  August  to 
raise  a  question  witb  wbicb  tbis  Mouse 
cannot  deal  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  be  rose  imme- 
diately after  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman 
tbe  Home  Secretary,  because  be  wished 
to  say  tbat  be  was  not  surprised  tbe 
rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  sbould  bave  ex- 
pressed tbe  opinion  be  bad  done  as  to 
tbe  irrelevant  nature  of  tbe  criticisms 
upon  tbe  Vote  to  wbicb  tbey  bad  just 
been  listening.  As  an  independent 
Member,  acting  witb  otber  independent 
Members,  be  felt  very  strongly  indeed 
tbat  tbe  action  of  tbe  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply was,  to  a  great  extent,  nullified  by 
tbe  course  taken  by  tbe  bon.  Member 
for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor). He  (Mr.  Rylands)  would  cer- 
tainly not  assist  in  delaying  tbe  Vote 
further. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  ho  thought  it 
was  only  fair  in  extenuation  of  the  course 
pursued  by  the  bon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  to  say  that  bon. 
Members  were  placed  at  great  disadvan- 
tage in  criticizing  tbe  Estimates,  owing 
to  tbe  inconvenient  time  and  manner  in 
wbicb  tbey  were  brought  forward.  At 
tbe  same  time,  be  thought  there  was 
much  force  in  wbat  bad  been  said  by 
tbe  Home  Secretary,  and  be  was  of  opi- 
nion tbat  the  accusations  made  against 
tbe  Inspectors  of  Lunatic  Asylums  were 
not  at  all  borne  out  by  tbe  facts.  StiUi 
tbe  subject  was  one  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £22,640,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  wHl  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Sakriet 
and  Expenses  of  the  Mint,  including  the  Ex- 
penses of  the  Coinage.** 

Mb.  ETLANDS  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  calling  attention  to  an  item 
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to  which  he  had  directed  attention  last 
year — ^namely,  the  Oharge  proposed  for 
sapplying  suyer  to  the  Oolomes.  The 
Ghurge  was  for  package,  freight,  and 
caniage  of  silver  for  the  Colonies. 
While  he  did  not  object,  in  any  way,  to 
the  practice  of  providing  coinage  for  the 
Ooloniee,  he  £d  object  to  any  charge 
being  made  under  a  Treasury  Warrant, 
whicua  had  the  effect  of  imposing  the 
cost  of  providing  the  coinage  upon  the 
Exchequer  of  this  country.  The  Trea- 
sury, under  a  Warrant  dated  June  14, 
1871,  declared  that  all  the  expenses 
should  be  paid  by  the  Colonies ;  but  that 
arrangement  was  altered  in  1878,  and 
since  that  year  there  had  been  a  Yote 
for  the  freight  and  package  of  bronze 
and  silver  coin.  He  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  Committee  that  there  was  no  jus- 
tification for  giving  that  advantage  to 
the  Colonies,  because  we  were  allowing  a 
Yerj  larg^  amount  of  coin  to  be  held  by 
the  Melbourne  and  Sydney  Mints.  He 
believed  that  the  amount  in  1879 
reached  £187,000,  and,  in  addition,  this 
country  took  back  worn  coin  to  a  very 
large  amount.  He  found  that  in  1880 
the  amount  of  worn  rilver  coin  received 
from  the  Sydney  and  Melbourne  Mints 
reached  no  less  than  £87,614,  and  upon 
it  there  was  a  loss  of  from  12  to  14  per 
cent.  So  that  in  addition  to  this  heavy 
loss  upon  worn  silver,  they  were  paying 
all  the  expenses  of  freight  and  packing. 
And  while  they  were  giving  these  ad- 
vantages to  the  Colonies,  advantages 
which,  he  thought,  they  had  no  right  to 
receive,  it  appeared  from  last  year's 
balance  sheet,  that  there  had  been  no 
leas  than  £7,600  loss  upon  the  trans- 
actions of  the  Mint  during  the  last  year. 
He  would  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  the  sum  of  £2,000,  which  was  the  cost 
of  packing  and  freight,  for  the  supply  of 
silver  and  bronze  coin  to  the  Colomes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £20,640,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessEuy  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
tnconne  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l0t  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
udEsqienaes  of  the  Mint,  including  the  Ex- 
penses  of  Coinage." — {Mr,  My  lands.) 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
asid,  the  charge  for  the  freight  of  silver 
against  the  Ck>Ionies  was  only  made  in 
the  case  of  Imperial  coin  sent  there.  In 
the  case  of  Colonial  coin  taken  by  the 
yifity  the  freight  was  included  in  the 


charge ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that -there  was  a  considerable  profit 
realized  from  the  Imperial  sUyer  coin 
sent  to  the  Colonies.  It  was  true  that 
they  had,  by  the  arrangements  now  in 
force,  undeitaken  to  recall  their  old  and 
damaged  coin,  and  pay  all  expenses; 
but  under  ordinary  circumstances,  even 
when  silver  was  at  its  normal  value, 
there  was  a  substantial  profit  upon  the 
coinage.  He  did  not  think  that  they 
could  insist  upon  the  Colony  using  our 
silver  coinage  and,  at  the  same  time, 
charge  them  with  the  expense  of  export- 
ing it.  Silver  was  now  very  much 
cheaper  than  it  used  to  be,  and  the  profit 
accordingly  was  much  larger. 

Mb.  RTLANDS  said,  that  what  the 
noble  Lord  was  statixig  was  entirely 
contradicted  by  the  balance  sheet  of  the 
Mint.  If  he  would  look  at  the  Report 
of  the  Mint,  the  noble  Lord  would  find 
that  there  was  an  absolute  balance  of 
loss,  without  any  charge  upon  the  fixed 
amount  of  capital  employed,  of  £7,658 
upon  the  year. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  that  loss  was  incurred  in  con- 
nection with  the  gold  coinage,  in  regard 
to  which  no  oharge  was  made.  It  was 
somewhat  curious,  but  it  was  neverthe- 
less the  fact,  that  the  amount  of  coin 
called  in  bore  inversely  to  the  prosperity 
of  the  country.  At  times  of  prosperity, 
there  was  a  greater  demand  for  coin, 
and  it  was  not  paid  into  the  Bank,  and 
did  not  go  to  the  Mint  to  be  re-coined. 
The  charge  for  re-coining  old  silver  was 
heaviest  at  a  time  when  Uiere  was  not  so 
much  coin  required  for  the  use  of  the 
country.  The  result  was,  that  in  the 
year  1872,  when  the  country  was  at  the 
height  of  its  prosperity,  the  profit  to  the 
Mint  was  £98,000 ;  and  at  that  time  the 
Mint  was  sending  out  large  quantities  of 
new  silver  upon  which  it  obtained  a 
profit,  while,  at  the  same  time,  there 
was  a  very  small  amount  of  old  silver 
paid  in.  The  profit  continued  for  two 
or  three  years,  and  it  was  not  imtil 
1876  that  it  became  materially  reduced. 
In  1 877  the  profit  was  only  £22,000,  and 
last  year  £12,858.  But  in  the  silver 
coinage  sent  out  to  the  Colonies  there 
was  still  a  profit,  and  a  substantial  one. 
He  did  not  think  that  they  should  insist 
upon  the  Colonies  using  our  silver  coin- 
age, and  then  place  them  at  the  disad- 
vantage of  making  them  pay  for  the 
caniage  of  it. 
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Mb.  HEALY  complained  that  the 
Vote  induded  a  sum  of  £5  for  an  Easter 
offering  to  the  Vicar  of  St.  Botolph's 
Without,  Aldgate,  and  another  to  the 
Sexton  of  the  Tower.  He  wished  to 
know  what  these  charges  meant  ? 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  Mint  was  an  old  establish- 
ment, and  these  were  old  charges  which 
had  always  been  paid  by  the  Mint. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  he  did  not  see  in  his  place 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
because  he  would  have  suggested  to  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  that  he  should 
move  again  what  he  had  once  moved 
before,  and  what  he  (Mr.  O'Connor),  in 
the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man, would  venture  to  move  now — 
namely,  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
the  sum  of  £2,000,  being  the  amount 
charged  for  freight  and  packing  the  sup- 
plies of  silver  and  bronze  com  to  tne 
Colonies. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  he  had  abeady 
moved  the  Amendment,  and  it  had  been 
negatived. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  not  understood  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  to  move  the  omission  of  this 
particular  item. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  should  certainly 
feel  inclined,  unless  the  noble  Lord  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  in- 
formed the  Committee  that  he  would; 
look  into  the  items  he  had  called  at-; 
tention  to  and  give  an  explanation  of' 
them  next  year,  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  sum  charged  for  an  Easter  offering 
to  the  Vicar  of  St.  Botolph.  They  might 
as  well  be  asked  to  vote  an  Easter  offer- 
ing to  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbuxy  or 
Cardinal  Manning. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  would  give  an  explanation  of 
that  item  upon  the  Report. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  understand  the  course  taken  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Only  the 
other  night  they  voted  in  favour  of  a 
proposal  which  they  had  strenuously 
opposed  when  in  Opposition;  and  now 
there  was  another  instance  of  a  similar 
character.  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  former  years  had  taken  ex- 
ception to  this  very  item,  and  the  hon. 
Member   for  Bunuey  (Mr.   Bylande), 


having  put  down  a  Motion  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote,  certainly  had 
moved  it,  but  immediately  afterwards 
withdrew  it. 

Mr.  RYLANDS :  That  is  altogether 
a  false  statement. 

The  chairman  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  withdraw  the  ex- 
pression which  he  had  used,  and  which 
was  quite  irregular. 

Mb.  RYLANDS :  I  will  withdraw  it 
at  once,  and  substitute  ''inaccurate 
statement."  I  did  not  withdraw  the 
Motion  for  a  reduction  of  the  Vote,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  had  been  in  his 
place  at  the  time,  he  might  have  voted 
for  it. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  objected 
to  the  tone  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  chose  to  adopt, 
and  which  was  hardly  Parliamentary. 
It  was  quite  certain  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  disinclined  now  to  do  that  which 
he  and  those  who  acted  with  him  alwajrs 
did  when  in  Opposition — ^namely,  carry 
their  Motion  to  a  division.  It  was  a 
perfect  farce  to  idlow  a  charge  of  this 
kind  to  be  passed  quietly  over  when  the 
Liberals  were  in  power,  and  to  be  vehe- 
mently opposed  when  tiiey  happened  to 
be  out  of  Office.  He  would,  therefore, 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £1,000. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  For  what  pur- 
pose  does  the  hon.  Member  propose  to 
reduce  the  Voto  by  £1,000? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  For  the 
expense  of  freight  and  packing. 

The  chairman  :  That  has  been 
done  already,  and  cannot  be  repeated. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  repeat  the  Amendment  whioh 
had  been  moved  by  the  hon.  Meinber 
for  Burnley,  but  he  asked  for  a  smaller 
reduction  than  that  which  had  already 
been  proposed  and  negatived.  He 
thought  he  was  fully  in  Order  in  making 
that  proposition. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  in  Order  in  moving  the  re- 
duction of  the  Voto  upon  an  item  whidi 
has  already  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  0  WNNOR  said,  he 
wanted  clearly  to  understand  that  rul- 
ing. A  Motion  having  been  made  for 
the  reduction  of  the  Voto  by  a  certain 
sum,  and  that  Motion  having  been  ne- 
gatived, was  it  not  competent  for  him 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Voto  by  % 
smaller  sum  ? 
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condemning  the  arrangements.  He  held 
in  his  hands  a,  Beport  presented  1 0  years 
ago,  and  almost  every  year  since  a  simi- 
lar Eeport  had  been  made  by  the  Patent 
Office  Commissioners.  The  Eeport  10 
years  ago  was  to  this  effect,  that  it  was 
intended  to  make  the  Patent  Office  Mu- 
seum an  historical  and  educational  insti- 
tution for  the  benefit  and  instruction  of 
skillful  workmen  employed  in  the  manu- 
factories of  the  country  —  a  class  who 
largely  contributed  to  the  surplus  fundi 
of  the  Patent  Office.  The  Report  went 
on  to  say  that  the  Conmiissioners  were  in 
the  possession  of  a  large  number  of  valu- 
able models  which  were  retained  in  pack- 
ing cases  for  the  reason  that  no  room  could 
be  found  for  them  in  the  Museum  at  South 
Kensington.  This  statement  had  been 
repeated  year  after  year,  and,  notwith- 
stcmding,  the  Museum  still  remained  in 
its  present  disgraceful  position.  He  had 
on  former  occasions,  and  in  former  Par- 
liaments, obtained  from  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works  a  promise  that  this 
Museum  should  be  really  made  an 
efficient  one.  But  from  that  time  to  this 
nothing  had  been  done  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  Museum,  and  it  was 
made  a  bye-word  and  a  reproach  by 
every  foreign  visitor  to  the  country.  In 
America  the  Patent  Museum  was  one  of 
the  best  institutions  of  the  country,  and 
one  of  which  America  was  naturally 

Eroud.  And  in  Paris  there  was  a  most 
eautiful  Museum  of  Patent  Inventions 
— the  Musee  des  Arts  et  Metiers — where 
all  the  inventions  were  arranged  in  a 
manner  that  enabled  every  visitor  to  see 
at  once  whether  any  invention  he  was 
contemplating  had  been  anticipated,  and 
he  was  thus  saved  the  unnecessary  ex- 
pense of  taking  out  a  patent,  which  was 
very  important  and  material  to  him. 
Both  in  America  and  in  Paris  the  Patent 
Museums  were  kept  up  in  a  manner 
which  did  credit  to  those  countries.  The 
difficulty  in  this  country,  he  was  told, 
was  this,  that  there  were  not  sufficient 
funds  to  enable  the  GK>vemment  to  pro- 
ceed to  the  construction  of  a  Patent 
Museum.  That,  however,  could  hardly 
be  correct,  and  to  show  that  there  was 
no  foundation  for  such  a  statement  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  amount  of  the 
fees  paid  upon  Patents.  There  was  a 
surplus  fund  derivable  from  fees  paid 
for  Patents  for  inventions  every  year 
of  nearly  £150,000.  That,  as  they 
all  knew,  was  carried  to   the  Consoli- 
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Tkb  OHATRMAN  :  I  dedine  to  be 
questioned  by  the  hon.  Member  as  to 
mj  ruling.  I  have  ruled|on  this  occasion 
that  a  Motion  having  been  made  on  this 
particular  subjeot,  and  having  been  ne- 
ntiTed,  the  Motion  just  proposed  by 
9ie  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
oannot  be  moved. 

Mb  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
Beraly  aaked  for  information.  [  Cries  of 
"Older!"] 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £10,142,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
tibe  Nati(Hial  Debt  Office. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  Treasury  a  question 
with  regard  to  this  Vote.  It  contained 
an  item  for  the  Pensions  Commutation 
Board.  He  wished  to  know  whether  all 
As  expenses  connected  with  the  Com- 
mutation Board  were  stated  on  page  1 23, 
or  whether  there  were  any  other  ex- 
panses connected  with  the  Bourd  ?  He 
would  also  be  glad  to  elicit  from  the 
km.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands) 
whettier  he  intended  to  proceed  with  the 
Notioe  he  had  giTen  to  move  the  re- 
dnotion  of  the  vote  by  the  sum  of 
f  1,000? 

Lord  FEEDEEIOK  CAVENDISH 
stated  that  all  the  expenses  connected 
with  the  Commutation  Board  were  in- 
dnded  in  the  Vote. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(5.)  £17,438,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Patent  Office. 

Mb.  HINDE  PALMEE  said,  he  had 
OB  several  oooasions  when  this  Vote  had 
before  the  Committee  called  at- 

to  the  present  state  of  the 
Flafeeiit  Museum  at  South  Kensington. 
At  present  the  condition  of  that  Mu- 
mam  was  dispaoeful,  and  the  arrange- 
Bsnts  and  dimensions  of  the  Museum 
inr  oimtaining  the  collection  of  Patents 
inr  objeots  wUohhad  made  the  country 
Munent,  was  altogether  unworthy  of 
the  Nation.  The  condition  of  the  Pa- 
tent Mosenm  had  become  a  bye-word 
to  eraiy   foreigner    who    visited    this 

There  was  scarcely  any  arrange- 
it  ibr  enabling  yisitors  to  inspect  the 

and  see  the  models  contained 
ia  it.  The  Mnseum  should  be  of  a  most 
instimjCiiii  oharaoter,  for  the  purpose  of 
jnnitistiiin  tecihnifp*^^  education ;  but  Ee- 
Ittteliad  been  made  year  after  year 
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dated  Fund,  and  the  surplus  fees  paid 
in  this  way  had  accumulated  year  after 
year  until  they  now  amounted  to  nearly 
£2,000,000.  Therefore,  he  did  not 
see  why  they  should  be  told  that  an  In- 
stitution in  which,  as  the  Eeport  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Patents  informed  them, 
the  working  men  of  the  country  were  so 
greatly  interested,  on  the  ground  of  the 
encouragement  it  would  afford  to  inven- 
tions—  that  such  an  Institution  could 
not  be  provided  because  there  were  no 
funds  that  could  be  utilized  in  construct- 
ing it.  He  would  not  take  up  the  time 
of  the  Committee  further  than  by  saying 
this,  as  he  now  saw  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  his  place,  and  as  he 
knew  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took 
great  interest  in  the  question  of  Patents 
for  inventions,  he  hoped  to  hear  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was 
fully  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  not 
allowing  the  question  to  remain  in  abey- 
ance year  after  year,  but  that  something 
would  at  once  be  done  to  put  the  Mu- 
seum upon  a  proper  footing.  He  might 
add  that,  in  the  Keport  he  had  quoted, 
a  very  eligible  site  was  recommended 
by  the  Commission — namely,  the  site  of 
Fife  House,  at  the  back  of  the  present 
Board  of  Trade  Offices,  in  Whitehall  Gar- 
dens. He  believed  that  this  site  was  very 
much  in  the  same  condition  that  it  was 
a  year  ago  when  this  Eeport  was  made, 
and  he  should  have  been  glad  to  have 
put  a  question  to  the  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Works  upon  the  subject,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  in  his  place. 
He  agreed  with  the  Patent  Commis- 
sioners that  the  site  of  Fife  House  might 
be  rendered  available ;  but  under  no  cir- 
cumstances should  the  Patent  Museum 
be  allowed  to  remain  in  the  condition  in 
which  it  now  was  any  longer.  Seeing 
the  large  amount  of  the  funds  con- 
tributed for  the  Patent  Office  from  the 
fees  paid  by  inventors,  it  was,  he 
thought,  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
provide,  as  in  the  case  of  America  and 
France,  an  Institution  which  should  not 
only  be  useful,  but  should  reflect  credit 
upon  the  country. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  said,  that 
before  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  answered  the  question  put  to  him, 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  give  an  assurance 
that  the;  whole  question  of  the  Patent 
Office  would  be  considered  during  the 
BecesB.    He  knew  that  a  debate  had 

ifr.  Minde  Palmer 


already  taken  place  upon  the  Bill  in- 
troduced by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow (Mr.  Anderson),  and  he  was  sorry 
the  hon.  Member  was  unable  to  press 
forward  that  Bill  to  its  final  stage.  It 
had  been  impossible  for  any  private 
Member  to  obtain  this  Session  the 
necessary  opportunities  for  pressing 
forward  a  measure  of  that  kind;  but 
the  debate  which  had  already  taken 
place  must  have  shown  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  how  much 
importance  was  attached  to  the  question, 
and  the  great  amount  of  interest  that 
was  felt  in  it  in  the  country.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  give  the  Committee  an  assurance 
that  the  whole  question  would  receive 
careful  consideration  during  the  Be- 
cess. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  had  nothing 
to  state  in  reference  to  the  Patent  Office ; 
but  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
peculiar  way  in  which  the  accounts  in- 
cluded in  the  present  Yote  were  made 
out.  He  thought  that,  considering  the 
very  great  importance  of  knowing  what 
the  salaries,  wa^ffes,  and  allowances 
were,  they  should  have  some  further 
information  than  was  contained  in  a 
total  lump  sum.  He  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  give  the  items  connected 
with  each  respective  department.  There 
were  three  departments  included  in  this 
Vote — the  Patent  Museum,  the  Designs 
Begistry,  and  the  Trade  Mark  Be- 
gistry,  all  of  them  important  depart- 
ments. He  had  no  desire  to  carp  at 
the  expenditure,  or  to  criticize  it  at 
all ;  but  it  would  seem  that  there  had 
been  a  very  considerable  increase  in  the 
amount  of  charge.  He  wanted  to  know 
whether  there  had  been  an  increase  or 
not,  and  it  had  taken  a  lons^  time  to 
find  where  the  increase  was ;  ultimately, 
it  turned  out  that  it  was  in  the  cost  of 
the  special  Indexing  staff.  There  had 
been  a  total  increase  of  about  £2, 600,  and 
out  of  that  sum  no  less  than  £1,760  was 
due  to  this  one  item.  But  in  consequence 
of  the  way  in  which  the  accounts  were 
tabulated  there  was  nothing  to  catch 
the  eye  in  any  particular  item.  He 
thought  that  all  important  branches  of 
expenditure  should  be  distincUy  stated 
and  added  up ;  and  he  would  BUffgest  that, 
in  future,  this  account  should  be  broken 
up  into  the  expenditure  of  the  various 
departments,  and  that  proper  totala 
should  be  given. 
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Mb.  A3GITHUB  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  a  very  great  pity  that  all 
the  ezpenditnre  in  ooimection  with  the 
Patent  Office  ahonld  ffo  to  one  central 
establishment  in  London.  When  they 
considered  the  difficulties  which  had  to 
be  surmounted  in  introducing  any  prac- 
tical improrements  in  Patent  machinery, 
it  was  quite  plain  that  no  mere  casual 
obserrer  in  visiting  the  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum  would  |be  likely  to  gather 
ideas  that  would  be  useful  to  him  in  the 
derelopment  and  improyement  of  any 
STisting  machinery  or  appliances  that 
were  used  for  superseding  labour  and 
simplifying  mechanical  power.  Such 
appliances  required  a  considerable 
amount  of  technical  knowledge  in  order 
to  enable  a  man  to  understand  them  and 
to  appreciate  the  machinery,  which  was 
now  turned  to  so  many  useful  purposes. 
There  were  dotted  oyer  the  face  of 
England — he  was  sorry  he  could  not 
say  the  same  of  Ireland — a  number  of 
centres  of  industry  which  made  use  in 
their  peculiar  occupations  of  difiPerent 
kinds  of  appliances.  It  therefore  seemed 
to  him  that  it  would  be  a  public  benefit 
if  the  Institution  at  South  Kensington 
were  either  duplicated  or  broken  up. 
If  it  could  be  duplicated,  one  model 
might  be  kept  at  head-quarters,  and 
another  kept  at  those  different  centres 
of  industry  which  possessed  a  technical 
school,  to  render  such  appliances  of 
general  advantage.  For  instance,  the 
machinexy  used  in  the  cotton  trade 
might  be  sent  to  Manchester ;  at  Shef- 
field there  might  be  a  Museum  giving 
models  of  appliances  connected  with  the 
trade  in  steel ;  and  so  on  throughout 
the  country.  He  believed  that  at  Ports- 
mouth there  already  existed  a  School  of 
Naval  Architecture,  or  something  of 
that  kind,  which  was  of  great  use  to 
those  who  were  learning  that  branch  of 
industry.  He  should  like  to  obtain  from 
tiie  Oovemment  some  expression  of  their 
views  as  to  the  establishment  of  local 
Museums  of  a  special  character  in  con- 
nection with  the  principal  industries  in 
Inland,  and  whether  they  proposed  to 
continue  the  Patent  Museum  at  South 
Kensington  as  the  only  place  where  the 
.Patents  of  the  country  could  be  in- 
spected. Certainly,  in  its  present  posi- 
tion it  was  almost  wholly  useless,  and 
those  who  were  interested  in  Patents 
for  inventions  seldom  had  access  to  it. 
•There  was  one  other  point  upon  which 
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he  wished  to  ask  a  question — ^namely^ 
in  regard  to  the  police.  He  was  glad 
to  see  that  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  was  now  in  his  place.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recollect 
that  there  was  a  time  when  he  had 
questioned  the  late  Oovemment  as  to 
whether  the  police  employed  at  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  slso  received 
police  pay,  together  with  the  aUowance 
they  drew  from  the  Patent  Office.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recollect 
that,  on  a  former  occasion,  he  opposed 
the  Vote ;  and  ho  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  would  go  with 
him  into  the  Lobby  against  it  on  l^e 
present  occasion  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  had  properly  repre- 
sented the  course  he  (Mr.  Chamberlidn) 
had  taken  on  the  occasion  referred  to. 
[Mr.  Abthub  O'CoNiroB  said  it  was  re- 
ported in  Samard.]  He  thought  not, 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  represented 
the  matter.  He  had  certainly  misun- 
derstood the  question  which  he  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  had  raised.  What  he  was 
anxious  to  ascertain  was  whether  the 
police,  while  being  paid  out  of  the  Na- 
tional funds,  were  simply  performing 
Metropolitan  duties.  He  was  answered 
at  the  time  that  the  services  paid  for  in 
the  Vote  were  services  wholly  performed 
in  connection  with  the  National  Museum, 
and  as  such  were  properly  chargeable 
upon  the  Estimates.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  had  raised  a  question  which 
was  worth  considering,  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  endeavour  in  the  future  prepara- 
tion of  the  Estimates  to  give  me  total 
amount  under  different  heads,  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  suggested. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  per- 
fectly correct  in  saying  that  the  main 
increase  in  the  Vote  was  owing  to  the 
addition  made  in  the  Indexing  staff. 
On  former  occasions  great  importance 
had  been  attached  to  the  rapid  prepara- 
tion of  Indexes,  and,  at  the  suggestion  of 
the  Master  of  the  Bolls,  the  work  was 
being  rapidly  proceeded  with.  That,  he 
thought,  would  account  for  the  increase 
in  the  present  year.  In  answer  to  his 
hon.  Eriend  the  Member  for  Midhurst 
(Sir  Henry  Holland),  he  might  s^y  that 
the  whole  question  of  the  Patent  Law 
would  undoubtedly  receive  the  careful 
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consideration  of  the  (}oyemm6nt  during 
the  Eecess,  and  he  hoped  that  it  would 
be  his  duty  next  Session  to  bring  in  aBill 
dealing  with  the  subject  in  the  spirit  of 
the  remarks  which  he  had  made  on  a 
recent  occasion.  He  now  came  to  the 
important  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.Hinde  Palmer) 
—  namely,  the  question  of  Patent 
Museums.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
Museum  at  South  Kensington  was  not 
altogether  in  a  satisfactory  condition. 
It  was  so  small  that  the  inventions  at 
present  sent  there  could  not  be  properly 
exhibited,  and  there  was  no  room  for 
any  further  extension.  He  did  not 
think,  however,  that  the  reason  why 
better  provision  had  not  been  made  was 
that  which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  supposed.  At  all  events,  he  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  did  not  pretend  to  say 
that  it  was  to  be  excused  on  the  ground 
of  lack  of  funds,  although  he  might  say 
that  the  question  of  funds  was  one  of 
very  considerable  importance.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  if  they  were  to  establish 
a  Museum  on  an  efficient  scale,  so  as  to 
give  anything  like  a  complete  representa- 
tion of  English  inventions,  it  would  in- 
volve the  expenditure  of  a  very  large 
sum  indeed,  probably  something  like 
£500,000.  It  was  no  answer  to  say  that 
the  money  could  be  provided  out  of  the 
fees  paid  upon  patents.  Of  course,  that 
was  one  source  of  income ;  but  it  went 
to  the  reduction  of  taxation  generally. 
If  the  fees  paid  to  the  Patent  Office 
were  devoted  for  the  building  of  a 
Museum,  it  would  be  necessary  to  in- 
crease tiaation  in  some  other  du'ection. 
He  (Mr,  Chamberlain)  was  personally 
mucn  interested  in  the  matter,  and  he 
spoke  with  some  practical  experience, 
both  of  patents  and  inventions.  At  the 
same  time,  he  must  confess  that  if  he 
had  a  sum  of  £500,000  to  deal  with,  he 
would  be  able  to  use  it  with  greater  ad- 
vantage generally  than  in  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Patent  Museum.  The  Com- 
mittee must  consider,  in  the  first  place, 
what  the  object  of  the  Patent  Museum 
was  to  be.  Was  it  to  be  merely  a 
Museum  of  archaeological  and  historical 
curiosities  ?  He  did  not  depreciate  the 
importance  of  such  a  collection;  but 
they  had  the  nucleus  of  one  in  the  pre- 
sent Museum.  For  instance,  it  con- 
tained an  illustration  of  the  invention  of 
the  steam-enffine ;  and  specimens  were 
given  from  me  time  of  the" Socket " 
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down  to  the  present  time.  No  doubt 
such  a  Museum  was  amusing,  and,  to  a 
certain  extent,  highly  instructive;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  such  a  Museum 
would  justify  the  enormous  expenditure 
to  which  he  had  referred,  nor  did  he 
think  that  that  was  in  the  mind  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  because  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  something 
about  the  advanti^  the  Museum  would 
be  to  inventors.  It  would  be  of  no  ad- 
vantage to  see  such  inventions  aa  the 
"Bo^et"  steam-engine,  which  had 
been  long  superseded  by  other  inven- 
tions. In  order  that  an  inventor  should 
derive  real  advantage,  he  must  have 
every  important  step  in  every  important 
invention  fully  represented,  and  that,  he 
believed,  would  be  found  to  be  a  diffi- 
culty of  first-class  magnitude.  His  hon« 
and  learned  Friend  spoke  as  if  the  prc^ 
blem  had  been  settled  in  the  United 
States.  He  could  assure  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  that  that  was  not  the 
case.  A  few  years  ago,  when  a  great 
part  of  the  Patent  Museum  of  Washing- 
ton was  burned  down,  and  a  large  ou- 
lection  of  inventions  was  burned  with 
the  building,  there  was  a  general  sense 
of  relief  and  satisfaction,  because  the 
collection  had  already    outgrown   any 

Eossibilil^  of  useM  reference.  It  had 
een  laid  down  previously  in  America 
that  a  model  of  every  invention  should 
be  deposited  ;  and,  consequently,  the 
Museum  was,  theoretically,  at  all  events, 
a  Museum  which  contained  every  inven- 
tion upon  every  subject.  But  he  had 
seen  a  Eeport  from  the  curator  of  a 
Museum  in  Washin^n  to  the  effect 
that  if  the  rate  of  mcrease  continued 
there  was  no  building  in  the  United 
States,  and  no  town  in  the  United 
States,  in  point  of  fact,  whose  area 
would  be  sufficient  to  contain  the  models 
deposited.  It  was  found,  therefore,  that 
if  a  Museum  was  to  be  of  any  value  at 
all  there  must  be  a  careful  selection; 
and,  latterly,  in  the  United  States  the 
authorities  had  attempted  to  make  such 
a  selection.  He  was  told  only  the  other 
day  by  a  gentleman  who  had  recently 
returned  ^m  the  United  States,  that 
the  collection  there  was  so  large  that 
there  was  no  possibility  of  adequate  ex- 
hibition, and  if  anyone  wanted  to  see  a 
E articular  model,  it  had  to  be  hunted  up 
y  communication  with  the  Curators  at 
a  considerable  loss  of  time,  because  tke 
person  who  desired  to  see  it  fooad  itim- 
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posmble  to  disoover  it  for  himself,  owing 
to  the  want  of  room  now  existing  for 
exhibition.  He  did  not  say  that  that 
difficolty  was  absolutely  insurmount- 
able ;  but  it  showed  the  necessity  of  con- 
fining themselves  to  a  satisfactory  and 
useful  selection.  But  then  arose  the 
diificully — who  could  tell  what  were 
useful  inventions  and  what  were  not  ? 
Who  could  tell  which  of  the  present  in- 
ventions would  be  most  useful  in  assist- 
ing further  inventions?  Yet  this  was 
what  they  wanted  in  a  Patent  Museum— 
namely,  that  an  inventor  should  be  able 
to  go  Uiere  and  gather  useful  lunts  and 
suggestions.  It  was  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  the  best  expert  to  decide  be- 
for^iand  what  invention  should  come 
under  the  head  of  the  best  inven- 
tions. He  was  not  now  discussing  the 
question  thoroughly,  but  he  was 
only  dealing  with  such  points  as 
hsd  been  suggested  by  the  remarks 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He 
placed  these  observations  before  the 
Committee  in  order  to  show  the  diffi- 
culties which  surrounded  the  question. 
At  the  same  time,  he  would  assure  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  during  the 
Becess,  when  the  other  questions  con- 
nected with  the  Patent  Office  were  con- 
sidered, the  question  of  a  public  Patent 
Museum  and  a  public  selection  of  useful 
inventions   would  also  receive  careful 

eonsideration^^ 

Ms.  DILLWYN  said,  he  was  glad  to 
have  heard  the  remarks  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  He  agreed  with  every  word  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  said.  He  thought 
it  would  be  absurd  to  provide  an  Institu- 
tion that  should  contain  all  the  inven- 
tions  of  the  oountry.  It  was  a  kind  of 
myth  which  was  never  hkely  to  be  ful- 
filled. All  that  was  necessary  for  any 
useful  purpose  was  to  give  a  good  col- 
lection of  drawings  and  specifications. 
They  would  be  far  more  useful  to  in- 
ventors than  any  Museum  of  the  kind 
suggested.  His  right  hon.  Friend  said 
the  probable  expense  of  a  Patent 
Museum  would  be  £500,000.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  did  not  believe  they  would 
get  a  site  for  such  a  sum,  and  the  total 
cost  would  be  infinitely  more.  The  ex- 
pense of  an  adequate  site  would  be 
enormous.  They  all  knew  what  the 
cost  of  land  in  I^ndon  was,  and  he  was 
oonvinced  that  the  mere  purchase  of  the 
nte  for  such  a  purpose  would  cover  the 
who&e  sooi  mentioned  by  his  right  hon. 
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Friend.  He  had  been  very  glad  to  hear 
the  remarks  made  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  he  hoped  they  would  tend 
to  dissipate  the  expectations  entertained 
by  some  persons,  that  the  Oovemment 
contemplated  entering  upon  this  gigantic 
and  useless  expenditure. 

Mb.  E.  OOLLINS  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  remarks  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Lincoln 
(Mr.  Hinde  Palmer)  had  been  altogether 
fairly  treated.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  directed  attention  specially 
to  the  Museum  at  South  Kensington, 
and  the  tendency  of  his  remarks  was  to 
show  that  that  Museum  was  by  no  means 
sufficient  for  the  requirements  of  the 
country.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  not  attempted  to  shadow  forth  the 
extensive  scheme  alluded  to  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn). 
The  views  of  the  hon.  and  leamldd  Mem- 
ber for  Lincoln  were  moderate,  and  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  only  wished  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Oovemment 
to  the  insufficiency  of  the  existing  Mu- 
seum, with  the  view  of  endeavouring  to 
induce  them  to  give  the  subject  more 
consideration  than  it  had  yet  received. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  pointed 
out  to  the  Committee  that  the  sum  de- 
rived from  Patent  Fees  now  amounted 
to  £  1 50, 000  a-year.  The  exact  sum  was 
J&144,000.  That  was  a  very  large  sum ; 
and  when  it  was  borne  in  mind  that  the 
accumulation  ofthesurplusfees  amounted 
to  £2,000,000,  it  might  naturally  be 
thought  that  a  revenue  so  large  and 
constantly  accumulating  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  make  provision  for  the  proper 
collection  and  exhibition  of  mode&. 

Mb.  OBAIG  said,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  an  exhibition  of  drawings  and 
specifications  would  be  useful,  but  they 
would  not  sttoersede  the  exhibition  of 
models.  A  Model  Museum  must  be 
of  great  utility.  Let  the  Committee 
consider  for  a  moment  what  the  effect 
would  have  been  upon  a  mind  such  as 
that  of  Qeorge  Stephenson,  if  he  could 
have  been  brought  in  contact  with  a 
Model  Museum.  The  exhibition  of 
models  enabled  a  man  with  an  inventive 
genius  to  mature  his  own  inventions, 
and  thus  confer  great  benefit  upon  the 
general  public,  and  every  man  who  was 
acquainted  with  the  subject  must  at  once 
see  that  it  was  most  desirable  to  have  a 
better  building  than  that  which  now 
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existed  at  South  Kensington.  If  the 
arrangements  wore  more  complete  many 
persons  would  come  up  from  the  country 
for  the  purpose  of  visiting  the  Museum 
— persons  who  were  accustomed  in  their 
daily  occupation  to  see  machinery  at 
work,  and  persons  whose  ideas  would 
be  sharpened  by  an  inspection  of  the 
inventions  of  others.  He  thought  it  was 
incumbent  upon  the  Government  of  the 
country,  which  depended  so  much  upon 
manufacturing  and  mining  industries, 
to  improve,  as  far  as  possible,  the  tools 
with  which  the  people  worked,  so  that 
in  the  end  they  might  cheapen  the  cost 
of  production.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  referred  to  the  Patent  Museum  in 
America.  There  was  no  doubt  that  that 
was  a  very  clumsy  and  heterogeneous 
collection,  which  there  was  no  necessity 
for  imitating.  What  he  would  advise 
was  that  the  classifications  pursued  in 
the  present  building  should  be  con- 
tinued, but  that  the  evils  into  which  the 
Americans  had  fallen  should  be  avoided, 
and  we  should  soon  x^ossess  a  collection 
of  models  worthy  of  the  greatest  manu- 
facturing country  in  the  world.  At  the 
same  time,  while  keeping  up  the  intelli- 
gence of  our  inventors,  and  assisting  the 
commercial  well-being  of  the  country, 
such  a  Museum  would  afford  the  greatest 
assistance  to  inventors  in  seeing  whether 
the  invention  that  was  engaging  their 
attention  was  already  in  existence  or 
not.  He  believed  that  the  idea  of  estab- 
lishing a  Patent  Museum  would  be  most 
popular,  and  that  if  it  were  carried  out 
it  would  in  many  respects  be  a  most 
instructive  Institution  for  giving  expres- 
sion to  the  inventive  genius  of  the  coun- 
try. He  trusted,  therefore,  that  the 
question  would  receive  the  attention 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
promised  to  devote  to  it. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  was  probably  right 
as  to  the  effect  of  his  previous  speech. 
The  question  then  asked  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  whether  the  police 
who  were  paid  out  of  the  Vote  performed 
duties  exclusively  for  the  Museum,  and 
were  paid  for  the  duties  so  performed, 
or  whether  they  received  their  police 
pay  in  addition  ?  That  was  a  question 
wluoh  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  would  like  to 
have  answered.    The  right  hon.  Ghentle- 

Mr.  Oraig 


man  seemed  to  be  satisfied  upon  the 
point  now;  and  he  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
inform  the  Committee  whether  the  police- 
men on  duty  at  South  Kensington  were 
paid  as  members  of  the  Police  Force  over 
and  above  the  money  they  drew  from 
the  Vote. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  he  spoke 
from  recollection.  The  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  be  speaking  from  a  book; 
but  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  was  quite 
certain  that  his  recollection  was  accu- 
rate. He  had  been  anxious  to  know 
whether  the  policemen  who  were  paid 
out  of  the  National  funds  were  doing 
Metropolitan  work,  in  which  case  he 
thought  they  ought  to  be  paid  out  of 
the  Metropolitan  funds,  and  not  out  of 
the  National  Exchequer.  He  was  an- 
swered at  the  time,  and  he  believed 
that  it  was  the  fact  that  they  were  doing 
National  work.  Therefore,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  Vote. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked  if 
they  also  received  pay  as  policemen  ? 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH: 
They  are  amply  paid  by  the  Treasury, 
and  they  receive  no  pay  from  the  Police. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(6.)  £14,277,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Paymaster  General's  Office. 

Mr.  S.  LEIGHTON  said,  he  had  a 
Eesolution  on  the  Paper  in  regard  to 
this  Vote,  which  he  regretted  to  have 
to  bring  forward  as  it  might  have  the 
appearance  of  wasting  the  time  of  the 
Committee.  This,  however,  was  not  his 
fault,  but  was  the  fault  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury ;  and  when  he  stated  the  pre- 
cise position  of  the  matter  he  believed 
that  the  Committee  would  see  that  there 
was  a  good  deal  to  be  said  upon  it.  The 
Vote  about  to  be  taken  was  for  the  Pay- 
master General's  Office.  The  Paymaster 
General  was  the  banker  to  the  Suitors 
in  Chancery,  and  as  their  banker  he  had 
something  like  a  sum  of  £60,000,000  in 
his  possession.  A  portion  of  that  money 
consisted  of  unclaimed  funds,  or  dor- 
mant funds.  Several  Acts  had  been 
passed  directing  that  proper  particulars 
should  be  g^ven  to  Suitors  in  respect  of 
this  unclaimed  money,  in  order  that  they 
might  claim  their  own.  These  Acts  of 
Parliament  had  been  violated,  and  on 
account  of  the  violation  of  l^em,  he 
I  intended  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
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Vote  by  the  sum  of  £500.  One  Act  of 
Parliament  directed  that  every  informa- 
tion should  be  given  to  the  Suitors  in 
regard  to  this  unclaimed  money,  and 
that  every  three  years  there  shoidd  be 
a  list  of  names  published.  Now,  in  the 
first  place,  a  list  had  not  been  published 
eveiy  three  years.  A  list  ought  to 
have  been  published  in  1876,  1879,  and 
another  would  be  due  in  1882;  but,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  only  one  had  been 
published  in  1877,  and  another  a  few 
months  ago.  In  the  next  place,  the  Act 
of  Parliament  laid  down  that  the  list 
should  be  alphabetical,  and  it  was  not 
alphabetical.  He  would  take,  for  in- 
stance, the  letter  "A,''  and  he  found 
an  en^  to  this  effect — 

**£x  parte  Comimssion  for  execating  the 
office  of  Lord  High  Admiral  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  The 
aoooont  of  Manafield,  Harper,  ftc,  infants." 

It  was  impossible  for  Suitors  to  find 
out  their  claims  under  such  conditions. 
It  might  naturally  be  supposed  that  the 
iault  was  with  the  Paymaster  General 
and  with  his  officials ;  but  the  fault  did 
not  rest  with  him.  It  rested  with  the 
noble  Lord  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  and  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Treasury.  He  found  that  the  Paymaster 
General  had  written  a  letter  to  the  Trea- 
sury upon  the  subject  only  last  year,  in 
which  he  said — 

**I  regret  that  the  representations  I  have  re- 
peatedly addressed  to  the  Lords  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  upon  the  incomplete- 
ness of  the  audit,  and  the  inadequacy  of  my 
staff  even  for  the  work  now  undertaken,  and 
constantly  falling  more  and  more  into  nrrear, 
hare  not  received  any  response,  and  I  have  ac- 
cordingly addressed  a  f  nrUier  letter  to  the  Ck>m- 
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But  there    was    another    letter    even 
stran^^— 

**I  will  not  be  held  responsible  for  the  pos- 
sible oonseqnonces  which  may  result  from  the 
izisaffieient  saperyision  of  pecuniary  transactions 
ef   such  magnitude   unless   I   have   further 

Last  year  the  noble  Lord  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  said  he  would 
give  additional  clerks ;  but  he  now  pro- 
posed actually  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£400.  The  noble  Lord  had  said  on 
one  occasion  that  if  he  (Mr.  8.  Leigh- 
ton)  would  show  him  reasons  for  the 
publication  of  clearer  lists,  he  would 
accede  to  his  proposal.  He  thought  it 
wasyeiy  hard  that  the  noble  Lord  would 


require  a  reason  for  doing  what  common 
honesty  would  suggest.  He  might  almost 
tell  the  Government  to  remembco:  the 
Commandment — ''Thou  shalt  not  steal." 
He  would  point  out  that  the  other  Public 
Offices,  when  they  had  money  belonging 
to  the  public  in  their  hands,  had  always 
given  the  information  for  which  he  asked. 
The  India  Office,  the  War  Office,  the 
Courts  of  Law,  all  published  detaUs  of 
money  in  their  possession,  which  be- 
longed to  others. 

&B  CHAIRMAN :  I  trusted  to  the 
hon.  Member  being  correct  in  stating 
that  the  Vote  he  refers  to  came  under 
the  head  of  the  Paymaster  Qeneral ;  but 
I  find  that  the  Vote  comes  under  the 
Chancery  Pay  Office,  Class  III,  Tote  4 ; 
therefore,  the  hon.  Member  is  clearly 
out  of  Order. 

Mb.  S.  LEIGHTON  said,  if  the 
Chairman  had  made  that  observation 
earlier  he  would  have  been  saved  some 
trouble.  He  would  renew  his  Motion 
at  the  proper  time. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £6,243,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Public  Works  Loan  Commission. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  on 
this  Vote  he  wished  to  call  attention  to 
the  West  India  Islands  Relief  Commis« 
sion.  He  was  under  the  impression 
that  that  Commission  did  not  exist,  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Financial  Secretazy 
to  the  Treasury  would  be  able  to  teu 
him  whether  his  impression  was  correct 
or  not.  He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  be- 
lieved that  the  Commission  was  put  an 
end  to  before  the  commencement  of  the 
period  for  which  this  Vote  was  taken ; 
therefore,  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  asking 
for  a  Vote  which  did  not  exist,  and 
which  had  not  existed  during  the  proper 
financial  period.  This  Relief  Commission 
was  to  the  West  India  Islands  very  much 
what  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commission 
was  to  the  United  Kingdom,  and  its 
history  it  would  be  very  useful  to  re- 
member when  they  came  to  consider  the 
value  of  the  Public  Works  Loan  Com- 
mission in  this  country.  There  was  al- 
ways this  great  danger,  of  the  money 
advanced  by  the  Loan  Commissioners 
not  being  veiy  well  looked  after — that 
was  to  say,  the  appropriation  of  it.  He 
found  in  the  Report  of  the  Public  Ac- 
counts Commissioner  on  this  Vote  QQOA-* 
tions  and  answers  to  the  following  effect. 
It  was  asked  whether  it  was  intended 
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that  the  necessary  statements  should  be 
furnished  with  reference  to  the  West 
India  Islands  Belief  Commission  Ac- 
count ?  And  the  reply  was — 

**  Certainly;  and  it  might  he  mentioned  to 
the  Committee  that  the  work  that  the  country 
had  undertaken  as  to  these  loans  involved  a 
very  conKiderahlo  amount  of  lahour.  The  ac- 
counts of  the  loans  in  arrcar  had  not  been 
examined  for  a  long  period,  and  to  clear  up 
doubtful  cases  extending  over  many  years  would 
entail  a  largo  amount  of  correspondence  and 
trouble.  Two  Acts  had  been  passed  which  had 
cleared  off  conniderable  items  of  those  arrears ; 
but,  of  course,  the  Treasury  had  felt  bound  in 
no  case  to  suggest  a  remission  or  composition  of 
the  loan  until  they  were  thoroughly  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  possible  moans  of  recovering 
the  amount  due.  The  Treasury  had  now  the 
West  India  Islands  Relief  Commission  under 
their  consideration,  and  had  been  in  communi- 
cation  with  the  Commissioners  on  the  subject  of 
their  loans.  The  Treasury  had  been  instructed 
to  offer  certain  terms  to  certain  creditors,  and 
had  further  given  instructions  that  proceedings 
should  be  taken  against  them  where  the  debts 
were  not  cleared  up.  The  difficulty  which  arose 
as  to  these  loans  was  that  they  were  advanced,  in 
most  instances,  to  indiWduals.  As  soon  as  each 
of  the  branches  of  the  Commission  had  finished 
its  labours,  the  consent  of  Parliament  would  be 
asked  to  such  remissions  of  loans  as  might  be 
considered  necessary," 

That  was  the  effect  of  the  answer  given 
before  the  Public  Accounts  Commis- 
sioner. As  he  had  said,  the  West  India 
Islands  Belief  Commission  had  ceased  to 
exist ;  but  the  Public  Works  Loan  Com- 
mission still  continued,  and  the  way  it 
did  its  work  was  very  much  the  same  as 
the  way  in  which  the  West  India  Islands 
Belief  Commission  had  done  theirs.  The 
Board  was  simply  a  lending  Board,  and 
the  duty  of  looking  after  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  money  fell  upon  the  Local 
Government  Board,  which  body  had  only 
a  limited  power  of  following  the  expen- 
diture. An  Act  was  passed  two  years 
ago  enabling  them  to  do  what  ought  to 
have  been  done  from  the  beginning, 
and  the  consequence  of  the  delay  had 
been  that  a  large  amount  of  money  had 
been  mis-spent,  and  a  great  deal  lost  be- 
yond recovery,  especially  in  connection 
with  the  different  narbours  of  the  coun- 
try. He  would  not  go  into  details  with 
regard  to  the  harbours,  which  were  re- 
ferred to  at  length  in  the  Beport  of  the 
Loans  Board  for  1879-80.  Beferenoe 
was  there  made  to  harbours  both  in 
Ireland  and  in  England.  In  the  case  of 
one  harbour  in  Wexford,  the  whole 
amount  of  money  voted  had  never  been 
issued  to  the  Harbour  Commissioners; 
yet,  in  the  Beport  of  the  Public  Loans 

Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor 


Board,  he  found  the  harbour  people  put 
down  as  debtors  for  a  certain  amount  of 
money.     It  struck  him   as  a  strange 
'  thing,  if  these  Commissioners  were  to 
'  receive  a  certain  amount  of  money  on 
;  account  of  harbour  works,   that  they 
>  should  be  put  down  as  being  in  arrear 
with  their  repayment  of  principal  and  in- 
terest when  the  total  amount  of  principal 
I  had  not  yet  been  advanced.     Perhaps 
I  the  noble  Lord  would  give  him  some 
I  explanation  upon  this  point  ?    Another 
j  thing  he  wished  to  ask  was  what  was 
proposed  to  be  done  with  reference  to 
I  the  loans  to  Harwich  Harbour — whe- 
ther the  Government  proposed  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  wipe  off  the  loans,  as  loans  in 
the  case  of  the  West  India  Islands  Belief 
Commission  had  been  cleared  away  ? 

LoKD  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  with  regard  to  the  last  question,  it 
would  more  properly  rise  on  Class  I.  in 
connection  with  the  Harbour  Votes.  The 
Treasury  hoped  to  receive  back  a  por- 
tion of  their  money,  and,  therefore,  mey 
did  not  expect  to  have  to  wipe  off  the 
debt.  As  to  the  other  harbour  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member,  the  transaction 
occurred  before  his  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish's)  time  at  the  Treasury.  It 
had  never  been  brought  before  him; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  desired  it  he 
would  make  inquiries  and  fi^ve  him  an 
answer  upon  Beport.  With  rerard  to 
the  Beport  of  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General  with  reference  to  the  audit  of 
these  accounts,  he  was  happy  to  be  able 
to  inform  the  hon.  Member  that  the  audit 
was  now  more  complete  and  fuller  than 
it  used  to  be,  and  they  might  expect 
satisfactory  results  from  the  alteration. 
With  regard  to  the  West  India  Islands 
Belief  Commission,  the  Treasury  had 
deemed  it  advisable,  in  the  public  in- 
terest, to  bring  it  to  a  termination  some 
time  ago. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(8.)  £11,567,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Beeord  Office. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  said,  be  did  not  wish 
to  delay  the  Committee  by  any  lengthened 
observations ;  but  he  wished  to  call  the 
noble  Lord's  attention  to  the  question 
of  the  publication  of  the  documents 
issued  by  this  Office,  which  documents 
were  of  great  value.  He  desired  to  ask 
if  some  bietter  facilities  could  not  be 
given  to  the  public  for  obtaining  pos- 
session of  the  very  valuable  books  whioh 
were  issued  here  from  time  to  time? 

L^iyiu^uu  uy  ">. ■  x^  >^ Vt  l v^ 
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BuL  B.  ASSHETON  0E0S8:  Iftm 
afraid  the  Financial  Secreta^^  will  think 
this  matter  is  a  hobby  of  «nine,  because 
I  have  eo  often  brought  it  before  the 
Honse.  Hitherto  I  have  been  satisfied 
with  the  answer  he  has  been  able  to 
give  me  with  regard  to  the  course  he  has 
taken ;  but  I  cannot  too  strongly  press 
upon  the  Qovemment,  now  they  nave 
aceamnlated  this  great  mass  of  public 
information  in  the  Beoord  Office,  that 
ereiy  precaution  should  be  taken  to  pre- 
serve  the  documents  from  fire.  One 
point  I  am  particularly  anxious  to  put 
befwe  the  noble  Lord  on  this  question, 
and  it  is  this,  that  I  am  afraid  the  re- 
lations between  the  Eecord  Office  and 
the  gendeman  who  has  control  over  the 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade  under  the 
siiperintendance  of  the  Metropolitan 
Botfd  of  Works,  are  not  as  sati^actory 
88  they  should  be.  I  think  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind,  he  who  is  looked  to  for 
keeping  all  the  fires  in  the  Metropolis 
down  should  be  one  of  the  parties  con- 
snlted  in  the  matter  of  the  safe-keeping 
of  the  documents  in  the  Public  Record 
Office.  As  I  am  informed,  the  gentle- 
man m  charge  of  the  Fire  Office  has 
nerer  been  consulted  in  any  shape  with 
regard  to  the  records.  The  Becoxd  Office 
is  entirely  in  different  hands,  and  this 
gentleman  knows  nothing  about  the 
means  to  be  taken  should  a  fire  break 
out  there.  He  and  his  men  would 
have  everything  to  learn ;  and  I  really 
would  impress  upon  the  Government 
how  deeirable  it  is  that  Oaptain  Shaw, 
one  of  the  most  valuable  officers  we 
have  in  thia  particular  department, 
should  be  placed  in  the  closest  connec- 
tion with  the  Becord  Office,  and  should 
be  consulted  about  protecting  it  from 
fire. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  that  before  the 
noble  Lord  rose,  he  wished  to  draw  his 
Attention  to  another  point,  and,  perhaps, 
if  he  was  not  able  to  give  an  answer  off- 
hand, he  would  make  a  point  of  inquir- 
ing into  the  matter,  and  giving  full 
information  on  Beport.  What  he  (Mr. 
Healy]  wished  to  know  was  what  the 
Government  intended  to  do  in  the  case 
of  the  old  Irish  manuscripts  in  Italy 
and  Switzerland,  which  the  Italian  and 
Swiss  authorities  had  very  liberally 
offered  to  give  up,  on  being  -assured 
that  tiny  would  be  placed  in  safe-keep- 
ing, either  in  this  country  or  Ireland  ? 
Se  did  not  know  whether  the  question 


684 

properly  aro4e  Under  this  Vote ;  btit  it 
was  a  fact  that  very  valuable  Irish  manu- 
scripts were  in  the  library  at  Bome 
and  in  the  Libraries  of  some  of  the  Swiss 
towns;  and  they  were  considered  of 
comparatively  littie  value  in  these  foroign 
countries.  The  foreign  Gevemments 
would  be  willing  to  give  them  up  to  the 
custody  of  such  a  body  as  the  Boyal 
Hibernian  Academy.  What  he  wished 
to  know  was  whether  the  keepers  of  the 
Italian  and  Swiss  Libraries  had  put 
themselves  into  communication  with  the 
Government  on  this  matter  ?  The  sub- 
ject was  one  of  national  interest  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  trusted  the  Government 
would  give  it  the  consideration  it  de- 
served. 

Lord  FBEDEBIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  had  not  been  brought  to  his 
knowledge  that  any  offer  of  manuscripts 
had  been  made  to  any  Department  of 
the  State  by  any  Italian  or  Swiss  offi- 
cials ;  but  he  would  make  inquiries  into 
the  subject  without  delay. 

Mb.  HEALT  said,  he  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  communications  had  passed; 
it  was  more  in  the  shape  of  an  under- 
standing between  the  officials  of  the  two 
countries. 

LoBD  FBEDEBIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  would  inquire  whether  the  mat- 
ter had  ever  been  under  consideration  ; 
if  it  had,  at  any  rate  it  had  not  come 
under  his  notice.  As  to  the  important 
question  raised  concerning  firecT^  he  fully 
concurred  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  as  to  the 
extrome  importance,  not  only  of  the 
Public  Beoord  Office,  but  of  eveiy  Office 
of  the  State,  taking  the  best  precautions 
against  the  outbroak  of  fire.  Whether 
or  not  the  best  arrangement  would  be  to 
make  the  Chief  Officer  of  the  Metropolitan 
Fire  Brigade  rosponsible  for  the  docu- 
ments in  the  difi&ront  Departments  of 
the  Government,  he  was  not  at  present 
prepared  to  state ;  but  he  could  promise 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  that  the  matter 
would  be  considered.  With  regard  to 
the  question  put  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Member  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side 
of  the  House  (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  as  to  the 
facilities  to  the  public  for  obtaining 
copies  of  historical  documents,  he  would 
inquiro  whether  these  facilities  could  be 
extended,  and  whether  a  list  could  be 
prepared  of  all  the  publications  whioh 
could  be  procured  in  the  Office.  The 
sale  price  of  these  documents  was  always 
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limited  to  the  cost  of  printing  and  paper, 
no  charge  being  made  in  respect  of  edit- 
ing or  preparing,  or  what  he  might  call 
the  mental  work  in  connection  with  the 
records.  He  did  not  know  whether  fur- 
ther facilities  could  be  given ;  but,  if 
they  could,  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  importance  of  render- 
ing these  documents  as  accessible  as 
possible  to  the  public. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  he  would  like 
to  suggest  that  copies  of  the  records 
should  bo  sent  to  the  Libraries  of  the 
various  Provincial  towns  in  the  country 
where  Libraries  had  been  established  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  wore,  therefore, 
of  a  permanent  character.  It  was  a  very 
small  thing  to  ask,  and  this  was  not  the 
first  time  he  had  ventured  to  make  the 
request.  Considering  the  large  Votes  of 
money  that  Public  Institutions  obtained 
in  London,  it  was  a  very  small  thing  to 
ask  that  the  local  Libraries  should  have 
copies  of  the  Record  publications  pre- 
sented to  them.  Perhaps  the  noble  Lord 
would  undertake  that  the  matter  should 
be  considered  by  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  TORRENS  considered  the  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  were  very  important,  and 
deserved  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
Government.  He  (Mr.  Torrens)  had  not 
been  aware  of  the  possibility  of  their 
being  able  to  obtain  these  documents 
from  foreign  Governments;  but  he 
might  Tnention  to  the  Committee  a 
matter  which  was  within  his  own  know- 
ledge. A  valuable  document  connected 
with  Irish  history  had  been  allowed  to 
pass  out  of  this  country  merely  owing  to 
the  parsimony  of  those  entrusted  with 
the  purchase  of  such  things.  The  docu- 
ment in  question  had  been  offered  over 
and  over  again  to  public  bodies  in  Great 
Britain,  including  the  British  Museum 
and  the  Record  Office.  Terms  had  not 
been  come  to,  and  at  last  it  had  gone  to 
Washington,  and  was  now  in  the  Museum 
of  the  American  Capital.  The  sugges- 
tion which  had  been  thrown  out  was 
very  well  worth  the  consideration  of  the 
Government;  and  he  hoped  such  in- 
stances as  that  to  which  he  referred 
might  not  occur  again.     He  would  sug- 

gest  to  the  authorities  of  the  Record 
ffice,  as  well  as  to  those  of  the  British 
Museum,  that  it  would  be  desirable  in  the 
existing  advanced  state  of  science  that 
they  should  altogether  dispense  with  the 
dangerous  system  of  artificial  lighting 
li^rd  Frederick  Cavendish 
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which  was  now  adopted.  He  had  been 
struck,  both  at  the  Record  Office  and 
the  British  Museum,  with  the  danger 
arising  from  the  use  of  gas,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  strongly  desirable  that 
this  mode  of  lighting  should  not  be  ap- 
plied to  either  of  these  places.  There 
were  no  buildings  in  which  a  safe  light 
was  more  essential  than  these  reposi- 
tories of  ancient  records  and  public 
documents.  Therefore,  he  hoped  before 
the  Vote  came  on  next  year  that  some- 
thing would  be  done  in  the  direction  of 
adopting  a  new  method  of  lighting. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  said,  he  wished  to 
make  an  observation  on  a  matter  which 
he  considered  deserved  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord.  He  wished  to 
ask  whether  the  work  of  investigating 
documents  in  the  archives  of  Venice  was 
commenced  in  1862 ;  and  whether  when 
it  was  entered  into  it  was  not  declared 
that  it  would  last  13  years,  and  that  the 
total  cost  would  not  exceed  £5,000? 
Was  it  not  a  fact  that  this  sum  had  been 
exceeded  by  £1,699  ?  He  should  like 
to  know  how  this  expenditure  was  g^ing 
on,  and  whether  the  Government  pro- 
posed keeping  to  their  original  intention 
or  varying  from  that?  H  it  intended 
departing  from  its  original  intention,  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  was  in- 
tended to  ask  for  further  powers  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  thought  that  the  further  powers 
necessary  were  taken  when  the  Esti- 
mates were  passed.  He  believed  the 
result  of  the  investigations  in  the  Vene- 
tian archives  had  been  of  almost  un- 
rivalled interest.  The  documents  ob- 
tained had  been  of  enormous  value,  and 
he  believed  that  already,  in  all,  115 
volumes  of  transcripts  had  been  received 
in  the  Public  Record  Office  in  this  way. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Member  or  the  Committee  desired  that 
this  work  should  cease. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  documents  which  had  been  ob- 
tained in  Venice  had  a  special  reference 
to  the  matter  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford (Mr.  Healy)  had  mentioned.  These 
documents  distinctly  referred  to  Irish 
history. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(9.)  £22,943,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Registrar  General's  Office,  England. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  with 
regard  to  the  Report  of  tiie  Registrar 
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General  for  England,  lie  would  ask 
whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
make  it  a  little  more  complete  on  a  very 
interesting  point  ?  He  noticed  on  page 
146  of  the  last  Beport  that  the  record  of 
violent  deaths  showed  that  there  were 
of  homicide  cases  206  males  and  168 
females  in  the  year,  making  a  total  of 
374,  or  more  than  one  a-day.  Of  suicides 
there  were— males  1,299,  females  466, 
giving  a  total  of  1,764 ;  that  was  to  say, 
33  suicides  eveiy  week  in  England.  That 
was  a  very  interesting  statement,  but  it 
did  not  include  executions,  which  were 
over  and  above  these  figures.  These 
figures  included  91  murders  of  males 
and  110  of  females,  115  cases  of  man- 
slaughter of  males  and  58  of  females. 
The  figures  were  simply  appalling ;  and 
to  those  hon.  Members  who  came  from  a 
nation  not  given  to  habits  of  this  kind 
it  was  enough  to  make  them  feel  nervous 
to  know  that  this  was  the  state  of  things 
in  the  country  in  which  they  were 
obliged  to  live,  at  any  rate,  six  months 
in  the  year.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
ascertain  from  the  Begistrar  General 
how  many  cases  had  been  brought  to 
justice;  but  he  did  not  find  that  the 
necessary  materials  were  supplied.  He 
heHeved,  however,  that  60  per  cent  of 
the  cases  of  murder  and  manslaughter 
were  not  brought  to  justice.  But  the 
Begistrar  General,  as  he  had  said,  did 
not  appear  to  give  information  on  that 
sabject.  He  cQd  not  know  whether  it 
was  in  his  province  to  do  so ;  but  if  he 
oodd  furnish  the  details,  it  would  make 
his  Beport  more  complete  and  interest- 
ing. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(10.)  £295,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Stationery  and  Printing. 

Sir  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT  re- 
marked,  that  this  was  always  a  heavy 
Vote  and  badly  arranged ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  it  was  this  year  very 
much  better  framed  than  formerly.  There 
were,  however,  many  items  with  respect 
to  which  the  Committee  still  stood  in 
need  of  more  particular  information. 
For  instance,  there  was  a  charge  of 
£60,755  for  the  War  Office,  of  which 
no  particulars  were  given,  the  amount 
being  simply  put  down  as  a  lump  sum. 
Bon.  Members  would  see  that  this  was 
a  veiy  large  item,  and  he  thought  the 
Ckmunittee  might  very  properly  ask  that 
9ome  fprther  imbrmation  should  be  given 


with  respect  to  it  than  appeared  on  the 
face  of  the  Estimate.  The  want  of  par- 
ticulars was  not  only  apparent  in  the 
case  of  the  War  Office,  but  there  were 
several  Departments  for  which  a  charge 
was  made  in  the  same  way,  and  about 
which  much  more  detailed  information 
was  desirable.  He  had  no  wish  to  delay 
the  Vote,  but  simply  rose  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  to  give  instructions  that  in 
future  further  information  should  be 
furnished  with  respect  to  the  charges  for 
the  various  Departments. 

LoED  FBEDEBIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  should  be  happy  to  see  further 
information  given  upon  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  by  &e  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
opposite,  if  it  could  be  done  without 
overloading  the  Estimates.  He  was  sure 
that  hon.  Members  would  agree  that 
while  every  possible  information  should 
be  given,  it  was  by  no  means  desirable 
that  the  volume  of  the  Estimates  should 
be  made  more  bulky  than  at  present. 

An  hon.  Mehbeb  said,  he  thought 
there  ought  to  be  no  difficulty  in  arrang- 
ing for  more  information  of  a  necessary 
kind,  seeing  that  so  much  was  given 
that  was  quite  useless. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  that  this  Vote 
was  one  of  the  heaviest  in  the  Estimates, 
and  required  careful  consideration.  He 
believed  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
had  on  a  previous  occasion  suggested 
that  a  Committee  should  be  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the 
whole  of  this  question ;  and  he  thought, 
if  that  were  done,  it  would  have  the  effect 
both  of  simplifying  the  form  and  re- 
ducing the  amount  of  the  Vote.  It  was 
difficmt  for  anyone  at  that  time  to  enter 
into  an  elaborate  examination  of  these 
charges,  and  he  certainly  had  no  wish  to 
do  so  ;  but  anyone  practically  acquainted 
with  the  matter  would  perceive  at  once 
that  on  several  items  a  considerable 
amount  could  be  saved.  A  good  deal 
of  the  paper  used  in  the  Department  was 
of  a  kind  that  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years  would  be  found  to  be  useless, 
while  the  printing  would  be  unreadable, 
because  the  ink  on  the  paper  would  dis- 
appear. The  question,  therefore,  was 
one  which  required  consideration.  To 
spend  money  on  paper  that  would  not 
be  permanent  involved  a  distinct  loss  to 
the  nation,  and  he  thought  these  con- 
siderations were  such,  as  amongst  others. 
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might  fairly  justify  the  Goyemment  in 
acting  upon  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Midhurst  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee.  With  regard  to 
the  Foreign  Office  papers,  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  better  class  of  printing 
in  connection  with  them  meant  higher 
wages,  and  this  would  account  for  the 
increase  under  that  head.  And  not  only 
was  the  printing  costly,  but  it  was  badly 
done.  As  a  practical  printer,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  say  that  some  of  the  Government 
work  was  printed  upon  paper  and  with 
ink  that,  in  the  course  of  time,  would 
fade,  'and  the  reports  become  wholly 
illegible. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  this  subject  had  been  under 
most  careful  consideration  for  several 
years.  With  respect  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee,  he  would  remind 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle that  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two 
Houses  had  been  recently  sitting  to  in- 
quire into  the  question  of  Parliamentary 
printing.  The  investigation  of  that  Com- 
mittee would  undoubtedly  embrace  the 
points  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend,  and  in 
the  meantime  he  could  assure  him  that 
every  effort  had  been  made  to  keep  the 
expenditure  under  this  Vote  within  proper 
bounds. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  for  some 
information  with  regard  to  the  charge 
upon  page  146  for  the  Gazettes  of 
Ix)ndon,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin.  He 
would  like  to  know  what  became  of  the 
£32,000  profit  arising  from  these  publi- 
cations? Because,  if  it  went  to  the 
printer,  he  was  at  a  lossNio  understand 
why  the  money  paid  to  the  printer  for 
the  publication  of  the  Gazettes  was  in- 
cluded in  the  account  which  resulted  in 
this  profit  being  shown.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  did  not  see  why  it  should  be 
credited  to  the  printer,  because  the  esti- 
mated extra  receipts  amounted  to  only 
£4,690.  Under  the  circumstances,  it 
was  difficult  to  see  what  became  of  this 
large  sum  of  £32,000.  There  was  another 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Lord.  Of  late 
years  the  Stationery  Office  had  obtained 
power  to  extend  its  operations  to  India  ; 
and  ho  understood  that  the  Calcutta 
tradesmen  had  made  representations  to 
the  Government  upon  this  subject.  They 
protested  against  the  recent  Order  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  directing  the  Sta- 
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tionery  Department  to  obtain  ite  sup- 
plies in  England  instead  of  in  India  as 
heretofore,  and  they  described  it  as  un- 
just towards  India,  and  inconsistent  with 
the  late  resolution  of  the  Government, 
to  encourage  private  trade  by  purchasing 
its  stores  as  far  as  possible  in  the  Indian 
market.  The  Order  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  been  made  apparently  in 
ignorance  of  the  fact  that  the  system  of 
buying  Government  stationery  in  India 
had  for  some  time  worked  well,  and 
effected  a  large  saving.  He  must  say 
that,  on  the  face  of  it,  the  representation 
of  the  Calcutta  Trades  Association  was 
a  reasonable  one,  and  if  it  was  a  fact 
that  the  system  of  supplying  the  sta- 
tionery from  the  Indian  market  had  re- 
sulted in  a  saving,  as  compared  wi^  the 
system  of  supply  from  this  country,  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  justify  the 
alteration  made  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  transferring  the  business  to  England. 
There  was  another  point  arising  on  this 
Vote  to  which  the  noble  Lord  some 
months  ago  promised  his  attention — 
namely,  the  amount  of  money  paid  for 
printing  in  the  Foreign  Office,  the  autho- 
rities at  which  Department  had  a  special 
printing  office  under  their  \K)ntrol.  He 
had  pointed  out  on  a  previous  occasion 
that  the  rates  of  payment  for  work  done 
in  that  Department  were  various,  and  in 
many  cases  above  the  rates  at  which  the 
WOTk  could  be  done  by  the  Stationery 
Office.  He  was  certain  that  the  Con- 
troller of  the  Stationery  Department  had 
made  representations  as  to  the  waste  of 
money  which  took  place  in  the  Foreign 
Office  in  connection  with  printing ;  and 
ho  believed  the  noble  Lord  had  stated 
that  the  matter  should  be  inquired  into, 
and  the  resolution  arrived  at  stated  to 
the  Committee. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  explanation  of  the  point 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
with  regard  to  the  publication  of  the 
Gazettes  was  that  the  money  was  paid  in 
stamps  and  not  in  cash,  and  did  not, 
therefore,  appear  in  the  actual  receipts 
paid  into  the  Exchequer.  With  regud 
to  the  Foreign  Office  printing,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  had  stated  that  the  ques- 
tion was  under  the  careful  consideration 
of  the  Foreign  Office;  but  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that,  although  the  print- 
ing done  at  the  Office  related  to  matters 
that  were  confidentid,  there  were  wom% 
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classes  of  work  of  a  more  striofly  con- 
fidential character  than  others;  and  it 
woold,  he  thought,  be  verr  questionable 
economy  to  risk  publicity  by  an  attempt 
to  g^  tne  printing  executed  at  a  smaller 
cost.  Neverthelees,  eyeiy  endeavour 
would  be  made  to  see  if  anything  could 
be  saved  in  the  Department  in  ques- 
tion.   

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  for 
an  explanation  with  respect  to  the  in- 
crease of  £10,000  for  printinj^,  bind- 
ing, &c.,  for  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  hoped  that  before  lone  the  Re- 
port of  the  Joint  Committee  of  the  two 
Houses  upon  the  subject  of  Parlia- 
mentary printing  would  be  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members.  Although  the  arrange- 
ments with  regard  to  stationery  were  not 
under  his  direction,  the  whole  question 
was  receiving  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
Temment. 

Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  a  question  with  regard  to  the  in- 
orease  of  £1,000  upon  the  amount  paid 
last  year  to  Mr.  H!ansard  in  respect  of 
Parliamentary  Reporting — an  increase 
which  he  was'  glad  to  see,  and  about 
which  he  would  simply  inquire  whether 
it  was  to  become  apermanent  charge  in 
the  Estimates?  He  observed,  also,  a 
oharge  for  a  number  of  copies  of  the 
Debates  purchased  from  Mr.  Hansard, 
and  presumed  that  these  were  distributed 
amongst  the  various  Public  Offices.  Per- 
haps the  noble  Lord  would  afiPord  some 
explanation  upon  these  points?  Thenoble 
Lord  would  be  aware  of  the  great  inte- 
rest taken  by  the  public  in  the  Irish 
Land  Question,  and  that  a  lar^e  demand 
had  been  created  for  copies  of  the  Irish 
Land  Bill ;  and  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Lord  to  the  fact 
that  what  he  might  call  fancy  prices 
were  being  charged  for  them.  He  would 
therefore  suggest  that,  as  in  the  case  of 
other  Parliamentary  Papers,  the  price 
should  be  stated  on  the  face  of  the  Bills 
before  Parliament,  so  that  no  extra 
might  be  exacted  from  the  public.  Then 
with  regard  to  the  charge  for  The  Dublin 
OM$tt€.  It  was  well  known  that  this 
was  nublished  on  Saturdays,  and  that  it 
had  been  enacted  by  statute  that  pro- 
clamations of  Irish  towns  and  districts 
should  appear  in  that  Oatetie,  But,  upon 
a  recent  occasion,  when  the  City  of 
DubUn  was  proclaimed — an  event  fol- 
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lowed  by  the  arrest  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon)— 1%^  Dublin 
Gazette  was  not  obtainable  on  the  Satur- 
day, but  was  kept  back  from  the  public 
until  midnight  on  Sunday.  Now  it  was 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  public 
scandal,  and  one  which  called  for  the 
notice  of  the  Committee,  that  The  Oautte 
office,  which  had  only  to  do  the  cut-and- 
dried  work  of  publication,  should  play 
into  the  hands  of  the  authorities  of 
Dublin  Castle,  by  delaying  the  publica- 
tion of  this  official  recora,  in  order  to 
prevent  the  citizens  of  Dublin  being 
made  aware  of  the  fact  that  their  city 
was  proclaimed.  That  act  might  be 
held  to  be  illegal;  and  it  might  eveft 
follow  that  because  The  Oautte  was 
issued  on  Sunday  the  proclamation  was 
illegal  also,  and  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tipperary  was  now  lying  in  Kil- 
mainham  under  illegal  duresee.  He 
trusted  the  noble  Lord  would  make  a 
statement  on  this  subject  on  Report. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  pointed  out  that 
the  printing  of  the  House  of  Commons 
cost  more  than  that  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  Confidential  printing,  conducted 
at  the  Foreign  Office,  was  charged  26 
per  cent  more  for  than  when  it  was  done 
elsewhere.  He  also  wished  topoint  out 
that  every  Member  of  that  House  re- 
ceived a  ton  weight  of  Blue  Books  every 
vear.  Within  the  last  six  years  £55,000 
had  been  saved  in  the  expenditure  on 
the  Stationery  Office,  and  he  believed 
that  a  further  sum  of  £10,000  per 
annum  might  be  saved  in  that  Depart- 
ment. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  he  thought  the 
increased  expenditure  with  regard  to 
Mr.  Hansard's  reports  was  fully  ac- 
counted for  by  the  increased  amount  of 
work  done,  and  that  the  additional  sum 
paid  to  that  gentleman  only  compen- 
sated, and  no  more  than  compensated, 
for  t^e  additional  labour  thrown  upon 
him.  He  thought  that  the  House  would 
be  compelled  very  shortly  to  face  the 
fact  that  either  it  must  abandon  Mr. 
Hansard's  reports  or  pay  him  a  larger 
sum  of  money,  or  that  it  must  adopt  some 
system  of  official  reporting.  Mr.  Han- 
sard's reports  were  admirably  done,  and 
the  books  were  exceedingly  well  printed, 
and  he  believed  their  veJue  was  in  no 
way  repaid  by  the  amount  of  this  fiT&nt. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  made  an  ex- 
cellent bargain  with  Hr.  Hansard,  inas- 
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xnucli  as  the  payment  did  not  at  all  come 
up  to  the  expenditure  incurred  by  that 
gentleman. 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  Cowen)  had  explained 
the  real  reason  of  the  increased  payment 
to  Mr.  Hansard,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  had  re- 
ferred. Bepresentations  had  been  made 
to  him  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  at 
the  time  the  Estimates  were  being  framed, 
that,  owing  to  the  increased  length  of  the 
Session,  the  arrangements  which  were 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(tjir  StaffordNorthcote)  withMr.  Hansard 
had  not  been  at  all  profitable  to  that 
gentleman — in  fact,  that  the  arrange- 
ment caused  Mr.  Hansard  extreme 
anxiety.  Mr.  Hansard  had  told  him — and 
he  had  proved  himself  a  true  prophet — 
that,  long  as  previous  Sessions  had  been, 
he  expected  that  this  Session  would  be 
longer,  and  he  had  urged  that  he  could 
not  undertake  the  reporting  of  this  Ses- 
sion unless  an  addition  were  made  to  his 
usual  remuneration.  It  was  in  conse- 
quence of  those  representations  that  he 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  had  agreed 
to  place  in  the  Estimates  of  the  present 
year  an  additional  sum  of  £1,000.  With 
respect  to  the  suggestion  that  the  cost 
of  Bills  introduced  into  that  House 
should  be  printed  on  the  face  of  the 
Bills,  he  regarded  it  as  a  very  good  one, 
and  would  inquire  whether  ttiere  was 
any  good  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
adopted.  Then,  with  regard  to  the  pub- 
lication of  The  Dublin  Gazette  on  Sun- 
day  

Mr.  healy  :  It  was  delivered  on 
Sunday.  There  is  no  evidence  as  to 
when  it  was  published. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
thought  it  was  quite  conceivable  that 
circumstances  might  arise  which  would 
delay  the  publication  of  The  Gazette,  and 
render  it  necessary  even  to  infringe  upon 
the  sanctity  of  the  Sunday  by  the  de- 
livery of  the  paper  on  that  day.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  asked  him  whether 
any  further  reform  could  be  effected  in 
this  Department.  But  he  would  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Treasury  had 
a  most  limited  control  over  Parliamen- 
tary printing,  which  rested  with  Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  give  Notice 
that  he  should  again  call  attention  to 
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the  subject  of  The  Dublin  Oateiie.  He 
regarded  the  circumstance  to  which  he 
had  referred  as  raising  a  very  important 
political  question.  With  regard  to  the 
item  for  reporting,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  intended  that  the  extra 
grant  of  £1,000  would  become  a  perma- 
nent charge?  In  asking  that,  he  did 
not  wish  to  detract  from  the  value  of 
Mr.  Hansard's  reports. 

Lord  FEEDEHICK  CAVENDISH 
thought  this  would  depend  upon  whe- 
ther they  were  always  to  have  such  long 
Sessions.  He  believed  the  original  pro- 
posal would  have  been  sufficient  for  an 
ordinary  Session;  but  if  they  were 
always  going  to  have  Sessions  of  seven 
or  eight  months'  duration,  although  he 
was  not  able  to  say  exactly  what  would 
be  done,  the  arrangement  would  require 
to  be  reconsidered. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro« 
posed, 

<'That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £13,196,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  Bam 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  pa3rment  during  the  year  en^ng 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Her  Majesty's 
Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Hovenucs,  and  of  the 
Office  of  Land  Revenue  Records  and  InroU 
ments.*' 

Mb.  PUGH  said,  in  rising  to  move 
the  reduction  of  this  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£2,000,  he  should  confine  himself  to  mat- 
ters  that  were  of  general  interest  alike  to 
the  people  of  England  and  Wales.  He 
had  endeavoured  to  get  an  opportunity  to 
bring  this  question  of  Crown  Lands  be- 
fore the  House  in  another  form,  but  had 
failed  in  his  endeavour,  although  he 
could  assure  the  Committee  that  tms  was 
owing  to  no  fault  of  his  own.  He  was 
extremely  sorry  that  he  had  not  been 
successful,  because  there  were  manj 
things  that  he  desired  to  lay  before  the 
House  which  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  right  for  him  to  bring  at  length  under 
the  notice  of  the  Committee  upon  the 
Estimates.  For  the  latter  reason  he 
should  be  very  brief  in  his  observations. 
A  Hetum  had  been  issued  in  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year  on  the  Motion  of  the  hoo. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Hadnorshire 
(Sir  Bichard  Ghreen  Price),  which  showed 
the  area  of  the  unsold  Crown  Lands  in 
Wales  to  be  85,000  aores,  and  the  profit 
derived  from  them,  in  Ihe  way  of  rent^ 
to  be  nil.    The  Betom  went  on  to  si/ 
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ikai  aithoagli  no  profit  was  reoeiTed  from 
this  soaroe,  there  were  profits  received 
£rom  other  sources — namely,  the  profits 
of  mines,  rents  for  sporting,  estrajs,  &c. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  mines  he  con- 
tended that  they  should  be  managed  in 
4he  way  that  would  develop  them  most 
for  the  good  of  the  countiy ;   but  his 
charge  against  the  Department  with  re- 
ference to  the  management  of  mines  was 
that  their  policy  tended  to  retard  the 
development  of  the  mines,  and  so  do  a 
veiy  serious  injury  to  the  people  and 
to  the  country.     The  terms  demanded 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests  were  suoh  as  the  Oommittee 
would  see  at  once  no  private  individual 
would    insert   in    his   lease.      It    was 
required  that  on  every  transfer  of  any 
mine  there   should  be  payable  to  the 
CommissionerB  of  Woods  and  Forests  not 
only  a  quarter  of  the  profits,  but  one- 
fonrth  of  the  nominal  profit  on  the  sale 
of  the  mine.     The  only  reason  given  for 
that  provision  was  that  it  put  a  stop  to 
specniation  in  mines.    But  a  moment's 
conaideratioii  of  this  matter  would  show 
that  the  effect  was  in  the  contrary  direc- 
tion, because  it  was  no  hardship  to  specu- 
lators who  received  cash  for  their  shares 
to  pay  over  one-fourth  of  the  money  to 
theCommiaaioners  of  Woods  and  Forests. 
The  effect,  however,  would  be  very  dif- 
ferent in  the  case  of  a  man  who  had  dis- 
covered a  good  mine,  and  who  agreed 
to  take  no  cash  at  ^,  but  only  paid- 
up  shares.     Supposing  he  was  willing 
to  sell  for  £1,000  over  and  above  his 
-expenses,  the  transaction  could  not  be 
carried  out  unless  he  could  and  would  find 
£250  in  cash  to  pay  to  theOommissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests.    He  maintained 
that  a  provision  of  that  sort  was  calcu- 
lated to  retard  the  development  of  the 
mining  resources  of  the  country.    More- 
over, he  had  known  instances  in  which 
he  believed  that  simply  in  consequence 
of  the  outrageous  provisions  made  by 
the  Commiiwioners,    mines   had    been 
stopped,  and  a  large  number  of  miners 
had  been  thrown  out  of  work,  and  any- 
one living  in  the  neighbourhood  of  mines 
would  understand  the  full  significance  of 
that  fact.     Not  only  were  there  lead 
mines  in  Cardiganshire,  which,  to  a  large 
extent,  for  this  cause  remained  unde- 
veloped, but  there  were  also  gold  mines 
in  Merionethshire,  from  which  it  was  a 
fut  that  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
sad  FaresAs  had  in  ^ne  year  received 
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no  less  a  sum  than  £2,000.  Here,  again, 
great  complaint  was  made  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Commissioners;  but  he  should 
not  trouble  the  Oommittee  with  the  de- 
tails, further  than  by  pointing  out  that 
the  practice  appeared  to  be  to  deal  with 
goldand  lead  mines  in  the  same  arbitrary 
and  inconsiderate  manner.  Now,  his 
proposal  was  to  relieve  the  Department 
of  all  trouble  and  responsibiUty  with 
regard  to  the  soil  and  surface  of  these 
85,000  acres  of  land,  an  arrangement 
that  would  allow  for  the  reduction  of 
the  establishment  to  about  the  extent 
represented  by  the  sum  by  which  he 
moved  the  reduction  of  this  Yote.  He 
contended  that  the  present  system  of 
control  could  not  be  maintained  with 
advantage  to  the  country;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  if  the  full  Betum  asked  for, 
showing  the  receipts  and  expenditure, 
had  been  granted,  it  would  have  ap- 
peared that  a  large  sum  of  money  was 
being  paid  for  no  useful  purpose  what- 
ever. He  challenged  the  noble  Lord 
in  charge  of  the  Estimates  to  .say  what 
the  rents  for  sporting  amounted  to. 
AlS  far  as  his  own  experience  went  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
occasionally  got  an  English  gentleman  to 
take  a  lease,  and  to  pay  rent  for  a  certain 
number  of  years ;  but  although  he  was 
aware  that  such  instances  had  occurred, 
he  had  never  known  or  heard  of  any 
such  lease  being  renewed.  It  sometimes 
happened,  also,  that  a  neighbouring  land- 
owner took  one  of  these  leases  for  the 
purpose  of  better  preserving  his  own 
adjoining  shooting ;  and  they  were,  per- 
haps, renewed  in  cases  of  that  kmd. 
However  that  might  be,  he  felt  certain 
that  the  amount  of  revenue  derived  from 
the  letting  of  sporting  rights  was  exceed- 
ingly small.  Next  came  the  revenue 
from  estrays,  the  meaning  of  which  was 
the  profit  derived  from  the  catching 
of  stray  sheep.  Upon  this  subject  he 
would  remark  that,  having  ^one  care- 
fully into  the  question,  he  believed  that 
the  opinion  in  the  country  was  that  a 
great  deal  of  wrong  went  on  under  the 
name  of  taking  estxays.  He  had  never 
been  able  to  ascertain  in  what  way  the 
revenue  under  this  head  was  made  up  or 
collected ;  but  perhaps  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  able  to  say  something  in  ex* 
planation  of  this  matter.  He  believed, 
however,  that  the  Committee  would 
agree  that  unless  the  revenue  derived 
from  this  source  was  large  and  import- 
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ant,  the  sooner  Bucli  a  system  was  done 
away  with  the  better.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  the  policy  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests.  He  contended 
that  it  was,  as  far  as  possible,  to  keep 
these  lands  in  their  present  position,  to 
prevent  any  inclosure  or  improvement ; 
and  he  would  go  to  the  extent  of  saying 
that  the  Department  of  Woods  and 
Forests,  in  preventing  improvement, 
went  a  great  deal  further  than  any 
private  landowner  woidd  dream  of 
going.  What  had  been  the  policy  of 
the  Commissioners  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  inclosure  ?  He  could  trace 
it  down  from  the  year  1845,  and  even 
further  back.  He  would  point  out  to 
the  Committee  that  several  Inclosure 
Acts  had  been  passed  previous  to  that 
time,  and  that  the  share  obtained  by  the 
Crown  under  those  Acts  was  l-20th.  In 
1844  a  Return  was  made  to  the  House 
of  the  transactions  which  had  taken 
place  between  the  Duke  of  Newcastle 
and  the  Department  of  Woods  and 
Forests;,  ana  by  a  reference  to  the 
Papers  it  would  be  found  that  they 
obtained  a  20th  share  in  respect  of 
some  of  the  land  bought  by  his  Grace, 
and  1-1 6th  share  in  respect  of  other  por- 
tions. But,  coming  down  to  later  times, 
he  would  mention  the  case  of  Borth,  a 
village  in  Cardiganshire,  on  the  sea,  the 
higher  portion  of  which  was  much  re- 
sorted to  by  tourists  and  strangers.  The 
lower  part  was  in  the  occupation  of  per- 
sons of  whom  he  should  not  be  wrong  in 
saying  that  they  were  all,  or  nearly  all, 
the  owners  of  the  freehold  of  their  houses, 
but  the  possessors  of  no  other  property. 
The  village  was  built  on  the  shingle 
thrown  up  by  the  sea,  and  behind  it  was 
a  morass  many  miles  in  extent.  Now, 
it  was  said  to  be  merely  a  question  of 
time  when  this  village  would  be  washed 
away,  unless  something  effectual  was 
done  to  protect  it — and  something  which 
the  owners  of  the  houses  were  not  in  a 
position  to  do  unaided.  At  the  back 
of  the  village  there  was  an  extent  of 
Crown  land ;  and,  a  few  years  ago,  a 
movement  was  set  on  foot  to  get  this  land 
enclosed,  part  of  it  being  set  aside  and 
sold  for  the  purpose  of  raising  money  to 
protect  the  village  from  the  sea.  The 
,  whole  of  the  facts  were  put  before  the 
Department;  but,  so  far  from  doing 
what  any  private  individual  would  have 
felt  bound  to  do  under  the  circumstances, 
the  Commissioners  simply  ignored  the 


danger  to  the  village,  and  refdsed  to 
render  any  assistance,  or  to  permit  the 
inclosure,  except  upon  the  most  in- 
equitable and  unjust  terms.  Since  the 
time  he  referred  to— 1877 — things  bad 
gone  from  bad  to  worse ;  and,  as  far  as 
he  knew,  the  Crown,  or  rather  the  coun- 
try, had  received  no  revenue  whatever 
from  this  land.  Then  there  was  another 
case,  in  connection  with  about  2,000 
acres  of  land  in  Carmarthenshire,  called 
Llanllwin  Mountain,  which  b^on^ed 
to  the  Crown,  and  from  which,  he  be- 
lieved, no  revenue  was  derived.  There 
had  been  much  correspondence  on  the 
subject  between  the  people  of  the  dis- 
trict and  the  Office  of  Woods  and 
Forests.  This  was  land  much  of  it 
suitable  for  building  purposes,  and  all 
for  cultivation,  and  which,  if  so  used, 
he  had  no  doubt,  would  greatly  benefit 
that  part  of  the  country.  After  the 
refused  of  the  Commissioners  to  accept 
the  proportion  of  1-1 2th,  or  any  fixed 
proportion  at  all,  they  proposed  that  the 
people  should  appoint  as  arbitrator  to 
decide  the  proper  proportion  one  of 
several  persoms  whom  the  Woods  and 
Forests  Department  were  in  the  habit 
of  employing.  The  people  selected  one 
accordingly ;  but  that  did  not  suit  the 
Department,  who  clearly  intended  that 
the  terms  should  not  be  carried  out; 
and  they,  accordingly,  insisted  upon 
giving  their  own  instructions  to  tnat 
gentleman,  and  refused  to  allow  him 
otherwise  to  proceed.  Those  instruc- 
tions were  most  unfair,  and  conceived 
entirely  in  the  interests  of  the  Depart- 
ment. It  would,  he  believed,  be  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  carry  out  any 
inclosure  upon  such  terms.  The  Crown 
retained  the  management  of  the  land, 
and  that,  he  thought,  was  to  be  deplored 
in  the  interests  of  the  whole  countiy.  If 
the  whole  of  these  86,000  acres  were  in- 
closed, the  portion  allotted  to  the  Crown 
could  be  sold  in  whatever  manner  the 
Crown  thought  proper,  and  it  would 
be  readily  bought  up  by  the  miners  in 
Wales,  for  the  purpose  of  building  cot- 
tages and  making  gardens,  and  indo- 
sures  for  pasturage.  TheDepartment,  by 
retaining  the  whole  of  this  land,  could 
derive  no  profit — ^but  the  result  was  that 
no  tree  could  be  planted,  no  fence  could 
be  made,  and  no  drain  or  ditch  oould  be 
dug.  With  reference  to  improvements,  if 
a  man  wished  to  put  up  a  fence,  the  De- 
partment acted  ia  3  ^^7  which  no  private 
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indiyidiial  wotdd  adopt.    The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Denbighshire  (Sir 
Watkin  Wynn)  was  the  lord  of  many 
manors  in  North  Wales,  and  whenever 
any  of  his  tenants  wished  to  make  any 
improvement   upon  the    land  he  was 
prepared  to  allow  them  to  do  so,  upon 
their  acknowledging  his  right  and  pay- 
ing a  reasonable  sum  by  way  of  acknow- 
ledgment.   That  was  how  a  landlord 
should  act ;  but  that  was  not  the  way 
in  which  the  Woods  and  Forests  De- 
partment acted.    What  they  did  in  such 
a  case  was  this.    After  a  long  corre- 
Bpondence  they  would  allow  two  neigh- 
bouring owners  to  put  up  a  fence  between 
them  at  a  nominu  rent ;  and  after  the 
fence  had  been  completed  they  would 
refuse  any  longer  to  receive  the  nominal 
rent  agreed  upon,  and  insist  upon  the 
payment  of  a  rent  calculated  according 
to  the  improved  value  of  the  sheep- 
walks.    In  a  case  of  which  he  knew, 
tiie  rent  charged  was  2b.   6d.  a-year; 
but    before  two  years  expired,    after 
the  fence  was  completed,  upon  which 
the  owners  had  expended  not  less  than 
£100,    the  Department,  in    the   inte- 
rests of  the  country,  as  they  said,  re- 
fused any  longer  to  accept  2s.  6d.  a- 
year,  but  demanded  £7  or  £8  a-year. 
There  was  another  case  where  two  ten- 
ants of  one  landlord,  who  had  sheep- 
walks  extending  over  a  large  tract  of 
country,  put  up  a  fence  as  between 
themselves,  without  any  help  from  the 
landlord.  An  offer  was  made  to  acknow- 
ledge the  rights  of  Uie  Grown,  and  to 
pay  a  reasonable  sum  in  acknowledg- 
ment ;  but  no  acknowledgment  was  ac- 
cepted, and  the  fence,  he  believed,  had 
to  be,  and   was    actually,   taken    up. 
Were  the  Committee  indined  to  vote 
for   the    continuance   of  that   sort  of 
thinff  P    It  was  a  disgrace  to  any  Pub- 
lic Department  that  such  things  were 
allowed  to  go  on.    He  would  not  men- 
tion names  in  the  matter ;  but  he  had  a 
letter  from  the  agent  of  one  of  the 
largest  landowners  in  Cardiganshire — 
the  agent  himself  also  being  in  an  in- 
dependent position — stating  that  he  had 
consulted  with  his  employer,  and  they 
both  felt  bound  to  decline  to  furnish  him 
with  information,  lest  the  estate  should 
&U  under  the  la^  of  the  Department. 
He  hoped  some    assurance  would  be 
given  that  this  matter  would  be  in- 
quired into  in  some  proper  manner;  and 
unless  soeh  an  assurance  could  be  given 
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he  should  ask  the  Committee  to  divide 
upon  his  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £11,196,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  comj>lete  the  sam 
necessary  to  detey  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Her  Majesty's 
Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Bevenues,  and  of 
the  Office  of  Land  Revenue  Beoords  and  Inrol- 
menta."--(Jfr.  Fugh.) 

LoED  FEEDERIOK  CAVENDISH 
remarked,  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
brought  a  series  of  very  grave  charges 
against  the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and 
Forests.  The  hon.  Member  argued,  in 
the  first  place,  that  £2,000  might  easily 
be  saved  in  connection  with  that  Depart- 
ment. He  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  be  an  economical  adminis- 
trator ;  but  he  had  considerable  doubt 
whether  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
able  to  save  £2,000  out  of  £1,600,  which 
was  all  that  was  expended  in  Wales. 
In  1852  the  receipts  of  the  Department 
amounted  to  about  £6,000  ;  in  1881 
they  amounted  to  £18,770;  and,  in  ad- 
dition to  that  increase  of  Bevenue,  they 
had  derived,  from  the  sale  of  a  large 
number  of  quit  rents  and  other  fixed 
rents,  to  the  extent  of  £185,000,  what 
would  amount  to  over  £4,000  in  inte- 
rest. As  to  the  charge  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  Department  acted  harshly 
and  unjustly  towards  individuals  brought 
in  contact  with  them,  and  that  the 
regulations  respecting  mining  leases 
were  such  as  to  entirely  check  the  de- 
velopment of  mines,  he  found  that  the 
income  had  increased  from  £7,127  in 
1868  to  over  £9,000  in  1881.  That  did 
not  appear  as  if  the  provision  with  re- 
gard to  mine  leases  had  entirely  checked 
the  development  of  mines  in  Wales. 
With  respect  to  that  provision,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  sa^  whether  it  was 
wise  or  not;  but  it  was  introduced 
to  check  speculation  in  mines.  He  could 
not  exactiy  understand  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Member's  remarks  with 
respect  to  the  sporting  rights  of  the 
Crown.  Did  he  wish  the  Crown  to  give 
tiiose  rights  to  certain  persons  free  of 
any  charge,  or  did  he  think  they  should 
obtain,  as  they  now  did,  the  best  price 
they  could  on  behalf  of  the  public  ?  As 
to  sheep  straying,  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  suggest  that  the  Crown  ap- 
pointed men  for  stealing  sheep ;  but  the 
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Grown  did  not  appoint  the  men  referred 
to.  They  were  appointed  by  the  Com- 
moners, in  order  to  prevent  sheep  get- 
ting on  to  the  commons ;  and  if  those 
men  did  not  rightly  perform  their  duties, 
the  people  who  should  oomplain  and 
deal  with  the  matter  would  be  the  Com- 
moners who  appointed  them.  Then, 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  inclo- 
sures,  the  hon.  Member  said  the  Crown 
asked  for  too  large  a  proportion  of  the 
value.  There  had  been  considerable 
difB.culty  in  ascertaining  what  propor- 
tion the  Crown  should  demand,  and  it 
was  found  that  the  amount  had  varied 
very  considerably.  The  Woods  and 
Forests  Department  had,  therefore,  re- 
cently adopted  a  rule  that  before  they 
agreed  to  any  inolosures  there  should 
be  an  arbitration  between  the  Common- 
ers and  the  Crown,  in  order  to  ascertain 
the  fair  proportion  due  to  the  Crown. 
In  all  such  cases  the  Department  offered 
to  pay  one-half  of  the  oost  of  the  inquiry, 
and  it  was  found  that  the  proportion  re- 
ceived by  the  Crown  in  such  oases  had 
varied  from  one-tenth  to  one-half.  The 
hon.  Member  had  referred  to  one  or 
two  particular  cases  of  hardship,  and 
he  should  be  extremely  obliged  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  give  him  the  par- 
ticulars of  those  cases,  in  order  that  he 
might  investigate  them.  With  regard 
to  the  lash  of  the  Woods  and  Forests 
Department  which  had  been  alluded  to, 
he  did  not  believe  that  any  such  act  of 
tyranny  as  that  suggested  would  be 
exercised ;  and,  at  any  rate,  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  give  him  such  informa- 
tion as  he  wanted  upon  this  question, 
he  would  undertake  that  no  one  should 
Buffer.  Then,  with  regard  to  Uie  final 
charge  respecting  fences,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber stated  that  the  Crown  had  agreed 
to  allow  tenants  to  erect  a  fence  at  2».  6i. 
a-year,  and  had  suddenly  broken  the 
bargain,  and  raised  the  rent  to  £7  or 
£8.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  that 
charge  was  a  great  surprise  to  him,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  were  to  give  him 
the  particulars  of  the  case  he  would 
have  that  also  carefully  investigated. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  recently  changed 
the  wording  of  his  Amendment,  which, 
as  it  stood  for  many  weeks,  proposed 
simply  to  strike  off  the  salary  of  Mr. 
Howard,  one  of  the  Commissioners ;  but 
within  the  last  day  or  two  the  form  had 
been  altered  to  a  reduction  of  £2,000. 
Mr.  Howard,  even  if  all  that  had  been 

L9rd  H'idmok  CavmUsh 


Service  EetimaUt. 


653 


said  by  the  hon.  Member  respecting  him 
was  correct,  had  done  a  large  amount 
of  work  outside  Wales,  and  it  would 
not  be  fair  to  deprive  him  of  idl  his 
salary.  He  had  been  sufferinfi^  from  a 
severe  illness,  and  after  he  had  diA« 
charged  his  duties  for  many  years  in 
the  way  in  which  he  had  discharged 
them,  he  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
was  bound  to  say  that  he  believed  the 
charge  of  the  hon.  Member  would  be 
found  impossible  of  proof. 

Mb.  PUQH  said,  he  wished  to  make 
some  observations  upon  one  or  two 
points  in .  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord. 
A  reflection  of  a  very  serious  nature  had 
been  cast  upon  him  with  regard  to  the 
change  in  the  form  of  his  Motion.  The 
Motion  was  originally  in  the  form  de« 
scribed  by  the  noble  Lord ;  but  he  was 
not  then  aware  of  Mr.  Howard's  state 
of  health,  of  which  he  was  extremely 
sorry  to  hear.  He  assured  the  Com- 
mittee that  nothing  was  further  from 
his  intention  than  to  cast  any  personal 
reflection  upon  Mr.  Howard.  He  simply 
put  Mr.  Howard's  name  in  the  Motion 
as  being  the  gentleman  in  charge  of  this 
particular  matter.  He  had  always 
thought,  and  still  believed,  that  had 
Mr.  Howard  been  in  proper  health  and 
strens^h  these  things  of  which  he 
compmined  would  not  have  occurred. 
He  had  not  intended  to  refer  to  Mr. 
Howard's  name  at  all  in  this  debate; 
but  as  it  had  been  brought  forward  by 
the  noble  Lord,  he  thought  it  right  to  ex* 
plain  why  he  had  originally  mentioned  his 
name  in  connection  with  this  matter.  The 
noble  Lord  said  that  he  (Mr.  Pugh)  had 
charged  the  Crown  with  asking  for  too 
large  a  share  of  the  inolosures.  He 
carefully  guarded  himself  from  saying 
that  they  asked  for  too  large  or  too 
small  a  share,  or  from  expressing  an  opi* 
nion  at  all  upon  the  point,  because  he  did 
not  know  what  the  proper  share  of  the 
Crown  was.  He  had  no  objection  to  the 
Crown  having  a  proper  share ;  but  he 
thought  the  inolosures  should  be  en- 
couraged rather  than  discouraged.  He 
did  not  know  why  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  put  the  particular  question  as  to 
sporting  rights ;  but  what  he  wished 
was  that  whatever  was  done  should  be 
done  for  the  benefit  of  the  nation.  His 
own  opinion  was  that  if  these  inolosures 
were  made,  and  portions  were  sold,  die 
Crown  should  not  retain  tiie  sporting 
lights  inorder  to  harass  the  people  withf 
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out  reoeiring  any  substantial  and  ade- 
quate revenue  therefrom.  With  regard 
to  die  question  of  sheep  straying,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  know  how  the  &own 
derired  its  reyenue  in  this  respeot .  If  the 
noble  Lord  was  right  in  saying  that  these 
men  were  appointed  by  the  Ck)mmonerSy 
he  did  not  know  how  or  when  they  were 
appointed ;  but  he  would  make  inquiries 
into  the  matter  in  order  to  understand 
how  the  revenue  from  this  source  was 
ooUeeted.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
aoything  he  had  said  which  oonsti- 
tated  a  charge  against  the  Oommis- 
noners  of  having  decreased  the  re- 
Tennes  of  the  drown ;  but  he  did  think 
the  Crown  were  getting  a  certain  sum 
of  money  which  it  was  not  for  the 
adrantage  of  the  State  to  insist  upon, 
and  it  would  be  much  better  for  them 
to  increase  the  sum  which  the  noble 
Lord  pointed  out  as  the  money  they 
obtained  from  the  sale  of  property,  and 
to  cease  to  get  money  by  the  harlussing 
method  of  catching  these  stray  sheep, 
and  by  the  other  methods  he  had  re- 
fared  to.  As  the  noble  Lord  appeared 
to  doubt  whether  such  a  reign  of  terror 
had  been  established,  he  would  say  that 
tile  letter  to  which  he  had  referred  con- 
tained this  passage — which  he  would 
read  to  the  Committee — 

*'  I  am  afraid  any  information  I  might  give 
yoa  im  the  above  subject  might  bring  me  under 
file  luh  of  the  Office  of  Woods  and  Forests. 
Therefore,  I  think  it  bettor  not  to  mention 
cases.  T  mentioned  the  subject  to  his  emjdojer, 
snd  he  agrees  with  me." 

Mb.  OAINE  said,  he  hoped  the  Qo- 
▼enunent  would  pay  no  attention  to 
the  argnments  adranced  respecting  the 
ground  leases  of  mines.  £Le  had  had 
great  experience  in  these  matters,  and 
ne  knew  that  the  conditions  in  the  leases 
had  had  a  wholesome  effect  in  checking 
unwholesome  speculation. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOE  observed, 
that  there  was  in  this  Yote  an  item  of 
an  exceptional  character.  At  page  141, 
under  the  heading  *<  Legal  branch," 
there  appeared  £1,200  a-year  for  the 
idicitor,  and  £250  for  the  clerk,  and  a 
farther  allowance  of  £1,080  paid  by  the 
BoUdtor  as  salaries  for  clerks.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  rather  strange,  and 
an  onusoal  system  in  the  Service,  to 
farm  ont  this  clerioal  work,  and  he  wiclied 
to  ask  what  was  the  particular  object  of 
intiodncing  or  allowing  tMs  system  in 
tUs  DepaStmeBti  when  it  had   be«i 
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swept  away  in  almost  every  other  De- 
partment? The  clerical  work  of  the 
legal  branch  of  this  Department  was 
farmed  ont  to  a  solicitor,  who  employed 
sudi  clerks  as  he  thought  fit,  or  put  the 
money  into  his  own  pocket.  Then  there 
was  another  point  to  which  he  wished 
to  draw  attention.  At  the  bottom  of 
143  there  was  a   note  as  to  the 

'eeper  of  Records.  He  had  £550  a- 
year,  and  he  had  also  emoluments  de- 
rived firom  fees ;  and  there  was  an  ar- 
rangement made  with  him  whereby,  if 
such  fees  fell  short  of  £150,  that  sum  was 
made  good  to  him  from  a  public  fund. 
It  was  not  made  clear  from  what  public 
fund  this  balance  was  paid,  and  he  should 
like  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  if  he  could 
give  him  information  on  that  point.  He 
?Mr.  A.  O'Connor)  noticed  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
groaned,  as  only  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  groan,  when  he  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor)  had  risen.  He  would,  there- 
fore, ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
question  as  to  another  point. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  The  hon.  Mem- 
her  says  I  groaned.  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
did  nothing  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
might  have  been  mistaken ;  but  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  remain  in 
the  House  a  little  longer,  he  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  him  with  regard  to  the 
property  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster. 
He  found  in  the  Estimates  an  item  show* 
ing  that  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  had 
property  in  the  Savoy,  and  that  the 
Office  of  Woods  was  in  some  manner  in- 
terested in  the  re-letting  of  a  portion  of 
the  estates.  He  would  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  whe- 
ther he  could  inform  the  Committee  if 
the  arrangemento  had  been  completed, 
and,  if  so,  what  they  were — whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  anything  at 
all  about  the  property  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  in  the  Savoy,  ito  present  con- 
dition, and  whether  there  was  or  was 
not  a  rent  paid  to  the  Office  of  Woods  ? 
He  would  not  ask  more  than  two  ques- 
tions at  once,  lest  they  should  be  over- 
looked 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  was  found  to  answer  well  to 
make  the  solicitor  responsible  for  the 
work  which  had  been  referred  to  earlier 
on,  and  to  give  him  power  to  employ  a 
clevk,  making  an  allowance  for  such  a 
purpose.    As  to  the  other  question  put- 
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to  him  by  the  hon.  Member,  it  was  ar- 
ranged some  years  ago  that  if  the  fees 
of  the  Keeper  of  Records  did  not  reach 
the  sum  of  £150  the  balance  would  be 
made  good.  These  fees  and  this  arrange- 
ment were  looked  upon  as  a  part  of  the 
salary  of  this  official. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  sorry  he  had  not  elicited  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
any  information  as  to  the  property  over 
which  he  was  supposed  to  preside,  and 
for  which  his  Department  sometimes 
paid  rent  to  the  Office  of  Woods,  and 
sometimes  did  not,  because  the  item  this 
year  was  **nf7." 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  The  matter  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  endeavoured  to 
call  my  attention  does  not  appear  to  me 
to  arise  out  of  this  Vote.  The  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  has  property  in,  I  suppose,  12 
or  1 8  counties ;  and  it  is  not  likely  that, 
on  a  summons  like  this,  without  Notice, 
I  should  be  able,  or  even  willing,  to  go 
into  details  with  regard  to  that  property. 
It  may  be  sufficient  to  say  that  the  in- 
come in  respect  of  the  property  has 
greatly  increased  of  late  years.  I  do 
not  attribute  that  in  the  least  degree  to 
anythinjfi^  that  I  myself  have  done ;  but 
some  of  my  Predecessors  have  under- 
stood the  affairs  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster extremely  well,  and  the  property 
has  greatly  prospered.  Hon.  Members 
know  that  the  income  the  Crown  de- 
riyes  from  the  property  is  very  much 
larger  than  it  was  a  few  years  ago.  At 
the  s£une  time,  I  must  say  that  no  one 
makes  any  complaint  of  the  manage- 
ment of  the  affairs  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster.  Its  tenants  all  over  the  coun- 
try are  imcomplaining  and  satisfied. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  said,  he 
had  not  touched  upon  this  question. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  I  am  asked 
a  general  question  as  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  property,  and  as  to  some- 
thing which  is  said  to  be  owinff  to  the 
Office  of  Woods.  I  know  nothing  of 
that  question  ;  but  if  the  matter  is  one 
that  the  Committee  thinks  it  worth  while 
to  go  into,  and  upon  which  the  Com- 
mittee desires  information,  if  sufficient 
Notice  is  given  I  shall  endeavour,to  fur- 
nish it.  Upon  a  matter  which  does  not 
come  regularly  under  a  Vote,  it  is  cus- 
tomary for  an  hon.  Member  to  give 
Notice  of  a  question,  so  that  a  Minister 
may  be  prepared  to  give  a  satisfactory 
answer.    As  the  Committee  knows  per- 
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fectly  well,  the  expenses  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  are  not  voted  bv  Parliament, 
and  do  not  come  under  the  cognizance 
of  Parliament. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  make  an  attack  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  but  merely 
wished  to  know  why  a  certain  source  of 
income  connected  with  the  Vote  had 
been  cut  off,  that  source  of  income  being 
the  payment  of  rental  by  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  to  the  Office  of  Woods  on  ac- 
count of  property  in  the  Savoy.  The 
interruption,  he  believed,  was  only  tem- 
porary, depending  upon  the  settlement 
or  an  arrangement  of  the  details  of  the 
administration  of  the  particular  property. 
He  had  been  anxious  to  elicit  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  connected 
with  the  property  whether  the  arrange- 
ments which  were  in  hand  some  time 
ago  had  been  completed,  and  if  so  what 
they  were;  and  also  if  he  could  tell 
them  what  the  property  was  in  the 
Savoy,  and  why  tne  Duchy  had  to  pay 
over  in  normal  years  any  rent  whatso- 
ever. The  thing  was  quite  pertinent  to 
this  Vote,  as  the  question  was  one  of  in- 
come. [Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  dis- 
sented.] The  noble  Lord  opposite  shook 
his  head ;  but  it  must  be  income  as  it 
was  an  extra  receipt.  ["No,  no!"] 
When  money  was  paid  over  by  the 
Duchy  to  the  Office  of  Woods  the  Office 
of  Woods  must  be  a  gainer,  and  when 
they  were  going  over  this  Vote  it  was 
peifectly  fair  for  him  to  ask  why  a  sum 
which  generally  came  under  it  did  not 
come  under  it  this  year. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(12.)  £25,765,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Works  and  Public  Buildings  Office. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  he  should  have  to  rise  so 
often  on  these  Votes ;  but  he  should  not 
do  so  if  other  Members  would  take  the 
same  trouble  in  going  over  these  ques- 
tions that  he  did.  There  was  sometniug 
so  patent  on  the  face  of  this  Vote  that 
he  could  not  pass  over  it.  It  set  forth 
a  comparison  between  the  number  of 
officials  in  the  Office  of  Works  at  pre- 
sent and  those  who  had  been  employed 
in  former  years.  Although  this  year 
there  was  a  Surveyor  of  Inland  Revenue 
Buildings  at  a  salary  of  £650|  there  was. 
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last  year  no  officer  at  that  salary;  in 
fact,  on  looking  at  last  year's  Estimates, 
they  found  there  was  no  Sorreyor  of 
Inland  Bevenue  Buildings,  and  no  charge 
made  for  him.  There  were  10  first  class 
Buryeyors  shown  this  year  against  eight 
last  year,  and  £2,143  charge  as  against 
£1,734  last  year.  But,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  were  not  eieht  last  year;  there 
were  only  seven,  and  the  amount  charged 
was  not  £1,734,  but  £1,034.  Then, 
again,  lower  down,  there  was  one  tem- 
porary derk  of  works  shown  this  year 
as  i^ainst  seven  last  year.  But  there 
were  not  seven  last  year;  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  were  only  three.  Aeain,  for 
temporary  assistance  in  the  Office  in 
China  in  this  year's  Estimate  £350  was 
put  down  as  against  £330  last  year; 
but  there  was  no  such  item  as  £330 
charged  last  year.  In  the  same  way  the 
figure  put  down  for  travelling  expenses 
for  last  year  was  inaccurate,  and  through- 
out the  Vote  all  the  figures  appeared  to 
be  wrong  and  misleading.  There  was 
another  point  upon  which  he  should  like 
some  explanation.  Under  this  Vote 
the  Appropriation  Account  showed  that 
£45,000  was  received  by  the  Office  of 
Works  for  Southwark  Prison;  but  the 
Finance  Account  showed  the  item  to  be 
£45,100.  It  was  very  unfortunate  that 
such  discrepancies  as  this  should  occur. 
Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  the  dis- 
crepancies in  question  were  easily  ex- 
plained. There  had  been  a  transfer 
from  the  Inland  Kevenue  Department 
to  the  Office  of  Works  of  certain  officials. 
Therefore,  whilst  there  had  been  no  in- 
crease in  the  numbers,  the  charges  were 
put  under  different  heads,  and  the  account 
was  rendered  somewhat  complicated. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(13.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*<  That  a  Bun,  not  exceeding  £10,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Maieety,  to  complete  the  sum 
neceeiary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1882,  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Foreign  and  other  Secret  Sendees." 

Mb.  OOBST  said,  that  if  he  could  get 
any  support  at  all  horn  any  part  of  we 
Committee  he  intended  to  divide  against 
this  Vote.  He  did  not  think  they  could 
discuss  it  at  any  ^preat  length  at  this 
period  of  the  Session;  but  they  had 
oisonssed  it  some  time  ago  in  Oommittee 
under  a  Foreign  Office  vote.   It  seemed 
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to  him  that  the  existence  of  such  a  Vote 
as  this  in  their  accounts  was  not  at  all 
creditable  to  the  Administration,  and  it 
was  a  remarkable  thing  to  him  that  the 
whole  of  the  money  granted  for  Secret 
Service  appeared  to  be  spent  every 
year.  He  found  it  very  difficult  to 
believe  that  it  could  be  necessary  to 
spend  the  whole  of  this  money ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  if  such  a  charge  was  to  be 
made  for  the  Public  Service  of  the 
country,  the  Ministers  of  the  various  De- 
partments which  were  concerned  in  the 
expenditure  oueht,  at  least,  to  certify 
that  the  money  nad  been  spent,  and  that 
it  had  been  spent  on  the  Public  Service. 
He  believed  they  were  told,  when  the 
matter  was  last  under  discussion,  that 
the  money  was  only  accounted  for  by  the 
Treasury,  and  that  the  Ministers  of  the 
other  Departments  were  not  called  upon 
to  certify  as  to  payments  made,  and 
that  it  would  be  inconsistent  with  the 
character  of  the  Service  if  that  was  done 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  seemed  to  think 
was  done. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET:  The 
Ministers  of  the  various  Departments 
do  certify. 

Mb.  OOEST  said,  he  did  not  believe 
it.  The  Vote,  as  it  stood,  was  objection- 
able ;  and  if  it  were  to  be  allowed  at 
all,  Ministers  should  be  required  to 
certify  that  the  money  had  been  spent 
in  the  Public  Service.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve the  Secret  Service  money  was  at 
all  necessary ;  and  if  any  hon.  Members 
would  support  him  he  would  take  a 
vote  upon  the  subject. 

Mb.  BEOADHURST  said,  he  wished 
this  Vote  could  be  got  rid  of  altogether. 
It  was  a  source  of  great  uneasiness  and 
re^et  to  many  people  that  it  should 
exist  at  all.  Many  working  men  be- 
lieved that  a  large  portion  of  this  money 
was  spent  amongst  very  violent  agitators, 
who  were  sent  to  take  part  in  working 
men's  political  and  other  movements  for 
the  purpose  of  leading  working  men  to 
extremes.  [** No,  no!"]  Well,  he  was 
only  saying  that  which  he  knew  to  be  a 
very  general  opinion  amongst  working 
men,  and  he  was  not  stating  whether  or 
not  that  opinion  was  correct.  It  was 
very  generally  believed  that  the  late 
Administration  was  seriously  misled  as 
to  the  state  of  public  opinion  by  the 
expenditure  of  a  part  of  this  Secret 
Service  money.    This  was  a  very  gene* 
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ral  opinion  ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  he,  at  that  time,  had  himself  shared 
in  it.     There  were  men  in  London  who, 
it  was  perfectly  well  known,  forced  their 
company  upon   workmen   and    pushed 
themselves  into  every  movement  that 
was  started.     These  people  were  always 
making  the  most  extreme  and  the  most 
ridiculous  proposals  in   order  to  lead 
practical  men  astray,  and  the  opinion 
was  that  these  persons  were  very  fre- 
quently fed  out  of  the  Secret  Service 
money.     Well,  then  there  was  another 
very  general  impression  abroad  amongst 
a  large  number  of  the  electors,  and  it 
was  this — that  Members  of  Parliament 
received  pay  for  attending  and  sitting 
on  Committees  and  Royal  Commissions 
— l^Laught&r'] — and  this,  he  could  assure 
the   Committee,   was    really   a   serious 
matter,  and  he,  unfortunately,  had  been 
a  victim  to  the  ridiculous  belief.     The 
opinion  outside  was  that  Members  of 
Parliament  got  five  or  six  guineas  a-day 
for  sitting  upon  Committees,  and  that 
those 'who  had  been  unfortunate  in  not 
having  been  placed  on  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  Committees  during  a  year  had 
the  deficiency  made  up  to  them  out  of 
the  Secret  Service  money.     ILaught&r.l 
This,  no  doubt,    appeared  to  be  very 
ridiculous  ;  but  he  was  perfectly  sincere 
in  assuring  the  Committee  that  this  opi- 
nion prevailed.     Many  electors,  to  his 
knowledge,   had  said  —  **  If  this  man 
was  not  going  to  Parliament  to  make 
something   out   of  it,   would  ho  come 
amongst  us  to  spend  so  much  money 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  returned?'' 
This  was  a  very  general  impression,  and 
a  very  distressing  case  was  brought  under 
his  notice  less  than  14  days  back — in 
fact,  it  came  into  his  office  in  the  Strand. 
A  friend  of  his  came  to  him  and  con- 
gratulated him  that,  since  he  had  been 
in  Parliament,  from  the  various  secret 
modes  of  paying  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  had  received  sufficient  money 
to  enable  him  to  set  up  a  carriage  and 
pair    and    four   servants.      Well,   this 
statement  had  caused  him  a  consider- 
able amount  of  regret — in  the  first  place, 
because  of  the  terrible  state  of  ignorance 
it  displayed  amongst  a  large  number  of 
people ;  but  he  was  bound  to  admit  that 
by  far  the  greater  cause  of  regret  was 
the  fact  that  it  was  not  true.     For  these 
reasons,  and  many  other  reasons  which 
he    did    not    consider  it    necessary  to 
detail  to  the  Committee  at  thia  time 
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of  night,  he  would  suggost  that  this 
very  extraordinary  and  suspicious  item 
in  our  National  Expenditure  should  be 
got  rid  of.  If  it  were  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  secret  information  should  be 
obtained,  ho  would  pay  for  it  by  some 
other  means  than  by  putting  down  the 
lump  sum  of  £30,000  a-year.  He  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  in  a  position  to 
tell  them  next  year  that  he  was  able  to 
abolish  the  Vote  altogether,  so  that  this 
great  cause  of  suspicion  might  be  re* 
moved  from  the  minds  of  the  electors. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
(Mr.  Gh)rst)  said  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Ministers  who  expended  this  money 
ought  to  'be  personally  responsible,  and 
ought  to  certify  that  it  was  spent  in  the 
Public  Service.  I  stated  across  the 
House  that  they  do  so  at  present ;  where- 
upon the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
with  that  courtesy  and  good  taste  he 
always  exhibits,  replied — **  I  don't  be- 
lieve it."  I  should  have  imagined  that 
any  man  who  has  sat  in  this  House  for 
any  length  of  time  could  not  have  been 
ignorant  of  one  of  the  most  elementary 
points  of  detail  in  connection  with  the 
discharge  of  Ministerial  functions  here. 
I  should  have  thought  that  everyone 
knew  that  the  Minister  who  is  respon- 
sible for  the  expenditure  of  any  portion 
of  the  Secret  Service  money  makes  a 
declaration  in  writing,  stating  that  he 
hereby  certifies  that  the  actual  amount 
which  has  been  expended  by  himself  for 
Secret  Service  is  so  many  pounds  ;  and 
on  the  strength  of  that  certificate  tihe 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  certi- 
fies to  the  correctness  of  the  account. 

Mr.  GORST  asked  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  quoting  from? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  lam 
quoting  from  the  certificate  that  every 
Minister  signs,  and  that  which  I  should 
have  thought  would  have  been  a  matter 
of  the  commonest  knowledge  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  Meads  ci 
Departments  are  personally  responsible 
for  the  appropriation  of  the  Secret  Ser- 
vice money.  With  regard  to  what  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Broad- 
hurst),  who  spoke  in  a  very  different 
tone  on  this  matter,  said,  I  am  glad  that 
we  should  have  had  the  opportunity  of 
revealing  some  popular  mistakes  wift 
regard  to  this  Secret  Service  money ;  and 
I  can  only  avail  myself  of  this  oppor* 
tunity  of   explaining  to  the  ooontiji 
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duoagh  him,  that  the  method  he  has 
d6scxU>ed  is  not  exactly  the  way  in  which 
the  Secret  Service  money  is  employed. 
I  am  not  here  to  answer  for  what  the 
late  Chyremment  did  ;  and  for  ourselves 
I  etnnot  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  what  is 
done  with  the  Secret  Service  money,  be- 
oanse  if  I  did  I  should  destroy  the  goose 
that  lays  the  golden  egg.  The  very  ob- 
ject of  having  Secret  Service  money  is 
that  it  shall  be  spent  without  anybody 
knowing  what  is  done  with  it.  *  All  Gk>- 
nmments  have  afiind  at  their  disposal 
for  Secret  Services,  and  they  spend  it, 
m  we  do,  on  the  public  good  and  the 
pablic  aaiety.  The  House  of  Commons 
flaoea  this  limited  sum  at  the  disposal 
v  the  Executive  Government,  on  the 
nqmnsibiUty  of  the  Ministers  who  spend 
iL  All  I  can  say  is,  and  it  is  all  I  ought 
to  say  under  the  circumstances,  that  I 
believe  this  is  a  fund  which  is  necessary 
f»  evdry  Government  to  have  at  its  dis- 
posal, and  that  the  public  would  suffer 
wy  severely,  and  probably  very  dan- 
goously,  if  there  were  no  such  fund 
sapaUe  of  being  spent  upon  the  protec- 
tian  of  life  and  property  in  the  country. 
Mb.  DUiLWYN  said,  he  regretted  as 
Uflh  as  anyone  the  necessity  for  such  a 
ftnd  as  this.  He  had,  it  was  true,  al- 
ways voted  for  it,  but  he  had  always 
ttooght  that  it  should  in  some  way  be 
qoaUfied ;  and  he  hoped  that  in  addition 
to  the  assurance  which  had  been  given 
hj  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Sseratary  it  would  be  stated  that  no 
|Kt  of  the  fund  was  expended  in  rais- 
ing the  salaries  of  officials  as  was  for- 
■any  the  case.  He  thought  it  most 
dasinible  that  the  Committee  should 
hatve  an  assurance  that  the  Secret  Ser- 
vice money  was  expended  for  purposes 
altogether  outside  the  Public  Service ; 
and  if  that  were  added  to  the  declaration 
lUflh  had  been  made,  it  would  be  very 
to  himaelf  and  many  hon. 


Lob  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
— JBildiil  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
AittfaeBesoIation  of  .the  House  upon 
hs  Motion  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
,  ftrBatnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  on  a  former 
I  mmmtm  had  been  virtually  adopted  by 
B  Ivlfajeetf's  Government  some  years 
K  in  nan  it  was  decided  that  none  of 
B  Caflaerat  Service  Fund  should  be  paid 
B  BaalMiea  Since  that  time  assurances 
I  hi  baaa  freqoantlly  given  that  no  offi- 
»  Midaiiae  wera  paid  out  of  the  Vote. 
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Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  had  no 
particular  objection  to  the  Vote,  nor  did 
he  think  that  the  sum  of  £33,000  was 
too  lar^e  to  be  intrusted  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  shape  of  Secret  Service 
money.  But  he  would  like  the  noble 
Lord  to  say,  in  addition  to  his  statement 
that  the  system  of  raising  salaries  had 
been  stopped,  that  the  system  of  giving 
pensions  from  this  fund  bad  also  been 
discontinued.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord  say  it  had,  and  he  now  asked 
whether  the  whole  of  this  £33,000  was 
spent,  or  whether  it  did  not  often  occur 
that  a  portion  of  it  was  returned  ?  It 
was  improbable  that  the  whole  of  the 
money  was  spent,  and  if  it  were  not  so, 
he  thought  the  Estimates  ought  to  show 
the  amount  actually  expended. 

Mr.  Al^THUK  O^CONNOR  said,  he 
believed  it  was  necessary  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  have  this  money,  because 
he  thought  that  the  present  Government 
would  not  have  been  able  to  do  what 
had  been  done  in  L:eland  without  it.  Of 
this  amount  of  £33,000,  the  greater 
portion  was  paid  over  to  the  Foreign 
Office,  the  Secretaries  of  State  for  the 
other  Departments  receiving  portions  of 
it,  for  which  they  gave  their  receipts 
and  certificates.  He  believed  there  were 
instances  in  which  the  Foreign  Office 
drew  the  whole  of  the  money.  The 
year  before  last  there  was  a  sum  of 
more  than  £5,000  left  in  their  hands 
which  was  returned  to  the  Exchequer, 
and  last  year  there  was  an  amount  of  be- 
tween £1,000  and  £2,000  left  undrawn. 
But  it  did  not  follow  that  because  a  Se- 
cretary of  State  drew  a  certain  sum  of 
money  in  any  particular  year  and  certi- 
fied for  it  that  he  expended  the  whole 
of  it  in  the  course  of  that  year ;  and  cer- 
tainly in  the  Foreign  Office  it  was  the 
practice,  as  disclosed  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  Public  Accounts,  for  the 
Foreign  Secretary  to  draw  what  money 
he  thought  fit  year  by  year,  and  to  have 
a  constantly  increasing  balance  in  his 
hands,  so  that  at  the  time  he  left  Office 
he  had  invariably  a  considerable  sum  to 
hand  back  to  the  Treasury ;  and  it  was 
found  useful  for  that  Department  to  have 
this  money  available,  because  it  was  al- 
ways liable  to  be  drawn  upon  by  the 
other  Secretaries  of  State,  as  banker  for 
the  Secret  Service  money.  He  was 
quite  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  was 
the  use  made  of  the  Secret  Service 
money  abroad,  unless  it  was  applied  to 
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the  manufacture  of  infernal  macliines  in 
America.  But  the  Prime  Minister  had 
admitted  last  year  that  a  sum  of  money 
was  spent  in  Ireland,  although  he  added 
that  he  did  not  think  it  was  a  very  large 
one.  Now,  he  objected  entirely  to  the 
expenditure  of  the  Secret  Service  money 
in  Ireland.  It  was  very  well  perhaps 
to  spend  it  in  America ;  but  to  spend  it 
in  Ireland  was  something  against  which 
Irish  Members  might  be  reasonably  ex- 
pected to  protest,  because  they  knew  that 
out  of  this  fund  had  come,  over  and 
over  again  in  past  years,  the  wages  of 
blood,  which  had  kept  the  regular 
Gorydons  and  others  in  the  pay  of  the 
Government.  Of  course,  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  likely  to  allow  an 
investigation  to  take  place  as  to  the 
amount  expended  in  Ireland ;  but  hon. 
Members  might  be  permitted  to  ask 
them  to  state,  in  addition  to  what  ap- 
peared on  the  Estimates  as  the  amount 
of  Secret  Service  money  actually  drawn 
under  this  Vote  and  from  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  what  was  the  distribution 
of  it  as  between  the  diflferent  Depart- 
ments. Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  object  to  tell  the  Com- 
mittee what  amount  was  allocated  to  the 
Foreign  Office  and  the  Colonial  Office, 
and  what  was  the  amount  which  he 
himself  drew  for  the  purposes  for  which 
he  required  it.  If  this  information  were 
given,  hon.  Members  could,  by  taking 
into  account  the  money  paid  back  into 
the  Exchequer,  ascertain  the  amount 
spent  for  various  purposes  in  Ireland. 
He  had  made  this  appeal  last  year,  and 
he  now  made  it  again,  because  he  did 
not  see  that  there  was  any  reasonable, 
ground  for  refusing  the  information 
asked  for.  It  was  also  desirable  to  know 
what  was  the  amount  of  the  Secret  Service 
money  spent  out  of  the  Kingdom  as  well 
as  within  it.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  last  year  that  £5,000  of  the 
money  had  been  left  untouched,  and 
that  the  expenditure  under  the  head  of 
Secret  Service  money  was  a  constantly 
decreasing  item,  and  he  added  that  he 
hoped  in  a  short  time  not  only  to  reduce 
the  amount  of  the  Vote,  but  to  get  rid 
of  it  altogether,  because  there  would  al- 
ways remain  the  £10,000  out  of  the  Con- 
Bolidated  Fimd.  In  consequence  of  that 
statement,  he  felt  there  would  be  a  con- 
siderable reduction  in  the  Vote  of  this 
year ;  and  he  must  express  his  surprise 
at  seeing  the  Bame  amount  asked  for  now 

jMr.  Arthur  O*  Connor 


as  was  the  case  12  months  ago,  when 
the  Prime  Minister  made  the  declara- 
tion. 

Mr.  GOEST  said,  it  was  not  an  un- 
common thing  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Home  Secretary,  when  he 
got  up  to  lecture  hon.  Members,  entirely 
to  misunderstand  their  point.  His  com- 
plaint was  not  that  Ministers  did  not 
make  a  declaration,  but  that  Parliament 
was  not  asked  to  vote  the  amount  re- 
quired by  the  various  Departments  upon 
the  statement  of  the  Minister  of  each 
Department  that  so  much  was  required 
for  the  service  of  the  country.  The 
Committee  were  asked  to  vote  a  sum  of 
money  en  bloc  which  was  not  accounted 
for,  the  Treasury  being  in  ignorance  of 
the  way  the  money  was  used  by  the 
Ministers  of  the  various  Departments. 

Mb.  HEALT  asked  whether  it  was 
out  of  this  Vote  or  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Vote  that  the  money  came  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  found  it  ne- 
cessary to  expend  in  watching  the  houses 
of  Irish  Members  ? 

Mr.  BIGGAH  said,  that,  speaking  as 
a  Eepresentative  of  the  taxpayers  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  he  was  opposed  to 
voting  money  for  Secret  Service  pur- 
poses, because  he  believed  the  Govern- 
ment got  no  corresponding  value  in  re- 
turn. It  was  true  there  were  the  infer- 
nal machines ;  but  these  caused  only  a 
temporary  excitement.  The  police  in 
Ireland  and  in  this  countiy  knew  veiy 
well  that  information  that  was  of  sub- 
stantial value  could  be  obtained  in  the 
ordinary  way ;  but  if  special  means  were 
taken  the  information  was  always  of  a 
thoroughly  unreliable  nature.  There- 
fore, speaking  from  the  ratepayers'  point 
of  view,  he  would  say  that  no  fault 
could  be  found  with  the  expenditure  of 
this  money  if  true  information  were 
thereby  obtained;  but,  unfortunately, 
the  general  experience  was  that  the 
value  of  information  was  not  in  direct 
ratio  to  the  amount  paid  for  it— the 
greater  the  bribe,  the  greater  the  in- 
ducement to  p^ve  erroneous  information. 
On  the  question  as  to  how  this  mon^ 
was  distributed  amongst  the  yarioos 
Departments,  he  hoped  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  would  aocede  to  tiie  wish 
expressed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  A. 
O'Connor),  because  if  the  information 
were  given  Irish  Members  would  be 
able  to  make  some  guess  as  to  the  man* 
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ser  in  whioli  it  was  expended,  and  wHat 
was  the  Talue  or  the  pretence  of  value 
reoeiyed  in  return.  On  the  whole,  he 
did  not  think  the  Committee  would  be 
justified  in  expending  the  taxpayers' 
money  upon  such  a  fund. 

Mn.  O'DQNNELL  said,  he  thought 
the  Government  were  bound  to  give  the 
Committee  some  explanation  with  regard 
to  the  allocation  of  the  Secret  Service 
Fund.    It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that 
Ministers  certified  in  a  certain  solemn 
way  the  amounts  drawn  by  their  respec- 
tive Departments;  but  that  hardly  made 
the  Committee  wiser  as  to  the  objects  on 
whidi  it  was  expended.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Queen'sCounty  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor) 
had  pointed  out  that  the  Foreign  Office 
drew  by  far  the  largest  amount ;  but  he 
had  also  added  that  the  Foreign  Office 
in  respect  of  the  Secret  Service  money 
was  a  sort  of  bank  on  which  the  other 
Departments  drew.  He  certainly  thought 
the  Qovemment  might  inform  the  Com- 
mittee what  the  fV>reign  Office  really 
spent  in  obtaining  information.    But, 
looking  to  the  notorious  fact  that  this 
Department  had  had  no  information  on 
tny  subject  of  importance  for  a  long 
time  back,  it  could  not  be  by  the  Foreign 
Ofl^  that  the  Secret  Service  money  was 
v^i.    He  quite  agreed  that  the  Army 
and  Navy  were  not  fitting  spheres  for 
the  expenditure  of  the  fund ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  must  come  down  by  a  process  of 
natural  selection  to  the  Home  Office  and 
the  Office  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land.   WiUi  regard  to  the  Home  Office, 
did  the  promotion  of  bye-elections  enter 
into  the  question  of  the  allocation  of 
Secret  Servioe  money  ?    No  doubt,  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  Oovemment  of 
the  day  the  gaining  of  a  bye-election 
was  a  matter  of  interest,  and  in  the 
absence  of  information  he  certainly  did 
not  see  why  the  Home  Office  should  not 
be  BQspected  of  such  an  application  of 
the  fund.      Then  there  was  no  doubt 
that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  fund 
went  into  the  Irish  Department;  and 
when  they  looked  on  the  number  of 
•nests,  and  the  probability  that  those 
ttrests  were  purchased  for  money  down, 
Irish  Members  had  an  additional  reason 
ftr  demanding  additional  information. 
It  was  of  no  use  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
^beasury  got  up  in  a  state  of  virtuous 
oudtement  when  he  heard  these  accusa- 
tions charged  against  the  Irish  Depart- 
ment, beoanae  that  Department  had  used 


the  money  unworthily,  and  would  con- 
tinue to  do  BO  until  the  connection  be- 
tween the  two  countries  was  severed. 
Under  Ministers  quite  as  Constitutional 
and  quite  as  virtuous  as  the  present 
Administration  Secret  Service  money 
had  been  spent  in  Ireland  in  debauch- 
ing public  and  private  opinion,  in  the 
suborning  of  evidence,  and  in  the  en- 
trapping of  men  by  fcdse  charges.  It  did 
not  follow  that  Gentlemen  sitting  in 
that  House  had  any  direct  hand  in 
transactions  of  this  kind;  but  as  long 
aa  every  detail  was  kept  back  from 
public  men,  and  as  long  as  every  clue 
was  refused  to  the  Hepresentatives  of 
the  people,  the  Chiefs  of  Departments 
were  exposed  to  the  misuse  of  this  fund 
by  subordinates  to  which  it  was  now 
necessary  to  refer  more  particularly. 
They  had  heard  in  previous  Sessions  of 
Parliament  of  Sergeant  Talbot,  the  in- 
former, probably  rewarded  out  of  the 
Secret  Service  Fund,  who  entrapped 
Irishmen  by  scores  for  the  purpose  of 
denouncing  them  and  bringing  mem  to 
judgment,  even  adding  to  the  glee  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  of  the  day,  who  was  re- 
garded as  a  defender  of  the  Constitu- 
tion on  the  strength  of  the  arrests  made 
by  Sergeant  Talbot  and  his  allies. 
Again,  Mr.  Porter,  after  his  10  years' 
service  as  magistrate  in  Dublin,  stated 
in  his  reminiscences  that  one  of  the 
stock  institutions  of  the  Dublin  Castle 
Administration  in  Ireland  was  the  main- 
tenance of  a  mock  Court  House,  in  which, 
before  mock  juries,  the  Constabulary 
witnesses  were  trained  in  giving  the 
evidence  which  thev  would  have  to  re- 
peat when  the  real  trial  came  on.  In 
the  house  near  Ship  Street  Barracks, 
there  were  juries,  consisting  of  con- 
stables, barristers,  informers,  and  a  paid 
cross-examiner  to  examine  the  latter,  so 
that  they  might  have  their  catechism  by 
heart  when  they  came  forward  to  swear 
away  the  lives  of  Irishmen  afterwards. 
Now,  all  that  must  have  cost  some- 
thing. The  house  near  Ship  Street 
Barnusks  was  not  obtained  for  nothing. 
Money  must  have  been  spent  on  the 
rent  of  it,  and  something  more  in  the 
maintenance  of  the  room  which  was  the 
scene  of  that  mock  tribunal,  as  well 
as  upon  the  mock  jury  and  all  en- 
gaged in  the  work  of  priming  witnesses. 
By  whom  was  that  money  paid?  It 
could  not  have  come  out  of  the  pockets 
of  private  individuals,    because,    not- 
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withstanding  the  affectation  of  self- 
sacrifice  which  persons  of  that  sort 
were  wont  to  display,  no  one  had 
ever  suspected  that  class  of  being 
profuse  of  their  money  in  Ireland. 
The  money  must  therefore  have  come 
from  another  source,  and  it  was  inevit- 
able to  conclude  that  it  was  from  the 
Secret  Service  Fund,  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Castle,  that  the  mock  trial,  and  all 
those  scandalous  proceedings,  were  paid 
for,  which  Mr.  Porter  had  described  in 
his  reminiscences.  There  was  the  no- 
torious fact  that  the  Secret  Service 
money,  in  the  management  of  the  Castle, 
had  been  spent  for  the  most  abominable 
objects — the  forging  of  testimony,  the 
maintenance  of  a  system  of  terrorism 
by  accusations  and  charges  of  every 
kind,  and  the  swearing  away  of  the 
lives  and  liberties  of  Irishmen,  for  the 
general  purpose  of  keeping  up  a  rotten 
system  of  government  in  Ireland.  It 
did  not  occur  to  any  Irish  Member  to 
accuse  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  of  any  parti- 
cipation in  such  proceedings — his  inno- 
cence of  Irish  affairs  being  sufficient  to 
exculpate  him  from  that  charge.  But 
the  work  had  gone  on  generation  after 
generation,  and  he  was  certain  it  was 
going  on  at  that  moment.  The  com- 
pilation of  the  famous  Circular  reminded 
the  Committee  of  the  sort  of  work  that 
was  being  done  in  Ireland.  The  Chief 
Secretary  felt  bound  to  defend  that  Cir- 
cular ;  but  he  knew  that  in  his  heart  of 
hearts  he  disapproved  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber cannot  discuss  Circulars  addressed 
to  constables  in  Ireland  upon  the  Vote 
for  the  Secret  Service  money. 

Mil.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  allud- 
ing to  the  Circular  in  question  as  illus- 
trative of  the  kind  of  objects  on  which 
Secret  Service  money  in  Ireland  was  ex- 
pended; but  if  the  Chairman  thought 
this  reference  was  out  of  Order,  he 
would  proceed  no  further  with  his  ob- 
servations upon  that  subject.  He  felt 
he  had  more  than  made  out  his  case  for 
an  explanation  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  the  allocation  of  the 
majority  of  the  Secret  Service  money, 
which,  he  believed,  was  spent  in  Ire- 
land. The  demands  made  upon  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  been  granted  by 
him  in  the  firm  belief  that  they  were 
required.  Sub-inspeotora,  magistrates, 
informers,  &o.,  had  been  paid ;  and  he 

Mr.  O'JknneU 


should  like  a  detailed  statement  of  the 
amounts  expended  in  maintaining  the 
authority  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  an 
authority  which  was  maintained  by  such 
detestable  means  as  those  employed. 

Mr.  HEALY  condemned  the  course 
adopted  by  the  Government  with  respect 
to  the  Secret  Service  Funds,  and  asked, 
on  behalf  of  himself  and  his  Colleagues, 
not  as  pryers  or  busy  bodies,  but  as  the 
Kepresentatives  of  a  large  section  of 
the  public,  for  some  satisfactory  informa- 
tion on  the  subject.  He  did  not  ask  for 
details,  but  wished  to  know  how  much 
was  spent  in  England  and  Ireland  and 
abroad,  so  that  they  might  be  able  to 
judge  whether  the  application  of  the 
money  was  proportionate  to  the  amount 
asked  for.  He  did  not  think  this  was 
asking  too  much.  He  was  glad  to  see 
the  Home  Secretary  in  his  place  when 
this  important  matter  was  before  the 
Committee,  for  he  felt  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  a  great  deal  about 
the  allocation  of  this  fund.  They  were 
accustomed  to  see  the  virtuous  indigna- 
tion of  the  Home  Secretary ;  but  that 
was  surpassed  by  his  placidity,  when  he 
calmly  said  he  could  give  no  informa- 
tion about  this  matter.  He  would  ode 
the  noble  Lord  to  state  whether  the 
Foreign  Office  did  draw  upon  tlua 
fund. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
that  the  precise  object  of  the  House  in 
granting  Secret  Service  money  was  thsfe 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  employed 
should  be  kept  secret.  It  was  intended 
that  there  should  be  no  clue  whatever 
to  its  application ;  but  the  House  in- 
trusted the  Government  with  this  monej, 
believing  that  they  would  not  impzo- 
perly  employ  it.  To  give  the  informa- 
tion asked  for  would  be  the  first  step 
towards  destroying  the  secrecy  of  the 
fund.  The  Head  of  the  Department 
was  responsible  for  the  proper  disposal 
of  this  fund,  and  the  Head  of  the  De- 
partment expended  the  money  secredj 
under  a  high  sense  of  the  responsibili^ 
vested  in  him  by  the  House  when  it. 
voted  the  money  for  this  fund,    v 

Mr.  E.  power  regretted  the  ab- 
sence of  the  support  formerly  aocoided 
to  the  protest  against  this  Vote  by  the  ■'. 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  j 
and  other  hon.  Members,  who,   by  a  \ 
curious  accident,  had  been  transfened  \ 
to  the  other  side  of  the  Hoose.     Ibe 
Home  Secretary  had  misundentood  tkO- 
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oppodtioii  on  this  oooaaion.    What  they 
waatad  to  know  was,  how  much  of  this 
money  was  spent  in  England,  how  mnoh 
in  Scotland,  and  how  much  in  Ireland  ? 
He  admitted  that  it  was  perfectly  right 
for  the  Gk>Temment,  by  a  ^stem  of  spies 
and  informers,  to  demoralize  other  coun- 
tries fixr  the  purpose  of  obtaining  infor- 
mation; bat  he  strongly  objected  to  that 
system  being  carried  on  in  Ireland,  and 
to  the  people  of  his  country  being  demo* 
lalized  by  the  amount  of  Secret  Service 
money  which  was  spent  there,  when  it 
was  only  granted  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining information  about  foreign  coun- 
tries.   They  had  reason  to  know  what 
Secret  Service  money  had  done  for  Ire- 
land.   They  knew  the  number  of  men 
whom  it  had  made  dishonest.     They 
knew  how  it  was  worked.     They  had 
only  to  look  back  on  the  history  of  agi- 
tations in  that  country  to  see  the  way  in 
which  eveiy  public  movement  had  been 
destoyed.      fie  need  only  allude  to  a 
man  who  was  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O^Dpnnell) 
—that  was  Talbot.    By  professing  his 
anxiety  to  sever  the  connection  between 
England  and  Ireland,  he  had  gained  the 
eoi^dence  of  the  people  in  Ireland,  and 
by  taking  the  Sacrament  of  the  Boman 
Oatiiolic  OhuTch,  and  by  tearing  out  of 
hii  Prayer  Book  the  prayer  for    the 
(keen,  he  had  convinced  the  people  of 
his  earnestness;  and  yet  all  the  wmle  he 
was  receiving  Secret  Service  money  £rom 
tile  English    Government.      He    (Mr. 
Power)  challenged  the  Gt)vemm6nt  to 
deny  iheee  things.    He  got  the  Secret 
Berrice  money  for  doing  these  things; 
and,  if  anything  were  necessary  to  prove 
how  badly  this  Secret  Service  system 
leted  in  Ireland,  he  had  only  to  point  to 
the  speech  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oarlow,  who  said  that  in  1847  his  father. 
Sir  John  Ghray,  who  was  intimate  with 
the  Toung  Ireland  Party,  became  ao- 
qnainted  with  Barney  MaJone,  who  was 
sangoine  as  to  a  rising  being  efiPected. 
He  sought  to  induce  Sir  John  Gray  and 
others  to  join  him ;    but,  on  looking 
through  some  papers,  Sir  John  Qraj 
found  that  Malone  had  been  in  the  re- 
odpt  of  a  pension  since  1838,  and  that 
in  1848  he  was  doing  some  work  which, 
but  for  the  accidental  discovery  of  these 
papen,  might  have  entangled  Sir  John 
uny  and  others.     That  was  the  state  of 
things  in  1848.    Talbot's  evidence  had 
proved  the  way  in  which  this  money  was 


spent  in  1867;  and,  for  his  own  part, 
he  believed  that  it  was  spent  very  much 
in  the  same  way  to-day.  He  believed 
there  were  informers  all  over  Ireland. 
The  Government  knew  reasonably  sus- 
pected persons.  They  thought  they  had 
reasonable  suspicion,  and  that  they  knew 
more  about  the  movement  in  Ireland 
than  the  Irish  people  themselves  knew ; 
but  he  challeng(Bd  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
get  up  and  say  why  he  had  proclaimed 
Watmord  County  and  Waterford  City, 
when  they  were  declared  by  the  Chair- 
man of  the  county  to  be  in  a  quiet 
condition. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Member 
is  going  beyond  the  Question  of  the  Se- 
cret Service  Vote. 

Mb.  B.  POWEE  said,  he  did  not 
think  he  was  going  beyond  that  ques- 
tion, because  Secret  Service  money  had 
a  great  deal  to  do  with  the  proclamation 
of  Waterford.  But  his  principal  objec- 
tion to  this  Vote  was  that  it  created  dis- 
trust in  every  official  of  the  Government. 
The  Government  seemed  to  have  no  con- 
fidence in  any  portion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  except  the  miserable  wretches 
who  crept  into  the  Castle  in  Dublin  and 
whispered  into  the  ears  of  the  Govern- 
ment information  and  statements  which 
they  dared  not  make  in  public — infor- 
mation and  statements  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  not  dare  to  get  up  and 
make,  because  he  knew  that  abundant 

Eroof  could  be  brought  that  they  were 
ilse.  The  Committee  was  asked  to  con- 
sent to  vote  this  money ;  but  for  what  f 
For  men  who  made  it  their  business-^ 
and  a  very  good  business  it  was  from 
their  point  of  view — ^to  undermine  the 
nationdity  of  Ireland,  and  to  send  up 
false  Reports  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  who,  in  many  instances, 
sent  hundreds  of  men  to  prison,  and 
sometimes  even  to  the  gallows.  If  the 
Chief  Secretary  could  get  up  that  night 
and  state  that  he  had  taken  the  arbi- 
trary course  he  had  pursued — if  he 
could  get  up  and  say  that  it  was  not 
from  secret  information  that  he  pro- 
claimed certain  cities,  or  towns,  or  coun- 
ties in  Ireland,  if  he  could  get  up  and  say 
that  that  was  not  the  result  of  the  Secret 
Service  money,  he  would  give  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  credit  for  more  courage 
than  he  had  displayed  on  former  occa- 
sions. 

SiK  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  It  seems 
to  me  that  a  great  number  of  hon.  Mem-* 
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bers  from  Ireland  object  to  Secret  Service 
money  being  g^ven  at  all,  and  on  this 
ground— that  they  think  part  of  this 
money  is  spent  in  Ireland^  and  that  it  is 
improperly  spent.  They  have  asked  a 
great  many  questions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  and  of 
the  Chief  Secretary.  Those  are  ques- 
tions which  it  would  be  impossible  for 
any  Government  to  answer.  If  you  ob- 
ject to  any  Secret  Service  money  being 
given,  vote  against  it ;  but  if  the  money 
is  voted  as  Secret  Service  money,  it  is 
absolutely  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  answer  any  questions  upon  it. 
And  it  is  not  whether  it  has  been  spent 
in  this  way  or  in  that ;  but  you  cannot 
come  to  a  general  category  as  to  whether 
it  is  spent  and  in  what  way,  and  thus 
nibble  at  the  questions  which  Parlia- 
ment says  cannot  be  answered.  If  vou 
cannot  trust  the  Government,  vote  against 
the  money ;  but  it  is  absolutely  impos- 
sible for  the  Qt)vemment  to  give  the 
slightest  clue  so  long  as  it  is  voted  as 
Secret  Service  money. 

Mk.  ANDERSON  objected  to  the 
Home  Secretary's  statement  that  Mem- 
bers voted  for  this  money  because  they 
trusted  the  Government.  He  took  ex- 
ception to  that  description  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers* motives  for  voting  upon  the  ques- 
tion. He  had  always  voted  against  it, 
and  a  great  many  other  Members  had 
voted  against  it,  simply  because  they 
considered  it  a  discreditable  item  in 
the  finances  of  the  country,  and  wished 
to  see  it  disappear  altogether  from 
the  Estimates.  He  believed  he  could 
name  five  or  six  Gentlemen  who  were 
now  on  the  Treasury  Bench  who  used  to 
entertain  that  identical  opinion,  and 
voted  against  the  money  on  former  occa- 
sions. He  agreed  entirely  with  the  in- 
tention of  the  Irish  Members  to  vote 
against  it,  although  he  did  not  agree  in 
their  reasons  for  doing  so. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
was  not  surprised  that  no  information 
was  obtained  from  the  Government,  for, 
of  course,  the  very  nature  of  Secret 
Service  money  was  that  it  should  be 
expended  in  secret ;  and  he  should  like 
to  know  how  the  Government  could  carry 
on  their  present  system  in  Ireland  if  the 
House  knew  how  the  money  was  spent  ? 
He  did  not  think  there  was  a  statesman 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  with  sufficient 
courage  to  defend  the  expenditure  of 
some  of  this  money.  Probably  the  Mi- 
Sir  ii.  AiiheUm  Oran 


nisters  themselves  did  not  know,  and  did 
not  care  to  know,  how  it  was  expended. 
It  was  spent  by  the  understrappers,  and 
only  on  rare  occasions  was  the  expend!* 
ture  made  known  to  the  chief  autho- 
rities. In  1 848,  it  was  proved  in  a  Court 
of  Law,  on  the  trial  of  Smith  O'Brien, 
that  Secret  Service  money  was  deli- 
berately given  to  men  to  induce  them 
to  become  members  of  Smith  O'Brien's 
organization,  to  represent  themselves  as 
ardent  S3rmpathizer8,  and  to  attend  the 
meetings ;  and  part  of  their  plan  was  to 
urged  the  Toung  Ireland  Confederation 
to  change  itself  from  an  open  Association 
to  a  secret  Society  for  the  promotion  of 
revolution.  One  of  the  leading  men  in 
that  shameful  service  had  stated  upon 
oath  in  Court  that  he  rose  to  great 
favour  with  some  of  the  youngs  men, 
and  endeavoured  to  induce  them  to 
change  their  organization  into  a  secret 
Association  the  better  to  prepare  for 
armed  rebellion,  and  that  it  was  onlj 
through  the  advice  of  the  leaders  that 
his  most  odious  purpose  was  not  car- 
ried out.  He  stated  that  he  did  all  he 
could  to  urge  on  rebellion,  and  men- 
tioned the  names  of  some  young  men 
whom  he  had  gained  over.  He  was 
paid  for  that  out  of  the  Secret  Ser- 
vice money  by  the  Government.  Then 
there  was  the  case  in  which  the  then 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  employed 
one  of  the  most  infamous  papers  to 
write  down  the  Irish  patriots  and  to 
write  up  the  cause  of  law  and  order  in 
Ireland,  and  that  was  a  paper  which. 
lived  by  levying  black  mail  on  private  indi* 
viduals,  and  making  abominable  charges 
against  them  if  they  did  not  pay.  A 
leading  Irish  lawyer — afterwards,  he  be- 
lieved. Lord  Chancellor — was  accused  of 
most  odious  and  infamous  crimes  because 
he  refused  to  pay.  When  the  Rebellion 
of  1848  came  to  an  end,  a  man  who  pro- 
fessed to  be  a  patriot  went  round  among 
the  young  men  who  were  known  to  have 
been  sympathizers  in  the  movement,  in 
order  to  get  up  a  sworn  secret  associa- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  rebellion.  He 
succeeded  in  organizing  a  very  consi- 
derable secret  association,  the  members 
of  which  he  swore  in  to  join  him  at  a 
given  day  in  rebellion.  He  was  a  police 
spy  paid  from  the  Secret  Service  money ; 
and  he  (Mr.  McCarthy)  thought  he  ooiud 
hardly  give  stronger  instances  than  that 
of  the  odious  perversion  of  the  funds  bj 
the  Government  to  get  np  a  rebeUioii 
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amongst  jonxig  and  inexperienced  men 
for  the  purpose  of  crashing  it.  No  doubt, 
yery  much  the  same  thmg  had  been 
ffoing  on  ever  since.  Many  other  in- 
S>rmer8  were  known  who,  on  many  oc- 
casions, had  not  only  watched  what  was 
taking  place,  but  had  taken  part  in  the 
movement  and  fomented  it.  Such  men 
were  paid  out  of  the  Secret  Service  money. 
If  these  were  not  reasons  enough  to  dis- 
credit the  whole  ^stem  in  the  eyes  of 
the  world,  he  knew  of  no  reasons  that 
could  be  brought  to  bear  on  the  minds 
of  human  beings.  They  could  not  ex- 
pect the  Qovemment  to  say  what  they 
gave  these  men  to  ffet  up  agitations,  or 
to  teach  the  police  now  to  suspect  their 
neighbours;  but  if  they  would  state 
generally  how  much  of  this  money  was 
appropriated  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland, 
even  that  information  would  make  it 
more  difficult  to  maintain  that  system 
by  a  Parliament  which  still  claimed  to 
be  free. 

Mb.  lea  my  said,  this  Secret  Service 
money  was  the  only  means  by  which  the 
Qovemment  could  maintain  its  supre- 
macy over  Ireland.  The  present  Liberal 
Goyemment  placed  more  faith  in  the 
spy  than  in  honest  men ;  but  he  could 
not   understand  what    objection  there 
was  to  stating  how  much  of  the  money 
was  spent  in  Ireland.    The  Home  Se- 
cretary said  he  could  not  give  a  clue ; 
but  suppose  it  were  stated  that  £34,000 
were  spent  in  Ireland,  how  would  that 
^ve  any  clue  to  the  people  who  received 
it,  or  to  its  purpose  ?    They  who  were 
acquainted  with  the  whole  history  of 
the  country  knew  very  well  how  the 
money  was  spent.    The  informers  were 
sabsidiced,  and  were  living  on  blood- 
money,  as  they  always  had  been,  and 
they  were  the  trusted  servants  of  the 
Government.    Malony,  to  whom  allu- 
uon  had  been  made,  had,  in  1848,  been 
livinff  on  blood-money  for  50    years, 
and  leading  men  to  the  gallows.    He 
did  not  care  to  know  how  this  money 
WIS  spent  abroad.  The  present  Qovem- 
ment  probably  required  to  spend  money 
iu  foreign  countries,  in  order  to  over- 
throw a  Power  they  could  not  meet  in 
the  field.  But,  surely,  there  could  not  be 
^y  objection  to  stating  what  was  now 
Bsked.    As  long  as  the  British  Govern- 
ment ruled  over  Ireland  there  would, 
he  supposed,   be    this   Secret    Service 
^Quev  on  the  Estimates ;  but  the  Irish 
Members  would  oppose  it,  and  much 
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more  strongly  than  hon.  Members  oppo« 
sito  seemed  to  think. 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  it  would  be  ad< 
visable  for  the  Ohief  Secnretaiy  or  the 
Home  Secretary  to  make  some  state- 
ment as  to  the  amount  of  money  spent 
on  these  purposes  in  Ireland.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  were  horrified  the 
other  day  to  read  the  statement  whioh 
appeared  in  the  London  papers  with  re- 
gard to  the  bogus  explosion  business — 
he  said  ''  the  bogus  explosion  business," 
in  the  presence  of  the  Home  Secretary, 
adviseoly.  The  affSedr  seemed  to  have 
frightened  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  whose  coura«^ 
evidently  was  not  to  be  measured  by 
his  inches.  No  doubt,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  considered  himself  the  most 
courageous  person  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; but  he  (Mr.  Oallan)  did  not 
believe  he  would  be  impenetrable  if 
wrapped  up  in  cotton  wool,  or  even  in 
cement.  In  Ireland  they  were  persuaded 
that  the  outrage  was  altogether  a  manu- 
factured affair,  for  the  purpose  of  creat- 
ing a  prejudice  against  the  people  of 
that  country  in  the  minds  of  the  Eiiglish 
people.  But  a  great  deal  of  the  objec- 
tionable surroundings  would  be  removed 
if  they  had  an  assurance  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  none  of  the  Secret 
Service  money  had  been  spent  in 
America  for  the  purpose  of  bringing 
about  this  mysterious  business.  The 
Irish  people  nrmlv  believed  that  these 
outrages  were  paia  for.  It  was  believed 
that  &ese  attempto  were  a  safe  invest- 
ment, and  that  the  money  came  from 
England,  and  was  not  subscribed  by 
the  poor  labourers  and  dairymaids  of 
America.  The  English  Secret  Service 
money  was  a  much  safer  nest  to  get  the 
eg^  m)m  than  the  pocket  of  the  poor 
labourer  or  dairymaid.  It  wouldT  be 
satisfactory  to  hear  that  nothing  had 
been  paid  for  purposes  of  this  kind  out 
of  the  Secret  Service  money;  and  he 
should  think  it  would  be  to  the  interest 
of  the  Home  Secretory  himself  to  deny 
that  he  had  ever  sanctioned  the  expen- 
diture of  money  in  Ireland  or  America 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  up  bogus 
outrages.  He  could  not  fo^et  the  case 
of  the  infamous  informer  Talbot,  who 
went  to  a  Oatholic  church  and  absolutely 
received  the  Sacrament  in  order  to  spy 
upon  the  people,  and  who  was  paid  lor 
so  doing  by  the  Ohief  Secretary.  Why 
should  it  be  thought  that  it  was  the 
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landed  proprietors  who  had  done  that? 
There  was  nothing  superior,  as  far  as 
he  could  see,  in  a  wool-stapler  over  a 
landlord — there  was  no  superiority  in 
the  decaying  trade  of  a  wool-stapler 
over  the  decaying  trade,  in  Ireland,  of 
a  landed  proprietor.  They  had  the  case 
estalbished  of  a  constable  receiving  the 
Sacrament  as  a  spy,  and  there  was  no 
reason  why  he  should  not  have  been 
employed  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
not  the  landed  proprietors. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  this  was 
not  the  first  time  the  matter  had  been 
before  the  House.  In  1879  there  had 
been  a  Motion  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£5,000,  and  in  the  division  which  took 
place  there  voted  for  the  reduction — 
'^  Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Leonard 
Henry  Courtney,  Sir  Arthur  Divett  Hay- 
ter,  Mr.  John  Holms,  Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan, Mr.  Anthony  John  Mundella,  Mr. 
George  OttoTrelveyan."  and  the  Tellers 
for  the  Ayes  were  **  Mr.  Hylands  and 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke."  And  in  the  in- 
teresting  document  in  which  he  found 
these  names  so  placed  he  failed  to  find 
amongst  the  Noes  the  name  of  the  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  William  Harcourt).  [Sir 
William  Haecourt  :  I  was  out  of  ttie 
House  at  the  time.]  One  would  have 
thought  that  a  pillar  of  the  Constitution 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  made  it  his  duty  to  support  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  preceded  him 
in  Office  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  But 
he  wished  to  know  whether  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain), or  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty (Mr.  Trevelyan),  or  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr. 
Courtney),  would  go  with  some  hon. 
Members  in  opposing  the  Vote  ?  With 
regard  to  the  last  mentioned  hon.  Mem- 
ber TMr.  Courtney),  he  did  not  know 
whetner  his  convictions  on  this  matter, 
as  in  regard  to  the  Transvaal,  were  of 
an  equaUy  mutable  character ;  but  hon. 
Members  had  a  right  to  ask  whether 
he  and  his  Colleagues  who  had  gone 
into  the  Lobby  against  the  Vote  in  1879 
were  ready  to  swallow  it  now.  He  had 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  and 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  altogether  wandered 
away  from  the  question  at  issue.  What 
he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O^Connor)  wished  to  ask 
more  particularly  was  this — whether  any 
of  this  Secret  Service  money  was  spent  on 

Mr.  CaUan 


elections  in  England  ?  He  did  not  state 
that  sach  was  me  case  on  his  own  autho* 
rity;  but  he  heard  it  said,  on  very  good 
authority,  that  Secret  Service  money, 
which  was  voted  in  the  interest  of  the 
State  and  for  the  protection  of  the  State, 
was  actually  spent  at  elections.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  spent  by  both 
Parties  aUke.  |^''No,  no!^']  WeU,  if 
it  was  not,  or  if  his  information  upon 
the  subject  generally  was  erroneous, 
no  doubt  it  would  be  denied  by  the 
Treasury.  At  any  rate,  he  wished  to  be 
satisfied  on  the  point.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  said  he 
should  not  be  appealed  to  for  any  in- 
formation on  this  subject,  as  it  had 
nothing  to  do  with  him;  but,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Treasury  had  to  give  the 
money  to  the  Heads  of  the  Departments. 
The  Treasury  knew  how  much  money  it 
gave  to  the  Heads  of  the  Departments — 
the  noble  Lord  knew  very  well  how  much 
the  Home  Secretary,  for  instance,  had 
asked  for.  The  noble  Lord  was  one  of 
the  purse-bearers  of  the  nation,  and  when 
the  Home  Secretary  wanted  money  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  give  him  a  bla^ 
cheque.  He  would  give  the  right  hon. 
Ghentieman  a  certain  sum  of  money,  for 
which  the  riffht  hon.  Gentieman  would 
certify;  therefore,  the  noble  Lord  could  tell 
them  the  exact  amount  which  each  De- 
partment received,  if  he  thought  proper. 
He  saw  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands)  was  not  in  his  place,  and 
some  hon.  Members  were  inclined  to  re- 
gret that  circumstance ;  but,  as  far  as  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  concerned,  he 
did  not  regret  it,  as  he  believed  the  hon. 
Member,  if  he  had  been  present,  would 
have  opposed  the  Vote  on  g^unds 
utterly  fallacious.  He  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  did  not  oppose  it  on  the 
grounds  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson);  he  believed 
that  some  of  that  Secret  Service  mon^ 
was  absolutely  necessary.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  There  is  none  spent  in  Ame- 
rica.] Well,  he  did  not  know  whether 
or  not  there  was  any  spent  in  Amerioa, 
but  perhaps  America  might  be  able  to 
do  without  it,  as  the  form  of  govern- 
ment in  America  was  infinitely  better 
than  that  in  this  country.  In  England, 
however,  they  could  not  do  altogether 
without  Secret  Service  money,  as  it  was 
part  of  the  paraphernalia  of  Monarchal 
government.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) could  not  support  the  abolition  of 
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Hlb  Vote,  aa  he  did  not  believe  in  the 
TiflionaxT  schemes  which  had  been  re« 
hmd  to  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen. He  had  a  right  to  ask  whether 
any  of  that  money  was  spent  in  Ireland, 
eepedally  as  they  knew  perfectly  well 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  the  ex- 
penditure of  a  penny  of  it  in  that  coun- 
try. Ereiy  penny  of  it  spent  in  Ireland 
was  used  ^shonestly.  No  doubt,  it  was 
a  ridiculous  thing  to  ask  the  Home  Se- 
oetaxy  how  the  money  was  spent ;  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  at  the  head 
of  a  Department  that  had  a  most  serious 
and  penlous  responsibility  attaching  to 
it,  and  it  would  be  preposterous  for 
them  to  demand  that  he  should  open  to 
the  public  eye  the  secrets — the  necessary 
Beoets^of  his  Office.  But  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Oonnor)  defied  any  Minister  to  get  up 
and  say  that  he  could  spend  a  penny  of 
Secret  Service  money  in  Ireland  for  an 
Honest  and  legitimate  purpose.  If  they 
ooold  not  establish  the  flact  that  Secret 
Service  money  was  necessary  in  that 
ooon^,  then  they  had  a  right  to  affirm 
&6  altematiYe  proposition  —  namely, 
that  none  of  the  money  should  be  spent 
there.  Would  the  Ohief  Secretary  get 
np  and  tell  them  that  he  did  not  spend 
a  penny  of  Secret  Service  money  in  Ire- 
land? He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Oonnor)  should 
not  go  into  the  Lobby  against  the  Vote 
far  Secret  Service  money  on  general 
principles.  Though  he  could  not  sup- 
port ue  Vote,  he,  at  any  rate,  would 
not  go  into  the  Lobby  against  it. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  that  as  they  had 
not  received  the  assurance  they  de- 
manded from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  also  considering  the  lateness  of  the 
hoar,  he  should  move  that  the  Ohairman 
report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Gh^rman  do  report  I^rogress, 
and  aak  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Umy.) 

SiK  WILLIAM  HABOOUET :  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  T.  P. 
(VCJonnor)  has  put  a  question  to  me 
whidi  ought  to  be  answered — he  has 
ttked  whether  any  of  the  Secret  Service 
money  is  spent  upon  elections.  I  answer 
fhat  query  in  the  negative.  I  quite  un- 
Aeistond  the  objection  some  people  may 
have,  on  general  principles,  to  the  voting 
of  Secret  Service  money.  The  hon.  Gen- 
flenum  who  spoke  last  but  one  said  that 
kohjeeted  to  SeoretSefvioemoney  being 


spent  in  Ireland ;  but  that  matter  has  al- 
ready been  discussed  in  this  House,  and, 
therefore,  I  hope  that  we  shall  now  be 
allowed  to  go  to  a  division.  The  hon. 
Member  who  next  spoke  moved  to  report 
Progress,  because  no  answer  had  been 
given  to  the  question ;  but  he  must  re- 
member that,  earlier  in  the  debate,  I 
gave  my  reasons  why  I  could  not  answer 
such  a  question.  The  Secret  Service 
money  is  a  Vote  on  which,  from  its  very 
nature,  no  explanation  can  be  given ; 
therefore,  no  amount  of  reporting  Pro- 
gress or  obstructive  divisions  wifl  have 
the  effect  desired  by  hon.  Members. 
Either  this  Secret  Service  Vote  is  right 
or  it  is  wrong.  If  it  is  wrong,  then  vote 
against  it;  but  if  it  is  right,  it  is  impos- 
sible for  the  (Government  to  give  any  ex- 
planation as  to  the  amount  spent  by  each 
Department,  or  as  to  the  places  or  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  spent.  I  hope, 
under  the  circumstances,  hon.  Members 
having  fully  stated  their  grievances,  we 
may  now  be  allowed  to  go  to  a  division. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  that  after  what  had 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
he  had  no  doubt  that  no  part  of  the 
Secret  Service  money  which  was  spent 
in  connection  with  his  Department  was 
spent  upon  elections ;  but  did  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  know  haw  that  portion 
of  the  Secret  Service  money  which  was 
not  spent  in  the  Department  over  which 
he  presided  was  allocated  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did,  then  he  fMr.  Gorst) 
was  perfectly  satisfied  ;  but  ii  he  did  not 
know  how  much  was  spent  in  other  De- 
partments, perhaps  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  would  get  up  and  give  them 
an  assurance,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  done,  that  no  part  of  the  Secret 
Service  money  was  devoted  to  election 
exnenses  ? 

I^M)  FREDERIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  whole  of  the  allotment 
was  under  the  direction  of  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  am 
very  much  surprised  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gorst),  whom  I 
should  have  thought  knows  as  much 
about  elections  as  anyone,  should  have 
asked  this  question.  I  should  have 
tiiought  that  he  would  have  been  able 
to  speak  of  the  .practice  of  the  late  Gt)- 
vemment  on  this  matter.  For  the  pre- 
sent Government,  howeter,  I  will  take 
upon  myself  the  responsibility  of  saying 
that  in  none  of  the  Departments  is  any 
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Secret  Servioe  money  spent  upon  eleo- 
tions.  I  will  go  further  than  that,  and 
say  that  for  many  years  in  this  country 
no  Administration  has  ever  spent  a 
single  farthing  of  this  money  on  elec- 
tions. 

Me.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  appealed 
to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Leamy)  to  with- 
draw his  Motion  for  reporting  Progress. 
They  had  elicited  this  fact  ft^m  the  Gk>- 
vemment,  that  not  only  was  some  of  the 
Secret  Service  money  spent  abroad,  but 
some  of  it  was  spent  at  home.  That,  in 
fact,  appeared  nrom  the  very  words  of 
the  Vote  itself — ''  foreign  and  other 
Secret  Service  money."  On  former  oc- 
casions they  had  heard  that  a  portion  of 
the  money  was  spent  in  Ireland.  The 
Government  was  able  to  deny  that  any 
of  it  was  spent  on  electioneerins^ ;  but  if 
that  were  so,  they  had  all  the  more 
money  to  spend  on  purposes,  perhaps, 
even  worse  than  electioneering.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  Treasury 
knew  nothing  about  the  way  in  which 
the  money  was  allocated ;  but,  from  the 
document  he  had  in  his  hand,  it  seemed 
that  the  head  under  wliich  these  pay- 
ments would  be  accounted  for  was  the 
Treasury.  Hon.  Members  had,  there- 
fore, naturally  addressed  queries  to  the 
Treasury ;  but  having  made  the  protest 
which  they  had  made,  he  thought  it  was 
hardly  necessary  to  delay  going  to  the 
division  which  must  be  token  on  the 
Vote.  In  the  division  they  would  be 
able  to  judge  of  the  sincerity  of  certain 
Members  of  the  Government  who,  while 
out  of  Office,  went  into  the  Lobby  against 
the  Vote,  but  who,  now  that  their  rarty 
were  in  Office,  would  vote  in  favour  of  it. 
The  division  would  be  an  interesting  one, 
and  he  could  only  regret  that  the  Chief 
Secretary,  after  sitting  in  his  place  and 
hearing,  over  and  over  again,  as  he  had 
done,  most  distinct  and  pointed  charges 
against  the  Department  over  which  he 
presided,  thought  it  consistent  with  his 
self-respect,  and  with  a  proper  discharge 
of  the  duties  of  his  Office,  to  sit  in 
silence,  and  to  admit,  bv  his  tacit  and 
silent  demeanour,  that  there  was  really 
no  answer  to  be  made. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  hope  the 
Committee  will  not  suppose  for  a  mo- 
ment that  I  admit  any  one  of  these 
charges.         

Mb.  R.  power  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Leamy)  ought  to  wi^draw  his 
proposal  on  one  condition — namely,  that 

Sir  WiUiam  Mm^mtrt 


the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  wonld 
state  how  much  of  this  Secret  Service 
money  was  spent  in  Ireland.  As  Irish 
Representatives,  they  had  a  distinct 
ri^ht  to  baow  that ;  and  unless  they  ob- 
tained the  necessax^  information,  they 
were  quite  justified  m  opposing  the  Vote 
by  every  means  in  their  power. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  that 
during  the  various  discussions  that  had 
taken  place  on  this  Vote  he  had  been 
glad  to  notice  that  a  large  number  of 
English  Members  had  alternated  with 
Iri^  Members  in  protesting  against  it 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  Home 
Secretary  would  appeal  to  them  to  have 
confidence  in  the  Government,  seeing 
that  there  were  so  many  distingoished 
Members  of  the  House  who  opposed  the 
expenditure  of  this  money  by  the  late 
Government  in  the  present  Administra- 
tion. He  supposed  it  would  be  argued 
that  now  the  Government  were  stre^;dL- 
ened  by  having  these  Gentlemen  in  it» 
there  was  every  guarantee  that  the  Se- 
cret Service  money  would  not  be  ex- 
pended upon  any  of  the  odious  purposes 
upon  which  it  used  to  be  spent.  He  hsd 
been  puzzling  his  brains  to  find  out  on 
what  ground  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemenoppositewoulddefendtheir  change 
of  front.      Although  there  was   some 

ground  for  confidence  in  having  these 
entlemen  in  the  Gt>vemment,  those 
who  were  still  independent  Members  of 
the  House  were  not  exempted  from  the 
duty  of  protesting  against  this  Vote  on 
certain  grounds.  It  had  always  seemed 
to  him  tnat  a  Minister  rising  to  addrees 
the  Committee  on  this  Vote  would  do 
some  public  service  by  giving  some  as- 
surance that  the  money  would  not  be 
applied  to  any  of  the  purposes  which 
had  been  named  from  time  to  time  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  complained  of 
the  use  of  the  Secret  Service  money. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy),  he  thought,  was 
strictly  accurate  in  every  one  of  the 
statements  he  had  made  to-night  in  re- 
ference to  the  action  of  those  charged 
with  the  government  of  Ireland  in  past 
times  in  reference  to  the  employment  of 
a  Vote  of  this  kind.  But  the  question 
immediately  before  them  was  the  ques* 
tion  of  reporting  IVogress.  He  thought 
if  they  took  a  division  on  this  Motion, 
the  strength  of  the  opposition  to  this 
Vote  would  not  sufficiently  appear.  He 
was  pot  sure  whether  the  hon.  Member^ 
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asgow  (Mr.  Andergon),  and  the 

kwitah  and  Engliah  Members  who 
with  the  Irish  Slembers,  would 
po&ed  to  vote  with  them  on  the 
m  of  reporting  Progress  j  and»  aa 
tie  was  a  verj  fair  and  straightfor- 
ne,  he  should  be  inclined  to  saj 
a  a  matter  of  policj,  it  would  be 
to  withdraw  the  Motion  for  re- 
l  Progrees,  and  take  a  di?ifiioii  on 
dtk  Question. 

HEALY  trusted  his  hon.  Friend 
not  proceed  with  his  Motion  to 
Proip-ess,  as  the  Committee  was 
irfectly  prepared  to  take  a  division 
»  Vote,  He  could  not  join  with 
a.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City 
way  (Mr.  T,  P.  O'Connor)  in  re^ 
:  over  the  fact  that  none  of  this 
f  if  spent  at  aU^  was  spent  tipon 
ns.  If  it  waa  not  spent  upon 
ns,  they  might  rest  assured  that 
spent  for  much  more  discreditable 

stion  put,  and  negatwsd. 

^nal  Question  put. 
Committee  divided: — Ayee    BS  j 
lit    Majority    66,— (Div,    list, 
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olutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
imittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow ^ 

>LEUH  (HAWKIKG)  BILL— [ZmJEi,] 
{Mr,  €&uriHiff,) 
fsiLL  222.]        OOKMITTKE* 

.  comidsr^d  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee,) 

use  2   (Begulatlons  for  hawking 

eum). 

Motion  proposed,  *'  That  the  Clause 

part  of  the  Bill.'' 

.  WHITLEY  said,  that  the  ques^ 

f  allowing  pedlars  to  carry  petro- 
about  in  carts  had  become  a  very 

3'  in  all  the  large  towns.  They 
e  to  carry  petroleum  about  in 
and  to  carry  on  their  business  op* 
I  the  dhops  of  tradespeople  dealing 
»  same  article;  and  so  great  had 
iitcry  against  this  become  that  he 
teen  aeked  to  introduce  a  Bill  com- 
ig  those  people  to  desist  from  that 
ioi.  It  waa  Tery  inj  urioua  to  trades- 


people who  had  to  pay  heavy  rates  and 
tastes  \  but  this  BiU  proposed  to  legalise 
what  these  pedlars  comd  not  now  do. 
These  people  could  only  be  dealt  with 
by  prosecntiona  for  obstruction  In  the 
streets  \  but  tradespeople  knew  that  that 
was  an  impracticable  way  of  dealing  with 
them.  This  Bill  proposed  to  extend  the 
provisions  of  the  Hawker's  Bill,  and 
allow  the  hawkers  to  carry  a  dangerous 
commodity  through  the  streets  of  towns 
and  villages  j  but  he  should  like  to  know 
in  whose  interest  the  Bill  was  promoted  ? 
He  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the 
poor  J  but  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  nothing  could  be  mora 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  that  class 
who  had  suffered  from  depression  of  trade^ 
and  who  were  tradespeople,  and  h© 
thought  those  were  the  people  to  whom 
sympathy  was  due.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive any  class  of  poor  people  who  wera 
benefited.  No  one  could  have  greater 
sympathy  with  the  poor  than  he  had, 
but  he  could  not  see  for  whose  interest 
this  Bill  was  promoted.  He  hoped  some 
information  would  be  given  as  to  who 
the  promoters  were,  and  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  represented  large  borougha 
would  look  closely  into  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  which  was  calculated  to  do  a 
great  deal  o£  harm. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
that  this  is  not  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb,  COURTNEY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  strangely  misconceived  the  pur- 
port of  the  BuL  He  seemed  to  oppose 
it  as  though  it  were  a  question  between 
hawkers  and  non*hawkerSp  and  as  if  it 
would  increase  hawking;  but  it  had 
nothing  at  all  of  that  character.  It  did 
not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the  issue 
of  licences  or  the  restrictions  applying  to 
hawking.  It  simply  dealt  with  the 
hawking  of  petroleum  and  not  with  the 
licences*  No  one  not  otherwise  licensed 
to  hawk  would  be  able  to  hawk  under 
this  Bill.  It  did  no  more  than  allow  a 
H censed  hawker,  having  a  licence  to 
keep  petroleum^  to  hawk  it.  The  hawk- 
ing of  petroleum  went  on  now ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  bad  any  acquaintance 
with  the  rural  life  of  England,  and  the 
convenience  of  hawking  petroleum  from 
door  to  door»  he  would  see  that  the  Bill 
dealt  with  the  convenience  of  the  poor 
in  the  country.  By  this  Bill  it  was  pro- 
posed that  any  person  who  waa  licenced 
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to  deal  in  petroleum  miglit,  nnder  cer- 
tain preaoribed  conditions,  hawk  it. 

Mb.  WABTON  urged  that  it  was  not 
safe  to  allow  people  to  hawk  petroleum, 
and  he  would  ask  hon.  Members  to  con- 
sider what  would  be  the  result  of  any 
damage  to  a  veesel  containing  10  gallons 
of  petroleum.  He  would  remind  the 
Committee  of  the  terrible  accident  which 
had  occurred  in  Wales  some  years  ago, 
when  a  Peer  of  the  Bealm  and  other 
persons  of  less  consequence  were  burnt 
to  death ;  and  if  such  an  accident  could 
occur  on  a  railway  with  all  the  care 
taken  by  railway  officials,  how  could  it 
be  said  that  such  an  accident  would  not 
occur  to  petroleum  hawked  about  the 
streets?  Me  beeged  to  move  that  Pro- 
gress be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  WarUm.) 

The  Committee  divttM:  —  Ayes  3; 
Noes  70  :  Majority  67.  —  t^^iv.  list. 
No.  849.) 

Clause  ifi^re&d  to. 

Clause  8  (Modification  of  reg^ations 
by  Secretary  of  State). 

Mb.  COUETNET  explained  that  this 
dause  proposed  to  empower  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  alter,  repeal,  or  vary 
regulations  laid  down  by  the  Act ;  but 
he  proposed  to  move  an  Amendment  by 
which  such  alterations  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament  before  becoming  law. 
The  desirability  must  be  recognized  of 
relieving  the  House  of  the  necessity  for 
entering  into  matters  of  detail ;  and  he 
thouffht  the  objections  which  had  been 
raised  to  this  clause  would  be  removed 
by  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  8,  at  end,  insert  as  a  separate  para- 
graph,— 

«  Every  aabh  regulation  shaU  be  laid  before 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  forthwith  after  it 
ii  made  if  Parliament  be  then  sitting,  and,  if 
not,  within  seven  days  after  the  then  next  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament. 

"  If  within  fort^  days  after  any  such  re^^ola- 
tion  has  been  laid  before  Parliament  either 
House  of  Parliament  resolves  that  such  regula- 
tion should  be  annulled,  the  same  shall  thence- 
forth become  void  without  prejudice  to  any- 
thing done  in  the  meanwmle  in  pursuance 
thereof."— (Jfr.  Cwrine^,) 

Question  proposedi  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Jfr.  Caurin^ 


Mb.  HOFWOOD  said,  he  thooghtthe 
proposed  Amendment    itself    required 
amending.    It  proposed  that  the  regu- 
lations should  be  laid  before  Parliament 
forthwith,    if  Parliament  was    sitting, 
and,  if  not,  within  seven  days  after  the 
then  next  Session  of  Parliament.    That 
would  mean  in  the  Becess.    The  words 
should  read — "after   the    eommeooe* 
ment  of."    He  was  stiU  resolute  against 
the  clause,  and  exceedingly  eony  that 
at  that    hour  in    the   morning    they 
should  have  to  consider  what  he  re- 
garded as  a  matter  of   ^^reat  aigiiifi- 
cance  with  res^ard  to  legislation.    Ho 
did   not  at  aU  agree  that  the  House 
should  abdicate  its  functions  and  allow 
a  Secretary  of  State  to  exercise  them. 
It  was  a  dangerous  doctrine  to  pro- 
pound;   and  cumgerous  to    pass    this 
clause  suggested  by  the  growing  ten« 
dency  on  Sie  part  of  Departments  to 
gain  extraordincoy  powers,  and  so  avoid 
the    vigilance    of    Parliament.      This 
affected  a  large  dass  of  very   useful 
men ;  they  were,  in  fact,  oostermongers 
of  petroleum,  carrying  the  article  about 
the  country.    These  men  carried  petro- 
leum in  the  country  from   cottage  to 
cottage,    nearly    all    of    which    were 
lighted  by  it.    The  hawkers  carried  on 
tha  business  with  benefit  to  the  com- 
munity, and  were,  he  thought,  in  eveiy 
way  to  be  encouraged  rather  than  sop- 
pressed.    A  case  luid  been  made  out  mr 
supervising  the  hawking  by  these  mea 
of  this  rather  dangerous  material,  and 
the  Bill  which  haa  been  prepared  set 
forth  the    different  regulations  which 
were  to  be  observed.    The  provisions 
were  drawn  with  somo  care,  but  had 
been  rendered  wide  and  vague  in  order 
that  there  might  be  no  case  which  would 
escape  the  general  power  of  the  magis- 
trates to  say  whetner  or  not  a  person 
against  whom  a  charge  might  be  brought 
was  gpiilty  of  negligence  in  the  oonvey- 
ance  of  tiiis  material.    The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   (Mr.    Oourtney)    advocated  in 
Committee  the  retention  of  a  dause  of 
this  sort — a  clause  which  would  enaUe 
one  of  Her  Majesty's   Secretaries   of 
State,  from  time  to  time,  to  make,  or, 
when  made,  to  alter,  repeal,  or  add  to 
regulations  for  the  purpose  of  rescind- 
ing, altering,  or  adding  to  regulations 
contained  in  the  Bill  with  respect  to 
hawking  petroleum.     The  regoiatioiis 
contained  in  the  Act  would  be  part  of 
the  law  of  the  land,  and  the  penMj  tax 
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iking  them  would  be  a  maximum  of 
.  By  this  clause  it  was  proposed  to 
list  the  Secretary  of  State  with  autho- 
to  repeal,  or  abolish,  or  alter  part  of 
Liotof  jParliament.  What  was  the  use, 
ip  of  specifying  any  of  those  things 
:ii  he  was  to  be  empowered  to  do  ? 
y  should  they  not  say  simply — ''  Be 
oacted  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
1  declare  what  the  law  shall  be  with 
trd  to  the  hawking  of  petroleum  ?  " 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Courtney), 

>  was  repentant  rather  late,  seemed 
»e  that  this  was  objectionable,  and 
savoured  to  disarm  criticism  by  say- 
that  when  the  Seoretazy  of  State 
]^assed  new  regpilations  they  should 

aid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
oome  into  force  until  the  expiration 
tO  days.  After  they  had  been  on  the 
le  for  40  days,  and  no  objection  was 
m  to  them,  they  would  become  law ; 
liat  an  Act  of  Parliament  might  be 
hem  repealed,  unless  there  was  a  pro- 
made  within  40  days.  The  Secre- 
of  State  would  be  empowered  to 
inue  the  Act  up  to,  say,  next  Feb- 
r^,  and  he  might  then  choose  to 
iish  or  repeal  the  main  part  of 
kud  substitute  something  else.  It 
ht  then  wait  for  some  time  until  it 
lid  receive  the  tacit  sanction  of  Par- 
lent;  but  the  moment  that  he  made 
regulations  the  hawker  of  petroleum 
ht  be  prosecuted  for  any  breach  of 
n  without  knowing  of  the  change, 
course,  it  would  be  said  that,  under 
I  circumstances,  magistrates  would 
convict ;  but  magistrates  were  seme- 
ns led  away  by  evidence  that  was  not 
e  reliable,  and  they  sometimes  were 
opinion  that  a  defendant  was  not 
ng  the  truth,  and  this  especially 
^n  he  said  he  did  not  know  the  state 
he  law.  It  would  be  best  to  have 
law  contained  in  a  Statute  Book,  so 
;  l^e  hawker  might  have  resort  to  it, 
lis  legal  adviser  might  know  where 
nd  it.  He  (Mr.  Hopwood)  objected 
^ving  a  Secretary  of  State,  however 
nent  he  might  be,  power  to  alter  or 
lind  a  law.  These  things  always  re- 
ed themselves  into  this.  Some  official 
gested  a  certain  course  to  the  Secre- 
r  of  State,  and  the  Secretary  of  State, 

>  was,  perhaps,  overworked,  would 
f  run  nis  eye  over  the  proposal  to 

if  he  could  agree  to  it.  If  there 
\  nothing  very  objectionable  to  his 
id  in  it»  it  received   his  sanotioQ. 


(FwKii^)  BUI  686 

That  was  not  the  way  in  which  they 
should  proceed.  If  tifie  Act,  after  it 
was  passed,  required  amendment,  an 
Amending  Bill  should  be  brought  in  and 
passed. 

Mb.  BEOADHUBST  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Courtney) 
would  see  fit  to  withdraw  this  clause. 
The  power  given  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  make  rules  aad  regulations  was 
a  veiy  serious  matter,  e^ecialfy  on  a 
question  of  this  kind.  Under  the  powers 
of  this  clause,  the  hawking  trade  of  these 
poor  people  might  be  absolutely  ruined 
at  the  will  of  the  Home  Office.  Let 
them,  for  instence,  suppose  that  a  change 
of  Government  took  place,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Whitley) 
was  appointed  to  the  Office  held  by  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Courtney.)  He,  in 
the  interest  of  his  Mends,  the  aristocratic 
sho]^keepers,  would  propose  at  once  to 
annihilate  the  hawking  trade.  He  (Mr. 
Broadhurst)  was,  therefore,  considerably 
alarmed  at  the  proposal  of  the  Govem- 
menty  after  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  LiverpooL  The  fact  was,  that 
London  would  be  absolutely  sterved 
within  a  single  week  if  they  put  a  stop 
to  street-hawking.  He  had  in  his  pocket 
a  letter  on  this  subject  from  a  man  at 
Greenwich,  and  he  regretted  veiy  much 
that  neither  of  this  person's  Bepresen- 
tatives  were  in  their  place  to  look  after 
his  interests.  The  writer  said  that  he 
had  been  in  the  oil  trade  for  eight  years, 
and  mainly  looked  upon  that  for  pro- 
viding a  living  for  his  family,  and  p^- 
ing  the  rent  and  rates  of  his  shop.  He 
declared  that  if  these  extraordinaiy 
powers  were  given  to  the  Department 
to  interfere  with  his  trade  it  might  ruin 
him.  He  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  hoped  the 
Committee  would  take  particular  notice 
of  the  i^eal  that  had  been  made  on 
behalf  of  tiie  large  shopkeepers.  These 
people  were  constantly  harassing  the 
costermonffers  in  all  their  large  towns, 
although  Uie  costermongers  were  a  class 
who  made  food  possible  to  the  poor  by 
bringing  it  to  their  doors.  The  coster* 
mongers  w^e  constantly  being  perse- 
cuted by  these  large  and,  verv  often, 
uncivil  and  high-priced  shopkeepers. 
Whatever  the  Committee  did,  he  aimealed 
to  it  to  protect,  as  far  as  possible,  not 
only  the  immediate  but  the  future  inter- 
esto  of  these  hard-working  and  deserv- 
ing hawkers  of  food  and  other  neces- 
saries of  life  in  their  large  towns* 
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Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  lie  looked  with 
great  jealousy  upon  the  proposal  now 
made  by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  who  told 
them  it  was  desirable  to  place  this  large 
power  of  making  regulations  in  the  hands 
of  the  Executive.  No  doubt,  the  hon. 
Member  would  say  there  was  a  pre- 
cedent for  giving  that  power  to  the  Go- 
vernment. He  might  say  that  the  Exe- 
cutive had  power  to  regulate  the  sale  of 
gunpowder ;  but  the  two  cases  were  not 
parallel,  inasmuch  as  gunpowder  was  in 
the  hands  of  a  very  few  persons,  and 
was  not  hawked  about  the  streets,  whilst 
petroleum  was  used  by  very  nearly  every- 
one, and  was  taken  from  door  to  door 
for  the  convenience  of  the  public.  He 
thought  the  dispensing  power  which  the 
hon.  Member  sought  to  obtain  was  ob- 
jectionable, and  ought  not  to  be  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Committee.  In  his  Amend- 
ment the  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  that 
the  rules  should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
Parliament,  and  unless  objected  to  within 
40  days,  should  become  law  ;  but  they 
all  knew,  in  a  Session  such  as  the  pre- 
sent, for  instance,  what  difficulties  a  pri- 
vate Member  experienced  in  bringing 
forward  a  Motion,  and  in  getting  a  ques- 
tion decided.  It  might  be  impossible  for 
any  step  to  be  taken  within  40  days.  As 
the  Government  would  be  in  favour  of 
the  rules  they  proposed,  it  could  not  be 
expected,  if  any  Member  took  exception 
to  them,  that  they  would  put  themselves 
out  of  the  way  to  give  him  an  oppor- 
timity  of  making  his  objection,  so  that, 
as  he  had  said,  a  private  Member  would 
have  very  little  chance  of  bringing  for- 
ward his  case  within  40  days.  There 
was  a  very  strong  objection  to  this  pro- 
posal on  tne  part  of  many  hon.  MemberSi 
and  he  earnestly  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Courtney),  who  had  al- 
ready objected  to  certain  modifications 
suggested  in  the  2nd  clause,  would  make 
a  concession  in  the  present  case.     He 

g[r.  Dillwyn)  had  accepted  the  hon. 
ember's  verdict  with  regard  to  the  2nd 
clause ;  but  he  trusted  the  hon.  Member 
would  himself  give  way  on  the  point 
under  discussion,  yielding  to  the  very 
strong  feeling  expressed  on  every  side  of 
the  House. 

Sm  HENBY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
agreed  in  the  hope  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  withdraw  the  proposal.  The 
result  of  adopting  it  might  lead  to  hard- 
ships amongst  a  poor  and  usefU  dass. 


They  were  dealing  with  men  of  a  very 
different  dass  to  those  affected  by  the 
Explosives  Act.  The  proposal  affected 
poor  men  in  a  small  way  of  business, 
who  were  veiy  useful  to  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  community,  espedally  in 
country  districts  If  it  were  accepted, 
the  Secretary  of  State  might  make  some 
new  regulation;  a  hawker,  without 
knowing  it,  might  infringe  that  regula- 
tion, and  his  tr^e  might  be  inmiediatelv 
stopped.  It  might  be  stopped  until 
Parliament  met  again,  and  probably  for 
40  days  after  Paniament  had  met,  and 
possibly  much  longer,  because,  as  had 
been  pointed  out,  a  private  Member 
would  experience  consiaerable  difficulty 
in  bringing  on  the  question  within  the 
specified  40  days.  The  poor  man  might, 
in  the  meantime,  be  absolutely  ruined, 
because  they  wocdd  take  away  from  him 
the  power  of  dealing  in  petroleum  and 
carrying  it  about  from  house  to  house. 
He  trusted  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  would  see  his 
way  to  withdrawing  the  proposition. 

Mr.  COUETNETsaid,  that  whilst  he 
must  confess  he  did  not  agree  with  many 
Members  of  the  Committee  upon  these 
matters,  he  could  not  diseuise  irom  him- 
self the  fact  that  the  dause  was  verj 
powerfully  opposed.  The  hon.  Member 
tor  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  seemed  to 
object  to  the  Executive  Gt>vemment 
having  power  to  administer  the  details  of 
a  measure,  and  the  Committee  evidently 
was  insuffidently  advanced  to  accept 
that  doctrine.  He  would  withdraw  me 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  negatived. 

Clauses  4  and  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Definitions). 

Mb.  WHITLEY  said,  there  was  a  re- 
ference  made  here  to  the  Hawkers'  and 
Pedlars'  Act,  and  he  wished  to  know  why 
only  persons  hawking  petroleum  ^ould 
be  allowed  to  use  carriages  in  their 
trade  ?  He  believed  he  was  correct  in 
saying  that  in  the  town  of  Brighton 
there  were  no  hawkers  at  all.  The 
hawking  nuisance  had  risen  to  sudi  a 
pitch  that  the  Town  Council  took  means 
to  put  a  stop  to  all  hawking  in  the 
streets.  The  rich  shopkeepers — in  spite 
of  what  an  hon.  Member  had  said- 
cared  nothing  at  all  about  it.  It  was 
now  proposed  by  a  aide-wind  to  giTS 
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rolenm  hawkers  a  power  whioli  no 
9r  class  of  hawkers  possessed.  If  it 
(desirable  to  let  hawkers  generally 

carriages,  well  and  gooa;  but  it 
ned  to  him  highly  objectionable  that 
rolenm  hawkers  alone  should  be  al- 
ed  to  have  this  power.  He  had  oc- 
on,  veiy  often  indeed,  as  a  magis- 
te,  to  hear  cases  against  hawkers, 

he  knew  fines  to  have  been  over  and 
r  again  levied  upon  Ihem  for  carry- 
on  their  trade  contrary  to  the  Acts  of 
liament.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it 
Id  be  unwise  to  allow  the  clause  to 
1. 

[b.  0.  H.  JAMES  said,  the  Bill 
ned  to  him  to  be  a  most  reasonable 

in  every  respect,  except  Clause  3, 
Dh  they  had  just  struck  out.  If 
ise  6  were  struck  out  half  the  utility 
bhe  measure  would  be  done  away 
1.  He  had  seen  petroleum  hawked 
at  the  streets,  and  he  could  assure 
Committee  it  was  not  carried  about 
preat  carts,  but  in  cans  fixed  upon 
»els,  just  as  milk  was  carried  from 
r  to  door.  If  they  didenot  allow  it 
>e  taken  about  in  that  way  it  would 
lecessary  for  parents  to  send  out  chil- 
ly perhaps  10  or  12  years  of  age,  or 
1  younger,  with  bottles  or  small  tin 
3  for  this  dangerous  material ;  and 
ainly  that  womd  be  much  more  ob- 
Lonable  than  the  course  proposed  by 

clause. 

lause  agreed  to. 

lause  7  agreed  to. 

ill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
rred  To-morrow. 


J)  BIRDS  PROTECrnON  ACT  (1880) 
AMENDMENT  BILL— [Xorrff.] 

{Mr.  Courtney.) 
[bill  226.]      OONSIDERATTON. 

iU,  as  amended,  considered. 

IK  DAVID  WEDDERBUEN  said, 
liad  a  new  clause  to  propose  for  the 
;ection  of  bond  fide  naturalists  and 
Dctors  of  birds.  He  thought  it  only 
per  that  some  distinction  should  be 
wn  between  these  persons  and  the 
pie  who  destroyed  birds  illegally  out 
leason  when  they  were  helpless  and 
Iv  destroyed.  That  part  of  the  year 
rnich  birds  were  most  worth  preserv- 
was  the  spring,  and  that  was  the 


period  of  the  year  when  they  were  not 
allowed  to  be  taken  or  killed.  Accord- 
ing to  the  existing  law,  a  collector  of 
birds,  private  amateur,  or  a  representa- 
tive of  a  museum,  could  not  tf^e  birds 
as  specimens  without  incurring  serious 
penfQties.  What  he  proposed  was  that 
the  Court,  before  whom  a  person  was 
brought  up  and  charged  with  destroy- 
ing birds  out  of  season,  should  have  a 
discretionary  power  in  a  matter  of  con- 
viction. If  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
birds  had  been  taken  for  preservation 
in  an  omitholomcal collection  or  museum, 
the  Court  should  be  able  to  excuse  them. 
In  other  countries  where  wild  birds  were 
protected  the  Minister  of  the  Interior 
himself  had  power  to  exempt  from  the 
operation  of  the  law  persons  taking 
birds  for  scientific  purposes ;  but  after 
what  had  just  taken  place  in  regard  to 
the  Petroleum  (Hawking)  Bill,  he  would 
not  propose  that  method  of  dealing  with 
the  subject  in  this  country. 

New  Clause  to  follow  Clause  1  — 

(Beflervation  in  case  of  birds  killed  lor  scientific 
purposes.) 
**  A  person  shall  not  be  liable  to  be  conyicted 
under  *  The  Wild  Birds  Protection  Act,  1880,' 
if  he  satisfies  the  Court  before  whom  he  is 
charged  that  any  wild  birds  which  he  has  killed 
and  offered  for  sale  are  intended  bon&  fide  for 
preservation  in  an  ornithological  collection  or 
museum." — {Sir  David  Wedderbum.) 

Clause  brought  t^,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Me.  COUETNEY  said,  that  he  had 
had  every  desire  to  meet  Ihe  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Haddington  (Sir  David  Wedder- 
bum), but  he  found  it  quite  impossible 
to  do  so.  If  the  clause  were  accepted, 
the  whole  Bill  would  be  shattered,  be- 
cause it  would  be  impossible  to  prove 
what  the  intention  of  a  person  was  when 
he  took  birds  when  brought  up  before 
the  magistrates.  Nor  was  the  clause 
necessary.  A  bond  fide  ornithologist,  when 
taken  before  the  magistrates,  would  be 
able  to  say  that  he  was  in  pursuit  of 
scientific  knowledge,  and,  under  the 
power  of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act, 
the  magistrates  would  be  able  to  dis- 
miss the  case  if  they  believed  him. 

Mb.  THOMASSON  trusted  that  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  accepted. 

Question  put,  and  negoHpod. 
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Mb.  EOUND  said,  he  rose  to  move 
the  omission  of  Clause  2  from  the  Bill, 
and  what  he  had  to  say  on  the  matter 
he  should  say  as  shortly  as  possible. 
The  clause  proposed  the  insertion  of  the 
lark  in  the  Schedule  of  the  •'  Wild  Birds 
Act,  1880,"  and  he  submitted  that  it 
was  quite  unnecessary  to  include  that 
bird  in  the  special  protection  provided 
by  the  Schedule.  He  was  as  much  a 
friend  of  the  lark  as  any  Member  of 
that  House;  but  he  thought  it  quite 
unnecessary  to  provide  this  special  pro- 
tection for  it — a  penalty  of  5s.  being,  in 
his  opinion,  sufficient  for  the  purpose. 
Eveiyone  knew  that  it  was  difficult  to 
find  Larks'  nests  in  the  spring  of  the  year, 
the  nature  of  the  ground  at  that  time 
providing  ample  cover;  and  if  there 
was  any  diminution  in  the  number  of 
larks,  he  thought  it  was  owing  to  the 
severe  winters  they  had  had  during  the 
last  three  years.  They  ought  to  endea- 
vour to  carry  public  opinion  with  them 
in  this  sort  of  legislation  ;  and  as  it  was 
a  fact  that  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year 
larks  pulled  up  sprouting  com,  if  this 
bird  were  included  in  the  Schedule,  it 
would  make  the  Bill  more  unpopular 
than  it  was  now  in  the  eyes  of  those 
people  it  would  mostly  concern.  This 
was  not  the  time  to  introduce  new  mat- 
ter into  the  Schedule.  As  had  been 
pointed  out,  the  Act  of  last  year  gave 
protection  to  nearly  all  wild  birds,  in- 
cluding the  lark,  and  the  present  was 
merely  a  Declaratory  Bill,  explaining 
the  construction  of  a  particular  clause 
in  the  Act  of  last  year  which  appeared 
to  be  of  doubtful  character ;  but  this 
new  matter,  he  submitted,  ought  not  to 
be  brought  before  the  House.  For  those 
reasons  he  moved  the  omission  of  the 
clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  to 
leave  out  Clause  2. — {Mr,  Round,) 

Question  proposed,  *'That  Clause  2 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  was  as  fond 
of  larks  as  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken ;  but  he  had  long  felt  that 
severe  penalties  were  not  the  best  way 
of  preserving  birds.  He  regretted  that 
in  **  another  place  "  several  small  birds 
had  been  added  to  the  Schedule.  Penal- 
ties should  be  imposedf  or  valuable  birds, 
and  not  for  small  birds,  and  he  thought 
larks  were  far  more  likely  to  be  pro- 
tected under  the  Bill  as  it  previously 


stood  than  by  severe  penalties.  For 
that  reason  he  hoped  the  alterations  made 
in  **  another  place  "  would  be  omitted. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  said,  he  hoped 
the  lark  would  not  be  omitted,  for  he 
had  an  affection  for  that  bird,  and  he 
would  not  bow  to  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  made  the  Motion. 
With  regard  to  larks'  nests,  in  his  opi- 
nion the  lark's  nest  was  very  easy  to 
find,  and  he  had  never  failed  to  discover 
a  lark's  nest  whenever  he  wanted  one. 
It  was  only  necessary  to  watch  where 
the  lark  rose  and  to  see  where  he  settled, 
for  the  lark  always  settled  within  20 
yards  of  its  nest.  The  lark  was  one  of 
the  most  beautiful  wild  birds,  and  was 
becoming  scarcer  every  year,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  protect  it. 

Mb.  COUETNET  confessed  that  he 
had  no  feeling  one  way  or  the  other  as 
to  the  lark,  and  whether  it  was  included 
in  the  Schedule  or  omitted  appeared  to 
him  a  perfectly  open  question.  But 
what  he  had  heard  privately  or  in  the 
other  House  inclined  him  to  adhere  to 
the  Act  of  last  Session;  and,  althoufi^h 
he  would  wish  to  be  respectful  to  the 
other  House,  on  the  whole  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  keep  to  the  origi- 
nal form  of  this  clause. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  29 ;  Noes 
26  :  Majority  4.— (Div.  List,  No.  350.) 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  poited, 

SAVINGS  BANKS  AND  POST  OFFICE 
SAVINGS  BANKS,  AND  SECURITIES 
IN  CHANCERY  DIVISION.— REPORT. 
—NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL. 

FIBST  BEADING. 

Besolutions  [August  1]  reported, 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  observed,  that  on 
the  previous  night  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  had  said  that  the 
House  was  not  taken  by  surprise  in  re- 
gard to  this  matter,  because  the  Prime 
Minister  had  announced  the  measure  in 
his  Budget  speech.  That  was  perfectly 
accurate  as  regarded  the  matter  of  the 
Prime  Ministers  speech,  but  not  as  re- 
garded the  spirit  of  that  speech.  The 
Prime  Minister,  no  doubt,  did  sketch 
his  scheme  in  his  Budget  speech ;  bat 
he  promised  not  to  plac^  it  before  the 
House  for  its  practical  judffment  until 
after  the  Budget;  and  on  me  29th  of 
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April,  in  TCpIy  to  the  right  hon.  and 
nUantMemDerfor  WigtownBurghs  (Sir 
John  Hay),  he  Baid  he  did  not  intend 
to  bring  tiiis  scheme  in  until  the  Budget 
was  out  of  the  way,  and  that  the  neces- 
saiy  information  would  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  before  that  time.  The 
Budget  Bill  was  out  of  the  way  by  the 
list  of  May,  and  when  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  he  would  not  introduce  this 
scheme  until  after  the  Budget  Bill  was 
oat  of  the  way,  that  was  equivalent  to 
saying  that  he  would  bring  it  in  then, 
or  soon  after ;  but  it  never  could  be  held 
that  the  Prime  Minister  meant  not  only 
that  the  House  should  wait  till  the 
Budget  Bill  was  out  of  the  way,  but  that 
they  should  also  wait  till  the  last  days  of 
the  Session,  when  half  the  Members  were 
away,  before  having  the  scheme  before 
them.  He,  therefore,  thought  the  House 
had  been  more  or  less  taken  by  surprise, 
sad  the  country  had  had  no  opportunity 
of  considering  the  measure  in  any  way. 
The  Prime  Minister  held  out  the  hope 
fliat  it  would  be  brought  forward  and 
fhe  necessaxy  information  given  in  time 
lor  it  to  be  considered,  but  it  was  not 
known  that  the  proposal  was  to  impose 
£2,000,000  of  taxation  on  the  country 
for  31  years.  He  believed  the  country 
voold  wish  to  oppose  the  scheme ;  but  it 
was  no  use  opposing  it  now ;  and  if  the 
Oovemment  were  determined  to  carry  it 
ihnragh,  he  could  only  enter  his  protest 
sgainst  it. 

Beiolationa  agreed  to :~  Bill  ordered  to  bo 
iHtms^t  in  \}j  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
Qun  and  Lord  Fbbderick  Cavendish. 

BBlpretetUed,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU  236.] 

SA8T  INDIAN  LOANS,  ANNUITIES,  &0. — 
INDIAN  LOAN  OF    1879  BILL. 

Reaohttioins  [August  1]  reported ,  and  agreed  to  : 
— Kn  •rdered  to  be  brooght  in  by  Mr.  Chan- 
csuoR  of  the  EzcHiQUBB  and  Lord  Fbsdbrick 

GATUrDIBR. 

Binji!mwilMf,and  read  thefirrt  time.  [BiU  237.] 

OOBEUPT  FRACnGES   (SUSPENSION  OF 

NLIOIIONS)  BILL. 
Qa  Udtion  of  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Bill 
Id  iDipend  for  a  limited  period,  on  account  of 
OoBut  Pimctices,  the  holding  of  an  Election 
rf  a  IftBmber  or  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament 
Ik  oartMn  CSties  and  Boroughs,  ordered  to  be 
Imdit  m  by  Mr.  Attorzcet  General,  8ocre- 
tsffer  William  Habcoubt,  and  Mr.  Solicitor 


KHfrMmM^andjraad  the  first  time.  [Bill238.] 

Hdiis0  aciy^'^^''^^  ^^  ^  quarter 
after  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Wednssdat/f  Zrd  August,  1881. 


The  House  met; — And  having  gone 
through  the  Business  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate — 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  One 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  Srd  August,  1881. 


MINUTES.] — Supply — considered  m  Committee 
—  Civil    Service    Estimates,    Class    II. — 
Salarieh  and  Expenses  op  Civil  Depart- 
ments. 
Resolutions  [Aug^t  2]  reported. 

Public  Buaa— Select  Committee— Report — Poor 
Kolief  and  Audit  of  Accounts  (Scotland) 
[No.  373]. 

Withdrawn  —  Ballot  Act  Continuance  and 
Amendment  *  [2] ;  Church  Patronage  (No.  2)* 
[176]. 


QUESTION. 


SOUTH    AFRICA— THE    TRANSVAAL  — 
THE  CON\^ENTION  AVITH  THE  BOERS. 

Sir  HENRY  TYLER  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  to  be  so  good  as 
to  furnish  the  House  with  the  latest  in- 
formation he  possesses  in  regard  to  the 
Convention  signed  with  Uie  hostile 
Boers  in  the  Transvaal;  and  also  to 
state  in  particular,  what  guarantee  or 
security  is  afforded  for  the  carrying  out 
of  the  stipulations  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Boers;  by  what  tribunal  the  damages 
occasioned  by  the  action  of  the  Boers 
will  be  assessed,  and  what  security  there 
is  for  their  payment ;  and  where  it  is 
intended  that  the  British  Resident  for 
the  Transvaal  will  reside,  what  will  be 
his  duties,  and  how  he  will,  in  the  event 
of  his  becoming  unpopular,  be  pro- 
tected ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  the  Conven- 
tion with  the  Boer  Leaders  has  not  been 
signed ;  but  it  is  on  its  way  to  signature, 
and,  so  far  as  Iknowi  substantial  arrange- 
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ments  for  that  purpose  have  been  made. 
The  Conyention  wUl  probably  be  signed 
within  a  few  days,  and  it  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  as  soon  as  the  Gbvern- 
ment  are  in  possession  of  it  in  a  com- 
plete form.  It  will  have  to  be  ratified, 
in  order  to  make  it  binding,  by  the 
Yolksraad  or  Court  of  Assembly  on  the 
part  of  the  people,  which  will  at  once 
DO  elected,  and  every  security  will  be 
taken  to  make  the  Convention  com- 
pletely bindinc^  on  the  great  mass  of 
the  people.  The  compensation  referred 
to  in  the  hon.  Member's  Question  will 
be  assessed  by  a  sub-Commission,  con- 
sisting of  the  British  Besident  and  two 
Judges  of  the  Transvaal  Supreme  Court ; 
or,  failing  the  Judges,  by  two  other  per- 
sons, who  will  be  appointed  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's High  Commissioner.  With  respect 
to  the  last  branch  of  the  Question,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  British  Besident  will 
reside  at  Pretoria,  or,  from  time  to  time, 
at  any  other  convenient  place,  and  his 
functions  will  be  defined  by  the  High 
Commissioner.  That  being  so,  it  is 
better  that  I  should  not  attempt  to  give 
an  account  of  them  verbally,  more  es- 
pecially as  I  hope  the  Papers  will  soon 
be  in  ihe  hands  of  hon.  Members.  With 
regard  to  the  security  of  the  British 
Beiddent,  the  (Government  have  no  more 
doubt  upon  that  point  than  they  have  as 
to  the  security  of  any  British  Consul  or 
Ambassador  to  any  foreign  country,  and 
no  special  arrangements  for  his  protec* 
tion  are  contemplated. 


MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT  — PRIVILEGE 

(MR.  BRADLAUGH). 

BESOLUTION. 

Me.  LABOUCHEBE  :  I  rise.  Sir,  on 
a  question  of  Privilege.  I  was  standing 
in  the  Lobby  just  now,  when  I  saw  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  a  duly  elected  Member  of 
this  House,  come  into  the  Lobby.  He 
attempted  to  go  into  the  House.  He 
said  he"  considered  he  had  a  right  to  do 
80,  derived  from  his  being  an  elected 
Member  of  this  House.  He  was  then 
hurried  out  of  the  Lobby  by  the  officials 
of  the  House ;  and  I  am  given  to  under- 
stand that  he  is  not  to  be  allowed  to  re- 
enter the  Lobby.  On  the  10th  of  May 
the  following  Besolution  was  passed  by 
this  House: — 

Mr.  QMktam 


«  That  the  'Serieant  at  Arms  do  removf 
Bradlaugh  from  the  House  until  he  shall  ei 
not  further  to  disturh  the  proceedings  o 
House." 

That  Resolution  was  moved  by  the  i 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  N 
Devon  (Sir  StaflFord  Northcote),  ai 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  i 
hon.  Gentleman  that  I  asked  him  i 
would  be  good  enough  to  explain  \ 
he  meant  by  "  the  House."  The  i 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

''  I,  therefore,  hy  my  Motion,  propoM 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  shall  he  excluded  from  tne  I 
— that  is,  that  he  shall  not  come  withii 
door  that  is  kept  hy  the  doorkeepers,  nnl 
unless  he  shall  imdertake  to  the  Speakei 
he  will  not  disturb  the  proceedings  d 
House."— [3  Hansard^  ccbd.  182.] 

Of  course,  that  excludes  Mr.  Bradli 
from  coming  within  these  doors ;  b 
apprehend  that  it  does  not  exclude 
Bradlaugh  from  comine  within 
Lobby  at  the  other  side  of  the  door, 
that,  in  order  to  prevent  him  from  d 
so,  it  would  be  necessary  that  a  Bei 
tion  should  be  passed  by  the  He 
Of  course.  Sir,  you  will  peroeive  tfa 
is  my  duty  to  do  all  that  I  possibly 
for  my  constituents  in  this  matter, 
I  do  not  wish  to  do  anything  that  w 
be  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  presume  the 
Member  will  conclude  with  a  Mot 
otherwise  he  will  not  be  in  Order. 

Me.  LABOUCHEBE :  Yes,  Si 
will  conclude  with  a  Motion ;  but  I  ^ 
to  keep  to  the  Rules  of  the  House, 
I  wish  to  know  if  I  can  condude 
the  following  Motion?  If  not,  I  will 
stitute  another : — 

«  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  th 
solution  of  the  House  passed  10th  Ma] 
'  that  the  Serg^eant  at  Arms  do  remoTe  lir. 
laugh  from  the  House  until  he  shall  engu 
further  to  disturh  the  proceedings  of  the  H 
meant  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  not 
within  the  outer  door  of  this  Chamher,  ax 
not  give  any  power  to  the  Sergeant  at  Ai 
hinder  him  m)m  entering  and  remaining 
or  any  other  portions  of  this  edifice;  an9 
therefore,  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  and  the  c 
of  the  House  acting  under  him,  in  exd 
Mr.  Bradlauffh  from  such  other  portiona  • 
edifice,  actea  without  the  autncwity  o 
House,  and  in  so  doing  interfered  with  the 
leges  inherent  in  Membership  of  this  1 
and  from  which  no  Member  can  be  de] 
without  a  Resolution  of  this  House  t 
effect." 

I  ask  whether,  under  the  oiroomsts 
that  is  a  matter  of  Privilege  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER;  The  hon.  Me 
will  proceed. 
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|£b.  LABOUOHEBE  :  Under  these 
Qomstances,  I  will  move  this  Hesolu- 
Q.  I  am  not  entering  into  the  ques- 
Q  whether  it  would  be  the  view  of  the 
use  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  haying  at- 
ipted  to  come  within  the  door,  should 

forbidden  to  come  within  the  pre- 
ots  of  the  House ;  but  I  apprehend 
statement  has  been  made  on  behalf 
the  Serjeant-at-Arms  to  the  House  of 
at  has  transpired  just  now  within 
I  Lobby,  or  as  to  whether  it  is  the  in- 
tion  of  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  and  the 
cers  to  exclude  Mr.  Bradlaugh  hence- 
ward  from  the  Lobby.  I  yenture  re- 
ctfuUy  to  contend  that  the  Serjeant- 
Arms  cannot  do  that  without  a  He- 
ution  of  the  House.  I,  therefore,  beg 
propose  the  Besolution  which  I  haye 
t  read. 

^B.  SPEAKER:  Before  putting  the 
solution  to  the  House,  it  is  right  that 
ihould  state  that,  by  a  Besolution 
ised  by  the  House   of  Commons  on 

10th  of  May,  it  was  ordered— 
That  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  do  remoye  Mr. 
dlaugh  from  the  House  until  he  shall  engage 

f aruer  to  disturb  the  proceedings  of  the 
ise." 

18  Order  I  carried  out  in  a  manner 
st  considerate  to  Mr.  Bradlangh,  be- 
ring  that  that  was  the  desire  of  the 
use.  He  was  admitted  to  frequent 
Lobby  and  other  parts  of  the  build- 
in  f  liil  reliance  that  he  would  not 
)mpt  to  enter  this  House.  On  the 
July  he  gaye  formal  notice,  in 
ting,  to  myself,  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
luse,  and  to  the  Serjeant-at-Arms, 
,t  on  or  before  the  Srd  instant  he 
old  again  present  himself  at  the  Table, 
1  would  resist  and  endeayour  to  eyer- 
ie any  physical  force  used  against 
1.  Ju  pursuance  of  the  notice,  he 
\  this  day  come  to  the  door  of  the 
use,  and  has  endeayoured  to  force  an 
ranee.  The  Serjeant-at-Arms  and 
officers,  acting  under  my  directions, 
7e  remoyed  him  from  the  door,  and 
order  to  preyent  any  further  attempts 
Bnter  the  House  ana  restrain  disorder 
the  approaches  to  the  House,  haye 
iducted  him  beyond  the  precincts  of 
I  House.  The  question  raised  by  the 
1.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
bouchere)  in  his  Motion  is,  whether 
Jso  directing  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  I 
ve  exceeded,  in  my  capacity  as  Speaker 
this  House,  the  Order  of  this  House 
aed  on  the  1  Othof  May?  Ihayefelt  that 


I  should  not  be  giying  full  effeot  to  that 
Order  imless  I  had  taken  the  course 
which  I  haye  taken  this  d^j, 

Mb.  speaker  :  Does  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber second  the  Motion  ? 

Mb.  ASHTON  DILKE  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That,  in  the  opinion  oi  thia  Houftei  tho  Re- 
solution of  the  House  passed  IDth  May  la^, 
'That  the  Serjeant  at  Araia  do  remove  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  from  the  House,  until  ho  shall  eogage 
not  further  to  disturh  the  proefeeJitigfl  of  tho 
House,'  meant  that  Mr.  BradlAti^h  fth^uld  not 
come  within  the  outer  door  of  thk  Charobtir, 
and  did  not  give  any  power  to  the  Serjtjant  at 
Arms  to  hinder  him  from  entering  aod  reniaiii- 
ing  in  all  or  any  other  portions  of  this  edifice, 
and  that  therefore  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  and  the 
Officers  of  the  House  acting  nndiiT  him,  in  ex- 
cluding Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  Buch  other  portiona 
of  the  edifice,  acted  without  the  atitbority  of 
this  House,  and  in  so  doing  interfered  with  tha 
priyileges  inherentin  Membership  uf  this  Houfio» 
and  from  which  no  Memher  ciin  ha  df^prived 
without  a  Resolution  of  thi^  House  to  thut 
eflfect."— (ifr.  Labouehere,) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  1  This  not  heing 
a  question.  Sir,  of  altenng  in  principle 
the  Besolution  of  the  House  wnich  has 
been  referred  to  either  by  extondon  or 
addition,  I  am  not  sure  whether  I  should 
have  risen  at  once  on  the  Motion  wMeh 
has  just  been  made.  But  the  question 
appears  to  me  to  be  one  which  the  horn. 
Member  for  Northampton  is  perfectly 
justified  in  raising,  from  hie  point  of 
view,  as  to  your  conduct,  Sir,  aa  the 
Chief  Executive  Officer  of  this  House, 
in  the  interpretation  you  have  put  on 
the  Besolution  and  in  the  performance 
of  your  duty.  I  pass  no  censure  upon 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  for 
his  challenge  to  each  Member  of  the 
House,  and  to  Members  collectively,  to 
declare  whether  they  will  support  you 
in  the  interpretation  you  have  put  upon 
the  recent  Besolution  of  the  Hou^e.  And 
as  I  have  myself  objected  to  that  Reso- 
lution, I  wish  to  construe  it  impartially, 
in  the  same  sense  as  if  I  had  approved  it, 
or  had  even  been  a  party  t^^  it.  Now, 
Sir,  approaching  the  question  in  that 
spirit,  1  can  entertain  no  doubt  what- 
ever, for  myself,  that  you  have  acted 
judiciously,  and  wisely  interpreted  the 
Besolution  of  the  House.  It  appears  to 
me  that,  however  the  Mover  of  the  Re- 
solution may  have  immediately  contem^ 
plated,  if  he  did  so  contemplate,  the 
limit  to  be  established  by  the  actual 
entrance  to  the  House,  the  dear  inten* 
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tion  of  the  Honse  in  passing  the  Beso- 
liition  was  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should 
be  debarred  from  access  to  the  House 
bj  whatever  means  might  be  found  ne- 
cessary for  that  purpose.  I  cannot  for 
a  moment  conceive  it  possible  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  House  to  leave 
it  open  to  the  executive  officers  to  debar 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  in  such  a  manner  and 
form  and  under  such  conditions  as  to 
cause  disorder  in  the  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  House,  and  to  bar  the 
free  and  uninterrupted  access  of  Mem- 
bers to  the  House.  That  is  the  point 
upon  which  the  matter  appears  to  me  to 
turn,  I  must  hold  that,  above  all  other 
regulations,  one  regulation  in  particular 
ia  necessary — namely,  that  which  is 
asserted  in  the  Sessional  Orders  of  the 
House ;  and  the  direction  given  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Police  of  the  Metro- 
polig  speaks,  not  only  of  free  access  from 
the  streets  to  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
but  says  that  no  obstruction  should  be 
pennitted  to  hinder  the  passage  of  Mem- 
bers to  and  from  these  Houses,  and  that 
no  disorder  shall  be  allowed  in  West- 
minster Hall,  or  the  passages  leading  to 
the  House  during  the  Sessions  of  Pariia- 
meut.  The  grounds  upon  which  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  cannot  be 
BUBtained  are  to  me  very  plain ;  and  I 
think.  Sir,  that  you  have  properly  exer- 
cised, as  you  always  have  done,  the 
authority  reposed  in  your  hands.  As 
to  absolute  freedom  of  access  by  Mem- 
bers to  this  House,  that  would  have 
been  seriously  hindered  if  the  condition 
in  which  you  are  placed  by  the  Eesolu- 
tiou  were  such  that  you  could  only  con- 
test the  entrance  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  at 
the  doors  of  the  House.  I  think  that  in 
the  nature  of  the  case,  your  conclusion 
is  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Eesolution,  and  that  you  would  not  have 
acted  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Resolution  if  you  had  permitted  such  a 
contest  at  the  doors  of  the  House.  I 
think,  further,  that  the  great  care  taken 
by  the  House  to  lay  down  the  principle 
that  no  disorder  should  be  allowed,  in 
order  to  secure  free  access  to  the  House, 
involves  a  proposition  which  applies  to 
all  descriptions  of  disorder,  whether  that 
disorder  arises  from  the  action  of  ex- 
traneous nersons  or  from  the  action  of 
any  Member  of  this  House  who  may 
have  been  placed  by  a  Resolution  of  the 
House — so  far  as  the  authority  of  the 
House  may  establish  such  a  Besolution 

Mr.  QladBUm 


— under  a  ban  precluding  him,  in 
ceptional  circumstances,  from  fne  ac 
to  the  House,  and  rendering  him 
effect,  an  extraneous  person ;  and  it 
comes  the  duty  of  the  Executive  au 
rity  to  treat  him  as  an  extraneous 
son.  Therefore,  on  all  these  grou] 
I  think  this  Motion  cannot  be  sustau 
I  think  you,  Sir,  have  acted  wisely, 
properly  construed  the  Besolution  of 
1  Otn  of  May.  It  is  my  duty  to  loa 
this  matter  quite  irrespective  of  my 
nion  of  the  character  of  that  Beeolut 
which,  as  I  have  said,  remains 
changed ;  but  the  duty  plainly  attai 
to  us  to  support  the  Executive  autho 
of  the  House  in  faithful  and  full  o 
pliance  with  that  Resolution. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE 
shall  say  only  a  few  words.  Sir,  in  i 
port  of  the  observations  of  the  Pi 
Minister,  and  especially  I  desire  to 
as  little  as  possible,  because  I  thin 
of  great  importance  that  we  should  k 
altogether  distinct  questions  of  po 
with  regard  to  the  position  of  Mr.  m 
laugh  and  questions  of  Order  wl 
have  been  raised  by  the  prooeedi 
to-day.  I  am  anxious  that  these 
questions  should  be  kept  entirely 
tinct,  and  that  we  should  confine  < 
selves  to  the  consideration  of  the  ooi 
yon,  Sir,  have  felt  it  your  duty  to  ad( 
in  pursuance  of  the  Resolution  ado] 
by  the  House  on  the  10th  of  May. 
think  with  the  Leader  of  the  House  \ 
your  conduct,  Sir,  has  been  entirely 
accordance  with  that  which  the  He 
expected  you  would  pursue ;  and  thi 
entirely  merits  and  gains  the  supper 
this  House.  The  hon.  Member 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  has 
ferred  to  some  words  I  used  whei 
made  that  Motion,  and  he  has  corret 
quoted  them.  Undoubtedly,  the  Mo 
which  I  made  had  reference  simpl; 
the  exclusion  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  £ 
the  doors  of  this  House.  The  objec 
that  Resolution  was  this.  Mr.  Bi 
laugh  had  up  to  that  time  been  in 
habit  of  doing  that  which  Members  ^ 
have  been  elected  and  who  have 
been  able  to  take  their  seats  are  usuj 
in  the  habit  of  doine — namely,  remi 
ing  below  the  Bar  of  the  House.  It 
felt  that  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  remained 
that  position,  and  if  he  exercised 
discretion,  as  he  had  done  on  sevi 

Erevious  occasions,  to  come  from  his  i 
elowtbeBarto  the  Table  to  dain 
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Mb  seat,  the  House  would  be  sub- 
d  to  continual  interruption  of  iti 
nees,  I  therefore  mo^ed^  and  the 
ge  adopted,  the  Resolution  to  e^c- 
B  him  from  the  body  of  the  House, 
•der  to  prevent  a  disturb  anee  of  our 
codings.  Mr,  Bradlaugh  could  at 
time  after  the  10th  of  May  hare  re- 
red  his  right  of  coming  within  the 
I  of  the  House  upou  giving  an  un- 
iking  not  to  disturb  the  order  of  the 
aediags ;  but  he  did  not  make  any 
promise,  and  was  therefore  pro- 
r,  by  the  Order  of  the  Houeo,  ex- 
}d  from  coming  within  the  doors. 
I  should  say  he  has  not  only  failed 
ake  any  undertaking  not  to  disturb 
proceed ingSf  but  he  has  attempted 
iroe  to  override  and  set  aside  the 
r  that  was  made  excluding  him 
the  House.  Therefore,  the  action 
jeen  entirely  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  own, 
[  quite  agree  that,  to  give  effect  to 
Resolution  of  the  lOth  of  May,  it 
aeoessary  that  any  attempt  on  the 
of  Mr,  Bradlaugh  to  enter  the 
ae  should  be  resisted,  and  resisted 
a  effeotual  manner.  As  I  under- 
[,  Bi?,  your  directions  to  the  officers 
le  House  and  to  the  8erjeaiit*at- 
i  have  been  that  he  should  be  ex- 
d  hj  force  from  the  House,  and 
if  necessary,  in  order  to  prevent 
or  disturbance  of  that  kiud,  he 
td  be  removed  from  the  precincts — 
the  Lobby.  In  that  course  I  think 
have  taken  the  proper  steps  for 
iug  the  dignity  and  the  peace  of 
proceedings  of  this  House.  I  hope 
House  will  unanimously  support 
in  the  oourse  which  you  have 
zht  it  proper  to  take. 
t  WILFEID  LAWSON:  I  wish 
kp  BiTf  whether  an  Amendment  can 
oved  to  the  Motion  ? 
1.  SPEAKER  t  I  cannot  say  until 
)W  what  the  Amendment  will  be, 
a  WILFEID  LAWSON :  Then  I 
give  my  reasons  for  an  Amend- 
whieh  I  think  ought  to  be  moved 
e  Motion  of  the  hou.  Member,  I 
:  this  House  is  getting  into  a  vei7 
rard  position  ]  and  I  agree  wi^ 
nght  hon.  Baronet  who  has  just 
an,  that  with  regard  to  the  dignity 
ieace  of  this  House  something  must 
)ne  pretty  soon. 

a  8TAFF0EDN0ETHC0TE :  The 

not  say  that  with  regard  to  the 

Member  misapprohended  me.    I 


I 


dignity  and  peace  of  the  House  some- 
thing must  be  done ;  but  I  said  that  ia 
reference  to  maintaining  the  dignity  and 
peace  of  the  House  the  Speaker  had 
acted  rightly. 

8ia  WILFBIB  LAWSON:  I  beg 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon ;  but 
I  agree  with  every  step  which  the 
Speaker  has  taken  in  this  matter  for  the 
maintenance  of  order.  On  a  previous 
occasion  you,  Sir^  decided  that  I  should 
not  be  justified  in  saying  that  the  Reso- 
lutian  which  was  passed  by  the  House 
on  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  was  illegal ; 
but  I  8 till  have  a  strong  idea  that  the 
House  did  act  illegally. 

Mii.  MITCHELL  HENEY :  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  Order.  Ought  not  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet  to  he  read  to 
the  House  before  any  speech  is  made,  as 
the  Amendment  msey  be  of  such  a  cha- 
racter that  it  cannot  he  entertained  ? 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON:  I  con^ 
eludej  Sir,  that  you  are  still  the  autho- 
rity in  this  House,  and  that  mj  hon. 
Friend  is  not,  I  was  going  to  say  that 
although^  in  my  humble  opinion,  the 
Eesolution  which  has  caused  all ,  this 
trouble^  and  which,  if  we  adhere  to  it, 
will  probably  lead  us  into  more  trouble, 
was  passed  unwisely.  I  think,  in  endea- 
vouring to  exclude  a  duly  elected  Mem- 
ber from  tills  House,  we  are  taking  one 
of  the  most  high-handed  steps  which 
this  House  has  indulged  in  for  some 
generations;  and  it  is  the  more  invi- 
dious, and  has  the  more  excited  the 
country^  because  you  ore  excluding  that 
hon.  Member  on  account  of  his  theolo- 
gical, or  perhaps  I  ought  to  say  hie  non- 
theological,  views.  I  strongly  object  to 
suoh  a  course  being  taken,  and  I  hope 
that  nobody  will  presume  to  say  that 
those  of  us  who  object  to  that  prooeed- 
ing  are  on  that  account  allied  with 
Atheists,  and  are  sympathizers  with 
atheistic  views.  That  sort  of  warfare 
is  striking  a  foul  blow.  Ko  one  has  a 
right  to  charge  us  with  being  sympa- 
thizers with  Atheists. 

Sifi  HENEY  TYLEE;  I  rise  to 
Order*  I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
hon.  Baronet  is  in  Order  in  going  into 
the  whole  question  ? 

8m  WILFEIB  LAWSON:  Itisunfair 
to  charge  us  with  being  in  sympathy  with 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.  It  might  just  as  well 
be  said  that  those  who  desired  the 
emancipation  of  the  Jews  beUeved  iu 


Digitized  by 


GoogI 


703        Parliament^Privihge        ( COMMONS) 


{^Ur.  BraOaugh). 


704 


Jewisli  faith,  or  that  those  who  were 
for  Boman  Oatholic  emaiicipation  sym- 
pathized with  the  doctrines  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.  I  will  not  give  my 
opinion  on  the  suhject;  bat  I  will 
read  what  the  Lord  Chancellor  says, 
and  I  think  you  could  not  have  a  higher 
authority.    The  Lord  Chancellor  says — 

'^  It  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  just  to  assert 
againt  one  particular  man,  however  bad  he  may 
be,  a  power  in  the  House  of  Commons  to  test 
the  sincerity  of  an  oath  which  he  appears  to 
take  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law,  by  an 
extrinsic  evidence  of  his  actual  belief  or  dis- 
belief. No  such  power  has  ever  been  asserted 
or  used  against  an^  other  man,  though  other 
professed  and  notorious  imbelievers  have  sat,  and 
perhaps  may  sit  there  still,  and  the  House  of 
Commons  have  now  chosen,  for  the  first  time, 
to  assort  for  itself  and  to  exercise  this  power." 

I  very  much  regret  that  it  has  done  so  ; 
and  I  say  most  distinctly,  that  neither 
by  law  nor  equity  are  we  justified  in 
preventing  Mr.  Bradlaufi^h  from  ful- 
filling the  duty  which  the  law  has  placed 
upon  him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  has  taken  one 
of  the  most  revolutionary  courses  that 
has  been  taken  by  this  House  for  a  long 
time,  and  he  is  setting  an  example  of 
lawlessness  to  the  Lish  Members  who 
sit  on  the  other  side.  I  always  under- 
stood that  the  laws  of  this  country  were 
made  by  the  Queen,  the  Lords,  and  the 
Commons,  and  not  by  one  House  alone ; 
and  now  you  are  trying  to  make  the  law 
by  one  Branch  of  the  Legislature.  That 
is  a  revolutionary  course  to  which  I  ob- 
ject. What  did  Lord  Chatham  say  on 
a  similar  occasion — namely,  in  regard  to 
the  election  of  Mr.  Wilkes  ?  The  noble 
Lord,  in  addressing  the  House  of  Lords 
in  reference  to  that  matter,  said — 

"My  Lords,  I  thought  the  slavish  doc- 
trine of  passive  obedience  had  long  been  ex- 
ploded, and,  when  our  Kings  were  obliged  to 
confess  that  their  title  to  the  Crown  and  the 
rule  of  their  Government  had  no  other  founda- 
tion than  the  known  law  of  the  land,  I  never 
expected  to  hear  a  Divine  right  or  a  Divine 
infallibility  attributed  to  any  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature.  The  Commons  have  betrayed 
their  constituents  and  violated  the  Constitution  ; 
under  the  pretence  of  declaring  the  law  they 
have  made  a  law,  and  united  in  the  same  person 
the  office  of  legislator  and  of  judge." 

Those  words  apply  exactly  to  the  course 
you  are  pursuing  now.  There  are,  I 
Delieve,  two  sentiments  common  to  most 
of  us  in  this  House — the  desire  to  pre- 
serve the  law  and  to  preserve  the  dignity 
of  this  House.  But  by  the  course  we 
are  now  pursuing  we  are  weakening  the 

8ir  Wilfrid  Ltmwn 


dignity  of  the  law  and  our  own  inflow 
ence  in  the  country.  I  have  bo  doubt 
whatever  how  this  contest  will  end.  I 
have  no  doubt,  I  say,  that  civil  and  reli- 
gious liberty  will  be  triumphant,  even 
although  it  be  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh.  I  do  not  want  this  contest  to  go 
on  impeding  Business,  and  giving  rise 
to  angry  passions,  and  popula^rizing  Mr. 
Bradlaugh. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  he  isgoing  beside 
the  Question  before  the  House.  The 
Question  before  the  House  is  the  con- 
duct of  the  Speaker.  The  hon.  Ba* 
ronet  is,  I  understand,  going  to  place  an 
Amendment  before  the  House.  If  he 
will  do  80, 1  shall  tell  him  whether  it  is 
in  Order. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  :  I,  of 
course,  Mr.  Speaker,  shall  not  pursue 
the  subject  further.  I  must  explain 
that  I  hardly  like  to  vote  for  the  Miotion 
of  my  hon.  Friend  as  it  stands,  because, 
as  the  Prime  Minister  ably  pointed  oat, 
it  might  look  as  though  we  were  im- 
pu^ninff  your  conduct  in  this  matter, 
which  IS  the  very  last  thing  I  would 
wish  to  do.  In  conclusion,  I  venture  to 
propose,  as  an  Amendment  to  the  words 
of  my  hon.  Friend — 

*<That  the  Resolution  of  April  26th,  1881, 
forbidding  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  the  Oath, 
and  also  the  Resolution  of  May  10th,  1881, 
ordaining  his  exclusion  from  the  House,  be 
rescinded." 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Undercover  of  an 
Amendment  calling  in  question  the  con- 
duct of  the  Speaker,  the  hon.  Baronet 
proposes  to  raise  a  question  which,  in 
my  opinion,  has  no  relevancy  to  the 
original  Motion.  If  the  hon.  Baronet 
desires  that  the  Besolution  of  the  10th 
May  shall  be  rescinded,  the  proper 
course  is  to  make  the  proposal  to  the 
House,  and  bring  it  forwara  in  the  ordi* 
nary  way.     

Me.  J.  COWEN :  Sir,  I  have  no  wish 
to  prolong  the  discussion  ;  but  I  should 
be  glad  if  the  present  occasion  could  be 
utilized  for  the  purpose  of  hastening  the 
settlement  of  a  most  unpleasant  disnute. 
Into  the  merits  of  that  dispute  I  nave 
no  intention  to  enter.  I  know  that  no- ' 
thing  I  can  say,  or  that  anyone  here  can 
say,  will  alter  hon.  Members'  opinioni. 
The  views  they  entertain  are  too  finnly 
held  to  be  shaken  byaHouseof  Oommonir 
debate.  Controversy  may  strengthen 
them,  but  will  npt  shake  fbem.    Bat- 
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I  am  aware  of  this,  I  am  also 
that  we  are  all  anxious  to  have 
happy  wrangle  terminated.  It  is 
ing  to  the  dignity  of  Parliament 
)  saoh  scenes  as  we  have  witnessed 
»S8ion.  The  vulgar  struggle  that 
ist  taken  place  in  the  Lobby  can 
no  good  end,  and  will  only  help 
gour  deliberations  into  disrepute, 
lestions  at  issue  can  be  narrowed 
Dgle  point.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  a 
iected  Member  of  Parliament,  and 
ing  to  take  the  Oath.  The  ma- 
>n  this  side  of  the  House  are  will- 
Eit  he  should  take  it.  Hon.  Gen- 
.  opposite  object  to  that,  because 
kth  has  not  the  same  binding  effect 
lir.  Bradlaugh  as  it  is  understood 
^e  upon  them.  In  fact,  in  the 
ent  of  the  Opposition,  the  Oath 
radlauffh  wants  to  take  and  the 
bhey  tflJ^e  are  different.  I  recog- 
*e8pect,  and  appreciate  that  dis- 
a.  As  long  as  such  an  opinion  is 
lined,  the  only  wajr  of  settling  the 
rersY  is  by  altering  the  Oath. 
'%  the  simplest,  the  straightest, 
oet  direct  way  of  dealing  with  the 
.  The  Oovemment  admit  this, 
aye  introduced  a  Bill  proposing 
sessary  change.  While  that  Bill 
ider  consideration  Mr.  Bradlauffh 
troubled  us.  Whatever  may  be 
inions  or  his  wishes,  the  House 
t  least,  do  him  the  justice  to  say 
I  lone  as  the  measure  was  upon 
rder  l^aper  we  heard  nothing  of 
dms.  When  it  was  withdrawn, 
Jy  then,  did  he  renew  his  personal 
t8.  What  I  wish  to  ask  the  Prime 
er  is,  whether  he  will  Rive  an  un- 
ing  to  introduce  next  Session  the 
At  he  has  introduced  this  Session, 
dch,  from  pressure  of  Business,  he 
Mu  driven  to  abandon  ?  I  have 
thority  to  speak  on  Mr.  Brad- 
s  behalf.  I  have  never  mentioned 
bject  to  him.  But  I  would  almost 
ike  to  say — if  the  Government 
promise  that  the  Bill  which  has 
uopped  this  year  should  be  re- 
ucea  next — that  imtil  such  time  as 
)asure  has  either  been  passed  or 
)d,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  not  die- 
ts. I  know  it  is,  perhaps,  a  good 
)  ask  the  Prime  liunister  to  make 
k  statement  at  this  time,  and  with- 
evious  Notice ;  but  if  he  will  take 
caaion  before  the  Session  termi- 
to  give  such  an  intimation,  it  will 

L  OOLXIY.      [thibd  ssbibs.] 


go  far  to  allay  the  threatening  agitation 
&at  is  growing  in  the  counlr)^.  There 
is  only  one  way  out  of  the  struggle.  The 
House  of  Commons  may  prolong  it  as 
they  Hke;  but,  however  unpleasant  it 
may  be  to  them,  in  the  end  the  consti- 
tuencies will  insist  upon  their  ri^ht  to 
elect  whomsoever  they  please.  It  is  now 
the  case  of  Mr.  Bradmugh  alone.  It 
may  soon  be  the  case  of  others.  At 
present  the  agitation  is  sustained  by  . 
active  partizans  for  and  against  the 
Member  for  Northampton ;  but  if  it  is 
allowed  to  gather  it  will  shortlv  embrace 
in  its  ranks  a  large  section  of  the  com- 
munity. Mr.  Bradlaugh  will  disappear 
from  the  controversy,  and  the  question 
will  become  the  right  of  the  constitu- 
encies or  the  right  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. In  face  of  this  threatenixig  and 
irritating  dispute,  I  hope  the  Frime 
Minister  will  make  an  announcement  of 
the  kind  I  have  suggested,  either  to-day 
or  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  That 
will  do  more  to  ^ay  the  agitation  than 
anything  I  know  of. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA :  Sir,  I  hope 
I  shall  be  permitted  to  express  a  very 
devout  wish  that  the  right  non.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)- 
vemment,  to  whom,  in  common  with 
most  of  my  coimtrymen,  I  feel  I  am 
much  indebted  for  the  imtiring  atten- 
tion he  has  bestowed  on  the  Iiish  Land 
Bill,  will  not  fall  into  tlie  trap  which  has 
been  n>read  open  before  him  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle-on- 
Tyne. 

Mr.  ANDERSON:  Mr.  Speaker,  I, 
too,  Sir,  have  a  Petition  to  present  from 
my  constituency  in  favour  of  Mr.  Brad* 
laueh  taking  lus  seat. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  proper  time  for 
presenting  Petitions  has  passed. 

Mb.  ANDERSON :  I  was  about,  Sir, 
to  make  some  remarks  on  the  Motion 
before  the  House,  and  mentioned  the 
Petition  by  way  of  introduction.  I  was 
a  spectator  of  the  exhibition  outside  the 
doors  of  this  House  this  afternoon,  and 
I  witnessed  it  with  very  great  pain  for 
several  reasons,  and  one  of  these  is  that  I 
feel  very  strongly  that  it  will  tend  to 
create  an  amount  of  sympathy  with  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  out-of-doors  that  there  has 
never  been  before.  I  saw  that  Gentle- 
man, who  has  been  duly  elected  bv  a 
large  constituency,  and  is  as  properly  a 
Member  of  this  House  as  any  of  our- 
selves, taken  by  physical  force  by  the 
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police,  and  dragged  out  of  the  Lobby 
of  this  House.  This  is  a  proceeding 
which  I  am  sure  will  have  a  most  un- 
fortunate effect ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  cannot  vote  for  the  Motion  before 
the  House,  because  I  feel  that  you. 
Sir,  being  charged  with  the  duty  of 
keeping  our  proceedings  orderly,  were 
justified  in  giving  the  order.  I  rose 
before  with  the  intention  of  seconding 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson),  and  I  regret  exceedingly  it 
was  not  possible  to  move  it,  as  it  mieht 
have  led  to  a  termination  of  this  unior- 
tunate  battle  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  entered  into  with  one  of  the 
constituencies  of  the  countiy — a  battle 
which,  I  feel  confident,  will  bring  down 
nothing  upon  this  House  but  defeat  and 
discredit. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED :  I  was  en- 
tirely  unprepared  for  the  scene  which  I 
found  going  on  on  my  arrival  in  New 
Palace  Yard  this  afternoon,  because  I 
understood  that  merely  an  application 
was  to  be  made  on  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
behalf  for  permission  for  him  to  make 
an  Affirmation  and  take  his  seat.  For 
many  weeks  past  the  Business  of 
this  House  has  been  conducted  in  per- 
fect quietude,  as  far  as  this  controversy 
is  concerned;  and  I  regret  to  see  the 
multitude  of  misled  and  misguided 
people  outside,  who  have  been  induced 
by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  accompany  him 
down  to  this  House  on  the  ground  that 
he  has  been  ill-used,  and  has  been  ille- 
prevented  from  taking  his  seat. 

.  order  that  the  true  facts  of  this  case 
may  be  made  known  to  the  people  of  this 
country,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  to- 
morrow I  will  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  he 
will  consider  the  expediency  of  dis- 
abusing the  misled  followers  of  Mr. 
Charles  BradlaujKh  by  issuing  a  Pro- 
clamation to  the  following  effect : — 

'*  That  the  Prime  Minister  has  declared  that 
taking  the  Parliamentary  Oath  in  connection 
with  the  declaration  that  the  words  were  of  no 
value  was  not  taking  the  Oath  at  all,  a  declara- 
tion in  which  the  Attorney  General  concurred ; 
that  Mr.  C.  Bradlaugh,  having  made  such  a  de- 
claration, is,  by  his  own  act,  disqualified  from 
takinff  the  OaUi ;  that  Mr.  0.  Bradlaugh  has 
boon  declared  by  the  House  of  Commons  and  by 
Judges  of  the  Law  Courts  to  be  incapable  of 
making  the  Affirmation  provided  for  Quakers, 
Moravians,  and  Separatists ;  that  Mr.  C.  Brad- 
laugh being  qualified  to  take  neither  the  Oath 
nor  the  A£mnatioii,  according  to  law,  the  House 

Mr,  Ander9on 


could] 

attaining 

and,  final  , , 

jects  t<T  abstain  from  all  tumultuous  assemblages, 

and  to  lend  their  aid  to  the  preservation  of  peace 

and  order." 

Mb.  BIQGAR:  Sir,  if  I  were  to  go 
on  purely  personal  grounds,  I  could  not 
Yote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man,  for  this  reason  particularly,  because 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  when  he  sat  and  TOted 
in  this  House,  did  not  seem  to  care  very 
much  for  the  rights  and  privileges  of 
other  Members  of  Parliament.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  voted  for  a  Motion,  which, 
in  my  opinion,  was  the  most  tyrannical 
ever  perpetrated  in  this  House 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  Question  before 
the  House  is  not  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  but  the  conduct  of  the 
Speaker  of  this  House. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  :  I  will  not,  of  ooupse, 
pursue  tliat  subject  further.  My  great 
objection  to  the  course  which  has  Deen 
pursued  by  the  majority  of  this  HouBe, 
or  is  going  to  be  pursued  on  this  oc- 
casion of  the  expulsion  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh from  the  Lobby,  is  that  it  givea 
preoedent  for  what  I  believe  to  be  a  moot 
tyrannical  action  on  the  part  of  the  mMr 
jority  of  this  House.  If  we  are  to  have 
from  time  to  time  eveiy  majority  of  thii 
House  sa^ng  that  a  Member  shall  not 
be  heard  m  this  House  on  account  of  his 
religious  or  political  opinions,  and  shall 
not  be  permitted  to  take  his  seat,  it  will 
be  fraught  with  great  danger  to  the 
liberty  of  Members.  The  real  point,  in 
my  opinion,  is  this — Mr.  Bradlauffh  has 
been  elected  by  the  electors  of  North- 
ampton, and  I  am  disposed  to  think  that 
his  electors  have  fair  cause  to  complain. 
We  know,  with  regard  to  Irish  oonati- 
tuencies,  that  the  will  and  wish  of  the 
electors  has  not  been  treated  very  ten* 
derly  on  several  similar  oocasions.  At 
the  same  time,  it  would  come  with  bad 
grace  from  an  Irish  Member  repreeent- 
ing  an  Irish  constituency,  as  I  do,  if  I 
did  not  say,  as  I  do  say,  that  the  wish 
of  the  electors  of  Northampton  should 
be  paramount  upon  a  question  of  this 
sort.  This  House  is  not  a  tribund  to 
try  questions  of  religion  or  the  politioal 
opinions  of  individuals.  The  functions 
in  regard  to  the  Oath  are  simply  Minis- 
terial. Political  Oaths  are  an  absurdity. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  question  of 
political  Oaths  is  not  the  Question  befors 
the  House. 
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JOHN  BMQHT:  EBr,  without 
laing  any  (^linion  on  the  Hotioa  of 
>n.  Hember  for  Northampton,  I 
that  this  is  an  occasion  on  which 
nber  of  this  House,  who  feels  as 
nay  take  up  two  or  three  minutes 
ting  a  fact,  and  in  making  an 
i  to  the  House.  I  have  been  out- 
he  House  within  the  last  few 
»8,  and  I  have  heard  that  Mr. 
ingh  was  refused  admission  by 
of  the  House  of  Oommons,  ana 
I  instructions  of  the  Speaker ;  that 
a  taken  from  the  door  of  the 
,   through  the  Lobby,  down  the 

outside,  through  Westminster 
and  so  put  outade  the  door  of 
[linster  Uall ;  that  he  was  reduced 
mdition  if  not  of  deathly  faintinff 
)h ! "] — I  have  it  on  undoubted 
ihr  that  by  the  time  he  arrived  at 
^fuace  Yard  he  was  in  a  fainting 
ion — ^those  empowered  thus  to  re- 
him  stated  that  if  he  had  had 
more  yards  to  go  he  must  have 
fainting  to  the  ground.  No  such 
lias  heretofore  been  recorded  in  the 
;  of  the  British  House  of  Commons, 
ling  has  been  done,  not  in  a  comer, 
le  there  are  thousands  of  his 
ymen  standing  outside  this  House 
itnessed  part  of  what  took  place, 

>  will  soon  know  all  that  has  taken 
ftnd  to-morrow  morning  more  than 
OOO  copies  of  the  newspapers  will 
B  to  the  people  of  this  countiy 
tias  been  done.  I  will  not  touch 
he  original  question  raised  in  this 
L  will  not  complain  of  the  Besolu- 
hich  the  House  passed  on  a  for- 
MMtsion,  and,  least  of  all,  will  I  com- 
»f  the  course  which  has  been  taken 
I,  Mr.  Speaker ;  but  I  will  put  the 
Ml  to  hon.  Members  opposite,  and 

>  some  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
House— Where  are  they  leading 
rhis  is  now  a  manageable  affair ; 
were  only  a  few  thousand  at  the 
Lg  last  night  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
lere  are  only  a  few  thousands  as- 
»d  outside  this  House  to  day ;  but 

exactly  one  of  those  things  which 
and  the  House,  if  it  persists  in  its 
it  course,  will  bring  us  into  some 
unfortunate  and  calamitous  posi- 

I^  me  remind  the  House  that 
Iradlaugh  is  as  fairly  dected  by 
nstitaflncy  of  Nortiiampton  as  any 
f  us  has  been  by  the  oonstituen- 
hidi  we  represent,  and  that  he  has 


as  much  right  to  come  to  the  Table  pf 
the  House  as  any  one  of  us  has. 

Mb.  SPKAKFiR  :  I  must  interpose,  as 
I  have  already  interposed.  The  Questi<m 
before  the  House  is  the  conduct  of  the 
Speller,  and  not  the  case  of  Mr.  Brad- 

if  b!  JOHN  BBIQHT :  I  admit,  Mr. 
Speaks,  that  you  are  perfectly  riffht, 
atd  I  am  technically  wrong;  butlauced 
tJie  House  when  I  rose  whether  I  might 
be  permitted  to  make  that  appeal.  I 
will  conclude  my  observations  merely  by 
asking  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  taken 
the  courses  that  have  led  to  these  diffi- 
culties, whether  they  might  not  recon- 
sider the  question  and  extricate  the 
House  from  a  position  injurious  to  its 
own  character  and  wrongful  to  the  con- 
stituenoy. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNEES:  Mr. 
Speaker,  the  riffht  hon.  Qentleman  op- 
posite has  asked  Members  on  this  side, 
and  the  whole  body  of  the  House,  to  what 
the  course  we  are  now  pursuing  is  tend- 
ing. I  reidy,  the  object  we  have  in  view, 
and  which  we  believe  we  shall  achieve, 
is  to  maintain  the  dignity  and  the  order 
of  this  House,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  has  that  object  in  view,  in  com- 
mon with  the  great  body  of  the  House, 
I  would  respectfully  suggest  to  him  that 
the  speedi  he  has  dSivered  and  the 
anmu*  he  has  shown  are  not  calculated 
to  induce  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  cease  from 
that  conduct  on  his  part  to  which,  and  to 
whi(^  alone,  we  have  to  attribute  ike 
scene  of  this  morning.  I  wish  the  House 
to  take  notice  of  wnat  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  oppjosite  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
stated  he  had  either  seen  himself  or  nad 
heard  on  reliable  authority.  It  was  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  been  removed  by 
force  whilst  standing  in  front  (d  the 
doorway,  and  hurried  oy  policem^  down 
the  steps  of  this  House.  I  underatood 
the  same  kind  of  statement  to  be  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  f  Mr. 
ijuderson),  and  in  a  more  ffuaraed  form 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouohere).  I  witnessed  what  did 
occur.  Was  it  the  fact  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh, standing  peacefully  outside,  was, 
by  order  of  Mr.  Spc^Jcer,  seized  by 
policemen  and  hurried  in  a  fainting  oea- 
dition  down  the  steps?  No,  Sir;  what 
occurred  was  this— that  Mr.  Bradlauffh 
endeavoured  by  fioroe,  against  the  de- 
cision of  this  House,  and  against  the 
orders  of  Mr.  Speaker,  to  compel  an 
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entrance  into  this  House,  and  it  was  not 
until  he  had  set  himself  in  violent  oppo- 
sition to  the  appointed  guardians  of  order, 
that  that  occurred  wmch  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  described  to  this  House 
with  melo- dramatic  effect.  I  regret  the 
circumstances,  and  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
should  have  suffered  any  inconvenience ; 
but  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  no  human 
being  to  thank  but  himself,  unless  it 
be  in  some  slight  degree  those  indiscreet 
and  ill-advised  friends  of  his  who  have 
made  such  appeals  as  we  have  just  listened 
to.  I  have  thought  it  right  to  say  this 
much,  because,  unless  someone  said  it, 
a  totally  erroneous  impression  miffht 
have  been  circulated  to-morrow  by  that 
million  or  more  of  papers  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred — 
namely,  that  unnecessary  and  uncalled- 
for  violence  has  been  perpetrated  under 
your  orders  by  the  officials  of  this  House, 
on  a  harmless  and  unoffending  Gentle- 
man who  was  standing  meekly  outside 
the  door  of  this  House. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  :  Sir,  a  large 
constituency  has  duly  elected  a  proper 
and  qualified  person  to  represent  them 
in  Parliament;  and  we,  as  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  other  English  constituencies, 
are  bound  to  do  our  duty,  so  far  as  we 
can,  in  obtaining  permission  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  take  his  seat.  It  appears 
to  me  that  to-morrow  this  House  will 
appear  in  a  most  ridiculous  position. 
You  will  raise  up  every  constituency  in 
this  country.  You  will,  by  your  action, 
bring  support  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from 
every  constituency  in  this  country — sup- 
port which  would  never  have  come  only 
for  the  political  martyrdom  which  he  is 
looked  upon  as  undergoing.  Sir,  it 
would  be  almost  beneath  one's  dignity 
to  stand  here  and  disclaim  sympathy 
with  Mr.  Bradlaugh' s  opinions  on  re- 
ligious matters.  We  have  no  sympathy 
with  any  such  opinions.  We  have  a 
sympathy  with  this — the  indisputable 
right  of  an  English  constituency  to  elect 
whomsoever  they  like — the  right  of  the 
constituencies  of  the  United  Kuigdom  to 
elect  whomsoever  they  think  proper  to 
represent  them  in  this  Parliament. 

Me.  SPEAKER:  I  must  invite  the 
hon.  Member  to  keep  to  the  Question 
before  the  House. 

Me.  BR0ADHUR8T :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  sincerely  thankful  to  you.  It  is 
easy  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind  for  so 
young  a  Member  of  Parliament  as  my- 

f^d  John  Manner^ 


self  to  travel  out  of  the  narrow  path  of 
Order  in  a  subj  ect  of  this  kind.  I  apolo- 
gize to  the  House  for  that  little  indiscre- 
tion. But  what  I  want  to  point  out,  Sir, 
is  this — that  you  are  renewing  a  battle 
against  freedom  of  election,  which  is  sure 
to  be  decided  against  you.  I  am  willing 
to  forego  any  further  discussion  on  this 
subject  if  some  instruction  or  promise 
could  be  made  to  the  House  in  the  di- 
rection indicated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen).  At  pre- 
sent we  feel  bound — almost  bound-— if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  goes 
to  a  division,  to  support  him,  even  at  the 
risk  of  being  thought  to  contest  the  au- 
thority of  the  Ohair  on  this  occasion. 

Colonel  MAEINS  :  My  opinion,  Sir, 
differs  entirely  from  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster.  I  saw  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh removed  by  a  veiy  mild  exhibition 
of  physical  force,  to  which  he  offered  a 
great  amount  of  theatrical  resistance, 
almost  as  theatrical  as  the  language  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
scribed it.  What  is  the  position  now  ? 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Home  Seoretaiy,  who, 
I  suppose,  is  responsible  for  order 
being  preserved  outside  the  precincts 
of  the  House,  what  he  proposes  to  do. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  now  stanoing  in  the 
yard  of  the  House,  and  states  that  he 
will  remain  there  and  attempt  to  take 
his  seat,  and  that  if  he  has  to  retire  he 
will  return  with  a  large  accession  of  force 
and  again  attempt  to  take  his  seat.  I  wish 
to  know,  in  case  that  should  take  place, 
what  course  the  riffht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  t&e.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  says  this  matter  will  grow* 
I  know  no  better  means  of  making  it 
grow  than  such  a  speech  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  just  delivered.  It 
will  be  perfectly  understood  in  the 
country  who  is  behind  Mr.  Bradlaueh 
in  his  attempt  to  use  force  against  &e 
House  of  Commons. 

SiE  HENRY  HOLLAND:  Sir,  I 
believe  that  a  great  many  Members  of 
this  House,  thoucrh  they  desire  to  ez- 

gress  approval  of  the  conduct  of  you, 
ir,  and  of  the  officers  of  the  House,  feel 
some  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  Beso- 
lution  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  fbr 
Northampton ;  and  I  trust  I  may  be  able 
in  some  way  to  assist  in  shortening  this 
debate,  and  allowing  the  House  to  get 
to  the  ordinary  Booness  by  proposing^' 
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if  I  am  in  Order  in  doing  so,  an  Amend-  Sm  STAFFOBD  NOETHOOTE :  I 
meat  to  the  Besolution  proposed  by  the  will  not  detain  the  House  for  a  minute, 
hen.  Member  for  Northampton.  With-  I  will  only  say  that  I  entirely  support 
out  any  farther  speech  1  would  pro-  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  be- 
hind me.  It  seems  to  me  distincUy  to 
mark  what  the  question  is  that  is  sub- 
mitted to  the  House,  and  to  convey  the 
approval  which,  I  think,  the  great  body 
of  the  House  cordially  wish  to  express 
towards  you,  8^^ 

Me.  O'DONNELL  :  I  rise,  Sir,  in  the 
first  place,  to  make  a  protest  against  the 
manner  in  which  the  rieht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  has  deemed  it  his  duty  to  mis- 
conceive the  Question  before  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  drew  a  fancy 
picture,  calculated  to  impress  the  ima- 
ginations of  the  classes  to  whom  he  ap- 
pealed throughout  the  country.  I  am 
aware  that  mstorical  accuracy  is  not  a 
strong  point  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  may  observe  that  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  drawing  his  picture, 
stated  that  the  scene  to-day  was  alto- 
gether unprecedented,  he  must  have 
been  unaware  of  the  fact  that  even  in 
the  British  Legislature  no  less  a  per- 
sonage than  the  gallant  Oochrane — ^the 
brave  Dundonald — was  dragged  from 
this  House,  clinging  desperately  to  the 
Benches  of  this  House,  and  expelled  and 
excluded  by  a  Yote  of  this  House ;  and 
that,  if  the  sympathy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  was  so  extensive  and  so  un- 
disceming  as  he  would  wish  us  to  be- 
lieve, it  is  strange  that  in  the  course  of 
his  rhetoric  he  did  not  contrive  to  drop 
a  single  regret  upon  the  treatment  of 
Captain  Cochrane.  I  am  also  anxious 
to  Know  on  what  principle  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  hesitates  about  supporting 
the  authority  of  the  Chair  in  the  case  of 
the  excluded  elect  of  Northampton,  and 
the  remarkable  readiness  which  he 
showed  to  support  the  authority  of  the 
Chair  when  it  was  being  exercised 
against  Lrish  Members  of  the  House. 
Sir,  I  think  that  as  precedents  are  of 
sudi  weight  in  this  House,  the  precedent 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  himself  contributed  to  make 
ought  not  to  have  escaped  his  attention. 
It  is  true  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been 
removed  from  proximity  to  the  Chamber 
— where  it  appears  he  was  contemplating 
some  scene  of  oisorder — by  superior  force. 
I  want  to  remind  the  Cliancellor  of  the 


*'  Tliat  this  House  approTea  the  action  of  Mr. 
%>eaker  and  of  the  Officers  of  this  House  aotmg 
under  his  orders." 

I  trust  that  that  Amendment  will  re- 
ceive the  unanimous  assent  of  the  House, 
and  I  hope  may  terminate  this  debate. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  '<  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  this  House  approTOS  the  action  of  Mr.  Speaker 
and  of  the  Officers  of  this  House  acting  under 
his  ardais."— (5tr  Hmry  Holland,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  although 
there  is  no  doubt  that  a  negative  put 
upon  the  Motion  which  is  before  the 
House  would  have  distinctly  conveyed 
the  judgment  of  the  House  in  the  sense 
of  the  present  Amendment,  yet,  viewing 
the  fact  especially  that  the  Motion  is  a 
Motion  wmch  setis  out  in  some  detail  its 
own  character  and  grounds,  I  think  not 
only  that  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid- 
hurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  is  unobjec- 
tionable, but  that,  upon  the  whole,  it 
enables  the  House  to  give  expression 
more  fully  and  satisfactorily  than  a  mere 
n^ative  would  have  done  to  the  feeling 
wmch  I  think  we  all  entertain.  It  has 
not  been  questioned  by  anyone,  what- 
ever view  may  have  been  taken,  that  the 
conduct  of  the  Speaker  has  been  emi- 
nently considerate  and  judicious.  I  have 
great  satisfaction  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  and  I  hope  it  may  have 
the  effect  which  the  hon.  Baronet  is  jus- 
tified in  anticipating.  I  wish  also  not 
to  appear  disrespectml  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-on-Tyne  (Mr. 
J.  Cowen),  with  regard  to  the  question 
he  has  put  to  me.  I  am  not  disposed  to 
think  tnat  I  should  be  acting  in  the 
spirit  of  the  decisions  given  b v  the  Chair, 
were  I  to  enter  upon  the  suoject  of  the 
general  solution  of  the  difficulty  con- 
nected with  Mr.  Bradlaugh  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  It  is  strictly  a  question 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Executive,  and  I 
tliink  it  is  my  duty  to  set  an  example  of 
dose  adherence  to  the  question,  after 
the  definitiozi  you,  Sir,  have  given. 
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Duchy  of  Lancaster  that  when  Member 
after  Member  of  the  Irish  Party  was 
removed  from  this  House  by  superior 
force,  not  a  single  rhetorical  tear  welled 
from  the  overflowing  heart  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  If  Irish  Members  had 
used  physical  force  to  prevent  their  ex- 
pulsion, I  veiy  much  doubt  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  made 
such  a  speech.  I  doubt  whether  he 
would  feel  a  pang  to  see  Mr.  John 
Dillon  dragged  from  the  House.  I  think 
his  speech  eminently  calculated  to  excite 
thoughtless  and  uninstructed  persons 
against  the  dignity  and  authority  of  his 
own  Legislature,  and  the  reputation  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  be 
improved  by  the  marked  partiality  he 
shows  on  behalf  of  offenders  who  are 
apparently  of  his  own  kidney. 

Mr.  BIJBT:  I  am  ^uite  unwilling, 
Sir,  to  enter  into  the  subject ;  but  I  can- 
not refrain,  on  a  question  which  seems 
to  be  unpopular,  from  saying  a  word  on 
the  unpopular  side.  I  regret  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  cannot  move  his 
Amendment,  as  I  feel  certain  that,  sooner 
or  later,  some  such  Hesolution  must  be 
adopted  by  this  House.  I  rose,  how- 
ever, chieflv  to  support  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J. 
Oowen)  in  his  appeal  to  the  Prime 
Minister.  I  am  not  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot,  at  this  mo- 
ment, make  a  definite  statement ;  but  I 
hope,  before  the  Session  terminates,  he 
will  be  able  to  say  that  the  subject  will 
be  dealt  with  veiy  early  next  Session. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
spoke  of  the  popular  feeling  which  is 
rising  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  the 
sentiment  was  met  by  an  incredulous 
laugh  from  the  other  side  of  the  House ; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  right. 
I  have  had  to  attend  meetings  recently 
in  the  North  of  England,  convened  with- 
out the  slightest  regard  to  this  particu- 
lar question,  and  at  those  meetings  there 
was  practical  unanimity  in  support  of 
Mr.  jBradlaugh,  although  the  persons 
attending  the  meetings  had  no  sym- 
pathy whatever  with  his  special  views, 
and  many  of  them  were  persons  whese 
leisure  was  occupied  with  the  advocacy 
of  the  principles  of  Christianity.  What 
we  have  witnessed  this  morning  goes 
to  show  that  there  is  a  rising  feel- 
ing in  the  oountry.  It  is  not  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  it  is  the  feeling  that  the 


constituencies  have  a  right  to  elect  the 
man  they  think  proper.  Sitting  in  this 
House,  we  might  hear  the  cheers  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  received  when  he  was  taken 
out,  and  those  cheers  were  ominous  that 
the  Gentlemen  who  now  ranged  them- 
selves affainst  the  electors  of  Northamp- 
ton are  doomed  to  a  speedy  defeat. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOBTH:  Sir,  the 
Question  before  the  House  is  really 
whether  the  officers  of  the  House,  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duty,  exceeded  what 
was  demanded  by  the  necessity  of  the 
case.  I,  for  one,  do  not  hesitate  a  aihgle 
moment  in  supporting  the  view  of  tne 
case  taken  by  you,  Sir,  that  the  action 
which  has  been  taken  was  the  necessary 
outcome  of  the  Resolutions  passed  by 
the  majority  of  the  House,  ana  that  youi 
Sir,  in  the  discharge  of  your  dufy,  hare 
not  exceeded  the  necessities  of  the  case  in 
ordering  the  removal  of  Mr.  Bradlauffh ; 
but  I  feel  some  difficulty  in  supporting 
the  Besolution  which  has  been  pro- 
posed on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
because  an  obligation  has  been  cart 
upon  you,  Sir,  by  the  passing  of  these 
two  Hesolutions  of  the  House,  both  of 
which,  to  say  the  least,  I  believe  to  have 
been  great  blimders.  I  am  not  going  to 
say  that  these  Besolutions  are  illegal. 
I  believe  that  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  this  oountry  that 
they  are  not  legal ;  and  it  is  impossible 
to  prevent  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  this  oountiy  entertaining  thia 
opinion,  and  taking  consequent  action, 
£rom  the  belief  that  bigot^  has  ahown 
itself.  

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  question  of  the 
Parliamentary  Oath  is  not  the  Question 
now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  ILUNGWORTH  :  I  can  only 
say  that  I  find  it  impossible  to  voto 
ei&er  for  one  Motion  or  the  other. 
With  all  respect  to  you,  Sir,  I  wish  to 
say  that  I  regret  exceedingly  what  has 
taken  place ;  but  I  renrd  it  as  the  con- 
sequential outcome  of  Resolutions  passed 
by  the  House  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the 
Session. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SAMUELSON:  Sir,  I 
feel  I  cannot  vote  on  either  side  of  the 
question ;  but  I  wish  to  say  one  word, 
as  I  have  been  an  eye  witness  of  the 
scene  in  the  Lobby  to-day.  I  stood 
within  three  feet  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  in 
front  of  him,  between  him  and  the  door; 
and  I  heard  him,  in  a  peiftotly  quzei 
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'9  ebdmwhatlie  mamtained  to  be 
liis  lagil  right,  to  enter  the  House.  He 
dMB  endeftTonzed  to  make  his  way  into 
the  House,  and  was  prevented  by  cer- 
tain officials  and  police.  I  do  not  say 
vbaither  th^  were  right  or  wrong,  but 
am  merely  giving  a  statement  of  what 
oeeured.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  impeded 
in  taking  that  action  by  a  line  of  men 
who  are  not  Members  of  this  House, 
but  who  were  drawn  up  across  the  portal 


of  the 
to-daj 


House.     That  is  to  say,  that 


Member  who  has  been  duly 
by  a  constituency,  and  whose 
return  has  not  been  impugned,  has  been 
prerented  from  entering  the  door  of  the 
Hbaae  hj  those  who  are  not  Members 
flC  the  Mouse.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  used  no 
finoe  exoept  that  he  endeayoured  to  push 
Us  way  into  the  House — not  in  a  violent 
vay  at  fiist  [«0h!"]  I  pledge  my 
honour  that  is  so.  I  saw  it  all.  Mr. 
Bgadlangfi  did  not  act  in  a  disorderly 
He  tried  to  edge  his  wa^y 
those  people  who  barred  his 
progices ;  and  was  then  seized,  pushed 
imblyy  and  hustled  across  the  ijobby 
nd  ez^dUedi  ezpostulatinff  the  whole 
with  those  who  held  him,  and 
the  course  which  they  were 
liking  to  be  illegal.  It  is  not  for  me 
to  say  whether  it  is  so  or  not.  [^Ex- 
liMU.]  WeU,  I  am  a  Member  of 
House,  and  I  have  a  right  to  ex- 
I  my  opinions.  There  is  a  higher 
taibimal  beyond  the  walls  of  this  House 
vhieh  win  probably  dedde  that  point. 
I  say  fnr  mysdf  I  have  no  sympathy 
viSl  Mr.Bradlaneh's  opinions,  social  or 
poKtioal.  I  Ihinkhe  has  been  ill-advised 
m  endeavonrina;  to  take  the  Oath  after 
vhat  he  has  said ;  but  it  is  very  doubtful 
vhether  the  House  is  doin^  tiiat  which 
win  oonduoe  to  its  dignity  m  encourag- 
at  flie  door  of  the  House  a  scene  of 
so  unseemly  as  has  just  taken 
I  am  sure  that  when  the  peo- 
fis  of  England  read  the  words  of  the 
qgfat  hon.  Gentleman  the  senior  Mem- 
bsr  for  Birmingham  they  will  thank 
In  far  his  speech.  [<'  Oh !  "]  They 
will  thank  him  heartily  for  having 
hsd  the  manhood,  in  the  difficult 
Ifiliiin  in  which  he  is  placed,  to  stand 
ip  and  give  utterance  to  the  opi- 
soas  whioh  he  has  expressed,  which 
Mm  aoeoidanoe  with  those  which  he  has 
wssfently  expressed  during  the  whole 
mas  of  his  politifta^  li&.  I  cannot  vote 
fcrfcTtssfJiifinnnf  mjhnn  TVinntlj  be- 


cause I  do  not  wish  to  do  anything  which 
seems  even  to  impugn  the  authority  of 
the  Speaker  when  carnring  out  the 
mandate  of  the  House.  I  cannot  forget 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  can  at  present  enter 
the  House  if  he  refrains  from  attempt- 
ing to  take  the  Oath  and  imitates  me 
example  of  Alderman  Salomons  and 
Baron  Bothschild,  who  contented  them- 
selves with  sitting  below  the  Bar,  and 
by  their  silent  presence  there  ultimately 
brought  Oonstitutional  pressure  to  bear 
on  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  thus, 
in  the  end,  succeeded  in  obtaining 
the  repeal  of  the  law  whioh  excluded 
Jews  from  the  House  of  Oommons.  I 
am  extremely  sorry  for  what  has  taken 
place  throughout  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  and  in  saying  what  I  have 
I  believe  I  have  expressed  the  wishes  of 
my  constituents,  none  of  whom,  how- 
ever, have  spoken  a  word  to  me  of  pres- 
sure on  the  subject,  although  they  nave 
said  they  believed  it  would  be  impossible 
permanently  to  exclude  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
from  the  House  of  Oommons. 

Mb.  ASHTON  DILKE:  I  wish,  Sir, 
to  ask  you  whether  it  is  possible  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Midhurst  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  ?  K 
not,  I  will  take  the  opportunity  of 
moving  it  when  the  AmendGnent  becomes 
a  substantive  Motion. 

Mb.  speaker  :  That  cannotbe  done, 
as  it  would  re-open  the  whole  question. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  7;  Noes 
191 :  Majority  184.— (Div.  List,  No. 
851.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'  this  House  approves  the  action  of  Mr. 
Speaker  and  of  the  officers  of  this  House 
acting  under  his  orders '  be  there  added." 

Mb.  ASHTON  DILKE :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  just  wish  to  ask,  for  the  benefit  of  a 
large  number  of  Members  who  do  not 
wish  to  cast  any  blame  on  the  action 
ti^en  by  the  Chair,  but  who  simply 
wish  to  register  their  protest  against  it, 
whether  I  should  be  in  Order  in  moving 
an  addition  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  of 
the  following  words : — 

"  But  is  of  apinion  that  the  regrettable  pro- 
ceedings attendjug  the  expulBion  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh provo  the  necesmty  for  legislation  on  the 
■uhjeot." 
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Mr.  SPEAKEB:  The  Original  Ques- 
tioii  before  the  House  involves  the  con- 
duct of  the  Speaker,  and  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  is 
altogether  irrelevant. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON :  Before 
the  Question  is  put,  I  should  like  to  ask 
whether  this  is  irrelevant  ?  May  I  move 
to  add  the  words — 

**  That  this  House  regrets  that  Mr.  Speaker 
has  been  placed  in  a  position  which  rendered 
the  course  which  has  been  taken  unavoidable." 

That  expresses  sympathy  with  you,  Sir. 
If  I  am  in  Order,  I  i^all  move  these 
words. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  opens  up  the  whole 
question  of  Parliamentary  Oaths  and 
Uie  conduct  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  on  the 
one  hand,  and  the  House  on  uie  other ; 
and,  therefore,  I  could  not  consider  it 
regular. 

MB.  CALLAN :  Sir,  I  do  not  wish  to 
fi^ve  a  silent  vote  on  the  Motion  now 
before  the  House.  I  wish  to  state  why 
it  is  that,  having  seen  so  many  of  those 
scenes  attending  the  expulsion  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  I  snail,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  support  the  authorities.  I 
was  present  at  the  scene  which  has  just 
taken  place.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  was  not  present, 
and  the  description  he  has  given  of  the 
scene  is  wholly  inaccurate.  Having  been 
present  when  the  assault  was  committed 
upon  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  by  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  and  at  the  closing  scene  outside, 
I  wish  to  state  simply  that  so  far 
from  Mr.  Bradlaugh  being  in  a  fainting 
condition  at  the  time  he  was  left  outside, 
in  a  far  worse  condition  was  the  officer 
of  this  House,  whose  collar  he  had  never 
let  go  through  the  struggle  outside  of 
the  House ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  he 
gave  him  as  good  a  shake  outside  the 
House  as  ever  a  bull-dog  gave  a  rat, 
thus  showing  that  although  he  asked 
for  a  glass  of  water,  he  was  in  no  faint- 
ing condition.  But  the  scene  was  dis- 
graceful in  the  extreme,  and  it  was 
disgraceful  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, because  of  their  want  of  moral 
courage  to  deal  with  the  case.  In  a 
brutal  manner  Mr.  Bradlaugh  committed 
an  assault  for  which  he  should  be  prose- 
cuted ;  and  if  he  does  not,  it  is  because 
this  House  lacks  moral  courage,  because 
it  lacks  back-bone.  It  shows  tiiat  it 
deals  far  difElerendy  with  an  English 
Member  from  the  manner  in  which  it 


deals  with  an  Irish  one.  Although  there 
have  been  many  expressions  of  sympathy 
with  Mr.  Bradlau^,  yet  it  is  a  signifi- 
cant fact  that  there  are  none  who  come 
forward  and  offer  to  resign  their  seats 
in  his  favour.  For  the  reasons  I  have 
given,  I  shall  heartily  support  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Ohair  in  this  matter. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Besoked,  That  this  House  approves 
the  action  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  of  the 
officers  of  this  House  acting  under  his 
orders. 

Me.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  I  shall  move — 

**  That  every  person  returned  as  a  Member  of 
this  House,  who  shall  claim  to  be  permitted  to 
take  the  Oath,  notwithstanding  so  much  of  the 
Resolution  passed  by  this  House  on  the  26th 
April  last,  as  relates  to  the  taking  of  the  Oi^ 
shiedl  take  and  subscribe  the  Oath  of  Allegiaaoe 
in  the  form  and  in  the  manner  prescribed  by 
law." 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAT. 


SUPPLY;— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

NAVY  (CADETS).— RESOLUTION.; 

Mr.  OOBST,  in  rising  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  reg^ulations  for  the  admission 
of  Cadets  into  the  Boyal  Navy ;  and  to 
move — 

'<  That,  in  the  opinionof  this  Houae,  Nayal 
Cadets  should  be  appointed  at  a  more  advanced 
age,  and  that  if  they  are  chosen  by  competitive 
examination,  such  competition  should  l>e  open, 
and  not  limited  for  the  purposes  of  patronage,** 

said,  that  the  boys  were  now  choeen  al 
too  young  an  age,  and  although  this 
selection  was  supported  by  professional 
men,  it  was  opposed  to  the  ezpeiienoe 
and  custom  of  all  Navies  in  the  world. 
Why  should  this  country  set  itself 
against  the  universal  practice  and  ex- 
perience of  other  civilized  countries  in 
this  matter  ?  The  second  objection  was 
that  the  competitive  examination  was 
extremely  imurious  to  these  voung  boys^ 
because  of  the  numerous  and  voir  heavy 
subjects  they  were  reouired  to  be  too- 
Ment  in.    He  knew  uiere  was  a  dinscw 
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enoe  of  opinion  on  the  subject ;  but  lie 
belieyed  uie  weight  of  the  testimony 
sapported  his  assertion.  One  of  the 
gentlemen  who  were  engaged  in  in- 
rtraotinff  the  boys  for  examination  pur- 
poses admitted  that  the  required  amount 
of  mathematical  knowledge  could  not  be 
"crammed "  into  the  head  of  a  lad  of 
sacfa  tender  age  without  doing  perma- 
nent harm  to  his  intellect,  and  greatly 
impairing  his  constitution.  Such  a  sys- 
tem was  fatal  to  proper  education ;  and 
he  might  obserre  tnat  there  was  no 
public  school  in  the  Kingdom  which 
subjected  boys  to  such  a  ri^d  examina- 
tion at  so  early  an  age.  The  next  ob- 
jection he  had  to  urge  against  the  pre- 
sent method  of  training  cadets  was  the 
badness  of  the  Britannia  sdiool.  Lord 
Dalhousie,  when  a  Member  of  that 
House,  stated  that  while  he  was  com- 
mander of  the  Britannia  it  was  a  very 
bad  school.  All  our  great  public  schools 
now  submitted  to  an  annual  inspection 
by  the  joint  Syndicate  of  the  Universi- 
ties of  Oxford  and  Cambridge ;  and  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  Ad- 
miralty would  be  willing  to  subject  the 
Britannia  to  inspection  and  examination 
at  the  hands  of  this  Syndicate  ?  This 
was  a  fjEur  challenge;  and  if  the  Ad- 
miralty would  not  accept  it,  perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  would 
say  why  they  could  not  submit  to  such 
an  ordeal.  The  next  objection  to  the 
present  system  was  that  the  boys  were 
not  sent  to  sea.  It  was  not  until  they 
had  left  the  Britannia  and  had  passed 
into  the  Navy,  at  the  age  of  15  or  there- 
abouts, that  they  were  sent  to  sea  at  aU. 
They  might  be  educated  in  the  ordinary 
achools  of  the  country,  instead  of  being 
cooped  up  in  a  ship,  in  which  they 
learned  nothing  of  sea  Hfe.  Again,  he 
wished  to  know  why  admission  to  the 
Navy  should  be  a  matter  of  patronage  ? 
There  waa  no  patronage  now  in  the 
Army ;  and  it  was  only  in  the  Navy  and 
the  Diplomatic  Service  that  the  dis- 
agreeable and  antiquated  system  of  pa- 
tronage survived.  Some  people  talked 
about  the  importance  of  having  a  class 
of  educated  gentlemen  with  good  con- 
nections to  serve  as  officers  in  the  Navy; 
but  he  would  ask  whether  the  officers  of 
the  Army  were,  in  regard  to  social  status, 
(me  whit  inferior  to  the  officers  of  the 
Navy?  All  patronage  of  this  kind,  if 
it  were  not  useful,  was  unjust.  "Wliy 
should  a  lad  be  debarred  mm  serving 


the  Queen  in  the  Navy  simply  because 
his  father  or  his  friends  held  obnoxious 
political  opinions  ?  Considering  that  a 
Liberal  Government  was  in  Office,  and 
that  the  Office  of  Secretary  to  the  Ad* 
miralty  was  held  by  a  Gentleman  whose 
opinions  on  this  subject  were  so  well 
known,  it  seemed  strange  that  a  Con- 
servative Member  should  be  standing 
there  pleading  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  the  abolition  of  patronage. 
The  circumstance  showed  ^at  a  system 
of  this  sort,  after  having  been  long 
established,  could  not  be  done  away 
with  in  a  moment,  even  by  the  most 
Liberal  and  advanced  Government  that 
ever  was  in  Office.  If  the  House  should 
prefer  that  the  Navy  should  be  open  to 
everyone  by  public  competition,  without 
patronage,  he  knew  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  would  be  very  glad,  and  the 
passing  of  the  Hesolution  would  mate- 
rially strengthen  his  hands.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  the  Resolution  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mb.  GOUELEY,  in  seconding  the 
Eesolution,  observed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr. 
Gt>schen),  when  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, as  were  also  some  of  his  dis- 
tinguished Predecessors,  was  in  favour 
of  the  abolition  of  the  Britannia^  and 
held  the  opmion  that  boys  intended  for 
the  Naval  I^rofession  should  be  educated 
at  public  schools,  and  afterwards  learn 
their  profession  at  sea  under  commanders 
who  were  well  qualified  to  impart  to 
them  the  necessary  technical  knowledge. 
In  that  opinion  he  entirely  concurred, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  adopted  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty. One  result  would  be  to  secure 
equally  efficient  naval  officers  at  a  much 
smaller  cost  than  at  present,  and  another 
would  be  to  get  rid  of  a  most  obnoxious 
system  of  patronage.  Under  the  pre- 
sent erjrstem,  if  a  gentleman  wished  to 
have  his  son  nominated  to  a  cadetship 
he  wrote  to  a  Peer  or  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament requesting  that  he  should  apply 
for  a  nomination  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  if  he  did  not  succeed 
the  first  time  he  wrote  again  and  again 
to  other  Peers  or  Members  of  that 
House.  He  had  himself  known  that 
process  repeated  30  or  40  times,  and  it 
was  time  mat  the  patronage  system  was 
abolished.  In  the  ordinary  training 
diips  boys  were  well  trainea,  but  the 
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Only  prospect  thej  had  before  fhem  was 
that  of  being  ordinary  seamen,  or,  at 
the  utmost,  becoming  petty  officers.  At 
Greenwich  School  there  were  about  1 00 
boys  receiving  technical  and  other  edu- 
cation ;  but  they  had  no  chance  of  re- 
ceiving commissions  as  cadets  or  other- 
wise, and  their  highest  prospect  was 
to  become  petty  officers,  or,  perhaps, 
stewards  on  board  Her  Majesty's  ships. 
The  whole  system  needed  revision,  and, 
for  his  part,  he  was  in  favour  of  afford- 
ing the  clever  boys  in  the  ordinary 
training  ships,  and  at  Greenwich,  means 
of  attaining  a  superior  education,  which 
would  enable  them  to  compete  with  the 
Britannia  boys.  He  hailed  with  plea- 
sure the  opinions  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
<*in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Naval  Cadets 
should  be  appointed  at  a  more  advanced  age, 
and  that  if  they  are  chosen  by  competitive  exa- 
mination such  competition  should  be  open  and 
not  limited  for  the  purposes  of  patronage," — 
{Mr.  Oorst,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

SiK  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  wished  to 
express  concurrence  in  the  Eesolution  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He  (Sir 
John  Hay)  was  of  opinion  that  tney 
could  obtain  as  good,  if  not  a  better, 
class  of  boys  by  direct  selection  than  by 
competition.  He  had  always  advocated, 
when  he  was  previously  in  the  House, 
that  the  age  of  the  boys  who  entered  as 
cadets  should  be  raised.  In  former 
periods  of  naval  history,  when  sailoring 
was  a  different  business  than  now,  the 
management  of  a  ship  under  sail,  and 
other  kindred  matters,  required  that  a 
boy  should  be  taken  very  young,  and 
trained  up  for  the  purpose ;  but  now,  he 
thought,  they  did  not  require  boys  to  be 
taken  for  the  Navy  at  an  earlier  age 
than  for  Woolwich.  Lord  Dundonald, 
for  instance,  a  most  distinguished  officer 
and  brilliant  seaman,  entered  the  Navy 
when  he  was  upwards  of  18  years  of 
age.  That  showed  that  Lord  Dun- 
donald had  special  aptitude  for  the  Ser- 
vice, and  what  they  wanted  was  special 
aptitude.  There  was  no  reason  why  a 
l)oj  who  had  speoial  aptitude  should  not 

JKr.  OcurUff 


be  allowed  to  join  the  Navy  after  he 
had  attained  the  age  of  16.  In  his  opi- 
nion, they  would  oe  quite  as  efficient 
officers  by  taking  them  at  a  later  period 
than  the  age  at  which  the  lads  were  now 
taken.  He  believed  a  process  might  be 
introduced,  by  virtue  of  which  boys 
might  be  selected  by  prizes  in  pubUo 
schools,  not  on  the  knowledge  gained  of 
one  day's  examination,  but  of  the  gene- 
ral character  of  the  boy,  and  his  apti- 
tude for  a  darinff  and  skilful  life.  Me 
concurred  that  the  Britannia  was  not  the 
best  process  by  which  to  get  the  best 
class  of  boys.  It  was  necessary,  he 
thought,  to  put  them  first  into  sailing 
ships,  because  he  believed  they  woull 
thus  obtain  that  readiness  of  hand,  and 
quickness  of  eye,  and  special  adapta- 
tion necessary  for  a  successful  and  effi- 
cient officer.  He  would  be  ^lad  to  see 
some  change  made  in  the  direction  in- 
dicated by  the  Mover  of  the  Hesolution. 
Patronage,  no  doubt,  was  a  very  bad 
process  K>r  obtaining  the  boys ;  but  he 
was  of  opinion  that  if  it  was  bad  for 
those  who  were  admitted  by  such  means, 
it  was  also  equally  bad  and  unpleasant 
for  those  who  exercised  it.  He  did  not 
believe  the  Admiralty  desired  to  con- 
tinue the  system  of  patronage,  and  his 
opinion  was  that  the  changes  introdaoed 
by  the  late  Mr.  Ward  Hunt  were  for  the 
public  interest. 

Sib  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  that, 
heartily  concurring,  as  he  did,  in  the 
views  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Admiral  who  had  just  spoken, 
and  knowing  the  just  weight  that  would 
be  given  to  any  observations  or  sugges* 
tions  made  by  him,  he  (Sir  Heniy 
Holland)  would  not  have  interfered  in 
the  debate  had  he  not  been  requested  by 
several  persons  to  say  a  few  words  in 
support  of  the  opinion  that  naval  cadets 
should  be  appointed  at  a  more  advanced 
age.  He  certainly  thoiight  that  the 
necessity  of  choosing  the  Profession  for 
boys  of  such  tender  age  was  objection- 
able in  itself.  He  thought  that  it  was 
much  better  that  young  lads  should  go 
to  school  and  learn  a  little  for  them- 
selves about  the  different  professions  and 
chances  of  life.  It  did  not,  of  oourse, 
follow  that  the  parents  should  fall  in  with 
the  wishes  of  the  lads ;  but  the  lads  them- 
selves would,  at  a  more  advanced  age,  and 
with  more  knowledge,  be  able  to  appre- 
ciate the  reasons  for  choosing  this  spe- 
cial Brofession,  and  th^  womd  be  mora 
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likdy  to  take  to  the  Profession  than  they 
are  now.  It  would  tend  to  lessen  the 
discontent  which,  he  feared,  was  felt  in 
many  cases  in  the  earlier  stages,  at  ail 
eyents,  of  the  Fkt>fe8sion.  Nor  could  he 
see  how  in  any  way  the  interests  of  the 
Navy  would  su£fer  from  such  a  change. 
If  prizes  were  given  at  public  schools, 
or  if  cadetships  were  offered  to  the  boys 
at  such  schools,  special  attention  would 
be  given  to  subjects  which  would  fit  the 
bo^  for  the  Naval  Service,  such  as 
mechanics,  mathematics  and  engineer- 
ing) goo^raphy  and  languages,  and  such 
like  subjects.  The  actual  naval  work, 
the  special  knowledge  of  a  ship,  and 
how  to  handle  it,  and  so  forth,  could  be 
learnt  in  a  short  time  after  a  lad  had 
joined  his  ship ;  and  the  right  hon.  and 
gdlant  Admiral  had  pointed  out  that  he 
ontertained  no  doubt  on  this  point,  look- 
ing to  the  difference  between  the  sailing 
vessels  of  the  former  days  and  the 
Bteamers  of  the  present  day.  He  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  would  not  delay  the 
House  by  urging  further  reasons  in  sup- 
port of  this  view;  but  he  desired  to 
press  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  part  of  the  Besolution  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  which  related  to  the  appointment 
of  naval  cadets  at  a  more  advanced  age, 
and  which,  he  believed,  would  advance 
the  interests  of  this  great  Profession. 

Mb.  TREYELYAl^  said,  it  had  more 
&an  once  been  the  fate — ^he  might  al- 
most say  the  hard  fate— of  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  that,  when  they  had 
devised  and  carried  through  a  reform 
which  they  fondly  imagined  was  a  bold 
one;  when  they  had  reasoned  away 
the  opposition  which  existed  inside  the 
Sertice,  and  had  screwed  up  their  cou- 
rage to  facing  the  opposition  which  they 
presumed  to  exist  in  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons,  then,  to  their  astonishment,  they 
foond  themselves  met,  not  with  the 
charge  that  they  had  gone  too  far,  but 
that  they  had  not  gone  far  enough; 
^bat,  so  far  from  being  praised  as  re- 
formers, they  were  regarded  as  unpro- 
fitable servants,  who  had  not  even  done 
as  much  as  it  was  their  duty  to  do.  If 
cettBore  came  in  that  form,  he  should  be 
tiie  last  to  complain,  and  eq^ecially  when 
it  came  from  the  opposite  Benches.  The 
present  Board  of  Admiralty  had  made  a 
great  change— a  change  which  was 
sagerly  advocated  in  this  House  during 
m  years  betweto  1675  and  1860,  and 


persistently  refused  by  the  Boards  which 
then  held  Office ;  and  now  that  the 
thing  was  done,  it  was  a  subject,  he 
thought,  rather  of  congratulation  than 
com^aint  that  the  first  effect  was  to 
elicit  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  (Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  a  demand 
for  still  more  extensive  reforms,  and  an 
interesting  speech  on  the  much  vexed 
and  all  important  question  of  the  edu- 
cation and  selection  of  our  naval  offi- 
cers. He  thought  the  House  was  not 
quite  aware  of  the  great  importance  of 
tiie  change  which  the  present  Board 
had  made;  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  seemed  to  under- 
rate altogether  the  practical  result  of 
that  change,  and  to  attribute  to  it  defects 
and  dangers  which  he  believed  to  be 
quite  imaginary.  What  Government 
had  done  was  this.  There  were  two 
theories  as  to  the  selection  and  educa- 
tion of  naval  officers.  One  was  to  take 
them  young,  and,  after  educating  them, 
partly  at  the  public  expense,  to  give 
them  a  long  knocking  aoout  on  board 
ship  while  still  boys.  The  other  was  to 
take  them  at  a  more  advanced  age,  when 
they  had  completed  all  except  their 
strictly  technical  education  outside  the 
Service,  to  give  them  that  technical  edu- 
cation, and  nothing  else,  and  to  send 
them  to  sea  as  young  men  rather  than 
as  boys.  This  last  might  be  said  to^  be 
the  dontinental  system,  which  prevailed 
in  Italy,  Germany,  Prance,  and  the 
United  States.  The  other  system  was, 
and  always  had  been,  for  good  or  for  evil, 
the  English  system ;  and,  though  he  did 
not  say  there  was  not  a  better,  still  that 
system,  as  far  as  it  was  properly  worked^ 
had  produced  out  of  British  lads  as  fine 
a  body  of  naval  officers  as  ever  existed 
in  the  world.  But  this  system,  as  worked 
between  1876  and  1880,  and  before 
1869,  had  very  grave  defects  ;  and  the 
present  Boura  of  Admiralty  saw,  or 
thought  they  saw,  the  method  of  re- 
medying those  defects ;  and,  without  en- 
tering on  the  question  of  whether  the 
system  should  be  abandoned  and  an- 
other introduced,  they  made,  or  rather 
revived,  a  reform,  very  simple  in  its 
character,  by  which  the  received  and 
existing  national  method  of  officeHng  our 
Navy  might  be  made  as  perfect  as  it  Was 
capable  of  becoming.  The  system  of  pure 
nomination,  which  existed  before  1869, 
and  which  was  revived  by  Mr.  Ward 
Hunt,  had  two  teiy  setioos  defaots. 
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When  the  authorities  in  whose 
patronage  lay  could  appoint  any  lad 
whom  they  chose  to  be  a  naval  cadet, 
if  only  he  passed  a  test  examination,  the 
temptation  to  appoint  more  than  the  in- 
terests of  the  Service  required  became, 
in  the  long  run,  irresistible.  It  was  re- 
sisted by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  and  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  firmly 
believed  it  would  have  been  resisted  by 
Lord  Northbrook.  But  it  had,  in  past 
days,  been  yielded  to  by  First  Lords  of 
both  the  great  Parties  in  the  State.  It 
came  to  this — that,  for  some  years  toge- 
ther, three  times  as  many  cadets  were 
entered  as  the  Service  of  the  Navy  re- 
quired, so  that  all  the  avenues  of  pro- 
motion were  blocked  up,  and  a  ruinous 
expense  inflicted  on  the  taxpayer.  That 
was  the  first  defect  of  our  old  system,  and 
of  that  defect  the  scheme  of  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  as  revived 
by  Lord  Northbrook,  had  afforded  a 
complete  and  permanent  cure.  The  most 
self-interested  and  unscrupulous  dis- 
penser of  patronage  would  never  care  to 
multiply  offices  when,  by  so  doing,  he 
did  not  increase  the  chance  of  his  own 
nominee  getting  one.  For  every  fresh 
cadetship  three  fresh  boys  would  have 
to  compete.  The  chances  were  three  to 
one  against  any  given  boy,  whether 
there  were  10  cadetships  or  whether 
there  were  100 ;  and  whatever  else 
might  be  said  for  or  against  the  system 
of  limited  competition  as  conducted  at 
Greenwich,  this,  at  any  rate,  might  be 
safely  affirmed,  that  it  was  an  absolute 
spec&c  against  the  fatal  tendency,  which 
formerly  existed,  to  over-officer  the 
Navy.  But  the  reform  which  had  been 
set  on  foot  was  intended  to  do  much 
more  than  this.  He  was  not  without 
hope  that  many  of  the  objections  which 
Lord  Dalhousie,  in  his  veiy  striking 
speech  of  last  year — a  speech  so  striking 
tnat  those  who  heard  or  read  it  had 
never  ceased  to  regret  his  removal  from 
among  ub — brought  against  the  present 
system,  and  the  objections  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  had 
brought  against  it  would  turn  out  not 
to  be  inherent  in  that  system,  but  to 
have  been  actually  remedied  by  the 
measures  which  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  had  thought  it  right  to  take. 
The  old  system  produced  a  large  number 
of  as  fine  officers  as  anyone  could  wish 
to  tee ;  but  it  admitted,  likewise,  a  oer- 
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tain  number  of  young  fellows  of  capacity 
inferior  to  what  the  public  had  a  right 
to  ask  for  in  those  who  served  it.  It  was 
those  young  fellows  who  were  the  weak 
part  of  the  Naval  Service  at  all  periods 
of  their  career,  and  at  no  period  more 
than  during  the  educational  period  to 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
Besolution  related.  One  great  evil  com- 
plained of  was  that  the  boys  on  the  Bri- 
tannia spent  their  time  in  painfully  grind- 
ing through  subjects  in  which  they  took 
a  very  small  intellectual  interest.  An- 
other complaint  was  that,  as  soon  as 
they  left  the  Britannia^  many  of  them 
dropped  those  subjects,  and  forgot  all 
about  them  with  extraordinary  rapidity. 
Now,  those  were  just  the  boys  who  were 
kept  out  by  limited  competition.  People 
were  very  apt  to  talk  of  the  competitive 
system  as  if  it  was  an  elaborate  machi- 
nery for  getting  a  service  composed  of 
senior  wranglers,  and  asked  whether  a 
man  who  came  out  at  the  head  of  a  class 
was  sure  to  make  the  finest  officer.  That 
was  not  the  contention  of  the  advocates 
of  competition.  Their  contention  was— 
and  he  maintained  that  it  had  been  fully 
borne  out  by  experience — that  the  effect 
of  competition  was  to  guarcmtee  that 
none  of  the  servants  of  the  public  should 
fall  below  a  veiy  respectaole  standard 
of  intelligence.  No  test  competition  that 
ever  was  invented  had  ever,  in  the  long 
run,  secured  that  end.  The  facts  that 
now  were  before  them  proved  that  it  was 
from  the  disuse  of  competition  that  the 
evils  complained  of  arose ;  and  it  would 
be  from  its  revival  that  they  would,  in 
great  part,  cease.  Let  them  take  the 
system  as  it  was  under  Lord  North- 
brook, and  as  it  was  during  the  last  five 
years.  Now-a-days,  if  a  boy  who  was  not 
veiy  sharp  was  offered  a  nomination,  his 
parents  made  up  their  mind  that  he  had 
no  chance  in  the  competition,  and  left 
him  to  continue  his  ordinary  school 
course,  where  he  got  the  usual  training 
of  a  boy  destined  to  civil  life.  But  when 
a  boy  got  a  nomination  under  the  old 
system,  whether  he  was  clever  or  stupid, 
it  was  worth  sending  him  to  a  crammer 
and  taking  the  chance  of  his  passing  the 
test.  In  the  words  of  the  President  of 
the  Boyal  Naval  OoUege — 

<*  It  was  possible  by  a  forced  and  sujperfidal 
process  of  prejjaration— by  cramming,  in  short 
— to  pass  boys  into  the  Service  who  would  hare 
no  chance  whatever  of  oompeting  successf ally." 

But  the  evil  did  not  Stop  there.  Having 
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been  got  into  the  BrUmmia,  it  was  ne- 
ceeaaxy  that,  at  jdl  hazards,  they  should 
be  got  through  it ;  and  the  time  of  the 
aayal  instmctora  was  consumed  in  push- 
ing and  hustling  boys  through  a  course 
of  subjeots  whicn  they  neyer  more  than 
balf  understood,  and  which  they  worked 
■t  solely  against  the  grain.  And  these 
were  the  boys  who,  when  they  went  to 
sea,  dropped  their  painfully,  but  super- 
ficially, acquired  knowledge  as  com- 
pletely as  if  they  had  never  acquired  it 
at  all.  These  were  the  very  boys  whom 
fimited  competition  kept  out  of  the 
Navy.  When  limited  competition  was 
ezdianged  for  nomination  m  1874,  the 
Bferage  of  ability  fell  in  a  marked  man- 
ner. The  450  cadets  who  entered  under 
competition  before  1874  obtained,  on  an 
arerage,  60  per  cent  of  full  marks  at 
fliflir  final  examination.  The  235  cadets 
who  entered  by  pure  nomination  ob- 
tained 53  per  cent.  The  young  midship- 
men who  entered  by  competition  ob- 
tained in  their  first  examination  afloat 
anayerage  of  811  marks  out  of  2,600. 
Ihe  midshipmen  who  entered  by  pure 
nomination  obtained  685  marks;  and, 
what  was  very  significant,  the  number 
of  cadets  who  obtained  first-class  certi- 
ieates  on  leaving  the  Britannia  under 
eompetition  amounted  to  20  per  cent, 
tad  nnder  nomination  onl^  to  10  per 
mt.  Some  curious  statistics  taken  by 
in  officer  of  high  rank  for  his  own  in- 
fannation  proved  that  it  was  from  the 
bm  who  had  taken  these  first-class  cer- 
tmntes  that  our  distinguished  and  suo- 
nhAiI  officers  were,  to  a  large  extent, 
isrived.  It  miffht  fairly  be  said  that, 
of  boys  who  toox  a  first-class  certificate 
m  leaving  the  Britannia,  50  per  cent 
booame  captains  and  commanders,  while 
of  boys  who  took  a  third-class  certificate, 
oaly  SO  per  cent  reached  that  rank.  So 
Aat  what  the  revival  of  pure  nomina- 
tion did  was  practically  this — that  out 
of  efssy  1 00  boys  who  entered  the  Navy, 
it  diminished  the  exceptionally  able 
boys,  who  were  likely  to  grow  into 
naUy  ftnt-rate  officers,  by  exactly  one- 
VmU,  and  replaced  them  by  as  many 
bojs  who  were  below  the  standard 
luflh  the  Service  of  the  country  re- 
tued.  But  by  the  restoration  of 
BinftBd  oomMtition  the  Britannia  hence- 
iorwaid  woiud  be  a  school  composed  en- 
tiiik  of  boys  for  whose  conduct  and 
■iuties  there  was  a  real  and  solid 
Now  that  the  best  had  been 


done  for  the  old  system  imder  which  our 
officers  had  been  educated  for  so  many 
years,  he  should  be  inclined  to  ask  the 
House  to  let  that  system  work  a  little 
longer  without  at  once  pulling  it  to 
pieces  and  building  it  anew.  As  to  the 
fears  expressed  by  hon.  Members  of  the 
effects  of  competition  at  this  tender  age, 
he  was  firmly  persuaded  that,  under  the 
examination  as  at  present  conducted, 
those  fears  were  illusory.  A  boy  might 
be  crammed  to  pass  a  test  examination 
which  he  would  not  have  passed  other- 
wise ;  but  if  a  competitive  examination 
was  properly  conducted  he  could  not  be 
crammed  so  as  to  enable  him  to  beat  a 
boy  better  taught  and  naturally  cleverer 
than  himself.  What  cramming  would 
enable  a  boy  to  do  unseen  passages  of 
French  and  Latin,  with  the  aid  of  a 
dictionaiy,  better  than  another  boy  who 
had  a  reel  and  solid  acquaintance  with 
those  languages,  and  who  had  superior 
mother- wit  to  himself  ?  The  best  testi- 
mony to  the  manner  in  which  the  exa- 
mination last  June  was  conducted  was 
afforded  by  the  only  letter  which  he  had 
seen  giving  the  account  of  the  reason  of 
a  boy's  failure;  and  in  that  letter  the 
parent  said  that  the  boy  had  been  over- 
coached  the  night  before ;  and  everyone 
who  knew  what  a  good  examination  was 
knew  that  the  worst  possible  preparation 
for  it  was  to  cram  up  to  the  last  nig:ht. 
He  firmly  believed  that  the  competition 
which  they  held  at  13  was  just  as  in- 
nocuous to  health  as  that  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  proposed  to  hold 
at  16  or  17.  But  hon.  Members  must 
not  think  that  he  wished  to  meet  this 
Besolution  with  a  hard-and-fast  negative. 
He  had  the  greatest  sympathy  with  the 
general  objects  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  He  had  the  keenest  sense  of 
the  defects  of  our  present  system  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  exposed ; 
and  for  months  past  he  had  been 
studying  in  every  way  in  his  power  the 
different  solutions  of  the  problem  of  naval 
education  which  had  been  so  ably  put 
forward  in  various  quarters.  He  felt 
most  strongly  the  very  great  discomfort 
and  disadvantage  to  our  midshipmen  of 
becoming  officers  in  Her  Majesty's  Ser- 
vice before  they  had  got  rid  of  school. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  to  minds  of  that 
energetic  and  resolute  class  which  we 
especially  valued  in  our  Navy,  it  might 
be  almost  a  mental  torture  to  be  dis- 
tracted between  rather  elementary  book 
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learning  in  the  abstraot  sciences  and  the 
acquisition  of  the  practical  duties  of  a 
profession.  To  alternate  between  being 
a  captain's  aide-de-camp  in  a  naval  bri- 
gade and  reading  algebra  with  a  naval 
instructor ;  to  so  from  gun  drill,  and  in- 
spection,  and  the  charge  of  boats  to  old 
schoolroom  learning  that  had  been  rubbed 
up  and  forgotten  ten  times  over  was  a 
lire  of  such  waste  of  intellect  and  energy 
that  he  did  not  despair,  and  he  was 
farther  from  despairing  than,  ever,  of 
finding  some  corrective  for  it.  Young 
or  old,  when  a  lad  went  to  sea,  he  ought 
to  go  as  a  sailor ;  and  so  strongly  did  he 
hold  this  that  he  would  not  hesitate  to 
recommend  a  pretty  bold  recasting  of 
our  system  in  order  to  attain  this  desired 
end.  His  own  firm  belief  was  that  if  a 
young  man  had  three  years  at  sea  with- 
out having  his  attention  distracted  by 
school  work  he  would  learn  more  sea- 
manship and  more  seamanlike  qualities 
than  he  learnt  in  the  five  years  that  he 
now  served  afloat  in  a  capacity  some- 
thing between  a  schoolboy  and  an  officer. 
If  that  were  carried  out,  it  would  give 
him  a  year  or  a  year  and  a-half  to  con- 
tinue his  general  studies  before  he  joined 
the  Service.  There  is  much  to  be  said 
likewise  on  the  question  of  open  com- 
petition. There  is  much  to  be  said  for 
drawing  closer  the  connections  between 
our  great  public  schools  and  the  Navy 
by  giving  nominations  for  competition 
to  the  head  masters  of  such  schools  as 
Eton,  Harrow,  Winchester,  Cheltenham, 
Marlborough,  and  any  school  that  might 
desire  to  enter  the  lists.  Nor,  if  the 
House  of  Commons  so  wished  it,  would 
they  consider  that  the  Navy  would  be 
ruined  even  if  the  principle  of  open 
competition  was  imposed  upon  them  by 
Besolution  of  the  House.  The  introduc- 
tion of  open  competition  into  the  Indian 
Civil  Service,  and  into  the  Public  Offices 
at  home,  was  intimately  connected  with 
two  names  in  which  he  had  the  strongest 
and  the  closest  interest,  and  the  first 
years  of  his  public  life  were  spent  in 
urging  the  change  from  purchase  in 
the  Army  to  the  open  competition  which 
at  present  existed.  He  supposed  he 
was  one  of  the  last  men  in  that  House 
likely  to  regard  open  competition  with 
dread.  But  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  leave  them  alone  for  the  present. 
The  Admiralty  had  this  year  made  a  very 
great  change  in  their  method  of  first 
appointmrat;  and  if  it  were  merely  for 
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the  purpose  of  making  Bore  their  ground 
and  obtaining  data  to  guide  their  nurther 
progress,  it  was  really  important  that  they 
should  be  allowed  some  time  to  see  how 
the  change  would  work.  In  the  intereeta 
of  the  Service,  and  speaking  as  one  who 
had  his  mind  open — ^widely  open — ^to  the 
possibilities  of  reform  being  needed,  he 
would  be  heartily  glad  if  they  were  al* 
lowed  time  to  deliberate  very  carefully 
indeed  on  their  experiences  of  the  re- 
formed system  before  they  were  bound 
by  a  vote  of  Parliament  to  exchange  it 
for  another  to  which  it  was,  in  some  im- 
portant respects,  an  approach  and  an 
advance. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PEBTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PRI- 
SONERS  ARRESTED  UNDER  THE 
ACT.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  reports  contained  in  the 
morning  papers  stating  that  two  of  his 
constituents  had  been  arrested  and 
placed  in  prison — namely,  Mr.  Murphj 
and  Mr.  Campion,  of  Rathdowney,  in 
the  Queen's  County.  He  was  perfectly 
certain  these  two  men  were  among  the 
last  in  Queen's  County  who  would  aid 
or  abet  any  transgression  of  the  law. 
It  was  perfectly  impossible  to  oonceive 
what  offence  they  had  been  guilty  of 
which  would  ju9tify  their  arrest ;  but  he 
supposed  that,  f^  had  been  done  in  other 
cases,  the  Government  would  be  pre- 
pf^red  to  shelter  themselves  behind  the 
powers  which  had  been  given  to  them, 
a^d  under  which  they  had  already  eeized 
Mr.  Doran  and  others,  of  Maryborough, 
and  placed  them  in  Naas  Gaol.  The 
difficulties  of  the  200  others  who  were 
confined  in  Ireland  were  very  well  stated 
in  a  letter  which  he  had  just  received 
from  Mr.  John  Reddington,  now  in  pri- 
son. He  said  it  seemed  to  him  very  im- 
likely  that  any  of  those  now  in  prison 
would  be  released  without  signing  some 
compromise ;  that  he  was  changed  with 
inciting  to  intimidation,  whue,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  had  always  been  most 
anxious  to  prevent  breaches  of  the  law ; 
and  that  the  men  who  felt  as  he  did  on 
this  question  should  not  be  handed  over 
to  the  tender  mercies  of  the  Government. 
He  asked  what  would  become  of  those 
men  in  prison  who  wanted  to  brio^o^seii 


Digitized  by 


Google 


7M  JVvliiiJM  rfPwvtkmd    (Attoust  3, 1881}  Fropmiy{Jr$lanS)  Aei,  1881.  734 

that  no  man  who  was  arrested  under  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act 
should  be,  if  he  could  possibly  prevent 
it — and  he  thought  he  should  be  able  to 
prevent  it — ^in  any  way  damaged  in  mak- 
ing applications  in  reference  to  his  hold- 
ing under  the  Land  Act  if  it  became  law. 
The  hon.  Member  wished  to  find  out  in 
what  way  he  would  carry  out  that  inten- 
tion. He  must  ask  for  time  to  consider 
the  way  in  which  he  would  cany  it  out. 
He  admitted  it  would  be  unjust  for  a  man 
to  be  deprived  of  his  power  of  obtaining 
a  judiciid  rent,  and  of  naving  his  case  for 
a  fair  rent  put  before  the  Commissioners 
for  the  reasons  named  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mb.  BIGQAR  said,  one  part  of  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
more  or  less — rather  less  than  more — 
satisfactoiy.  He  stated  that  tenants 
arrested  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
putting  their  case  before  the  Court. 
Now,  they  had  a  great  deal  of  expe- 
rience as  to  the  promises  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  would  have  been 
more  satisfactory  had  he  been  a  little 
more  explicit  in  his  reply.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  other  part  of  the  question, 
his  reply  was  most  unsatisfactoiy,  for 
they  were  always  led  to  believe  that  no 
imprisonment  would  take  place  unless 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  spe-. 
cially  and  carefully  examined  the  charges 
made. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  he 
did  examine  the  cases  personally;  but 
he  declined  to  make  a  statement  from 
memory  when  he  had  not  received  No- 
tice and  had  not  the  Papers  before  him. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  thought  it  remarkable 
that,  having  examined  the  cases,  the 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
appear  to  be  a  perfect  blank  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  replies  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  conveyed  the  impression  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^ew  nothing 
of  the  case.  They  would  require  every 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman put  down  on  paper,  and  a  rigid 
examination  of  details. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  if  it  was  the  in- 
variable rule  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  look  into  every  case  ?  If  that 
were  so,  it  was  a  matter  of  some  satis- 
faction, for  he  would  rather  fall  into  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  than 
those  of  Under  Secretary  Burke.  They 
knew  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
unfortunately,  been  led  astray,  while  thQ 


ihe  Land  Oommiasioners  ?  He 
was  OQ&MioQa  of  having  sinned  too 
deegply  in  the  eyes  of  the  powers  that 
be^  beeanae  he  ventured  to  assert  his 
own  light,  to  expect  pardon,  except  he 
was  prepared  to  sign  a  oompromise,  and, 
eonse^uently,  he  was  lik^y  to  remain 
in  pnson  some  time.  His  father  and 
moUier  were  old  and  decrepit.  He  had 
an  extremidy  strong  case  to  lay  before 
the  Land  Commission.  His  landlord, 
altiboogh  he  lived  within  three  miles  of 
die  property  he  occupied,  never  came  near 
a,  and  a  few  years  ago  he  raised  the  rent 
100  per  cent  over  Griffith's  valuation. 
Unless  he  was  allowed  to  obtain  legal 
advice,  he  could  not  appear  before  the 
Land  Commission.  Tnis  man  was  re- 
vested throughout  the  country  b^  all 
who  knew  him,  and  was  utterly  mca- 
paUe  of  doing  the  thing  complained  o^ 
or  attempting  to  break  the  law.  But, 
st  the  same  time,  he  was  a  man  of  de- 
tsnoination,  and  never  hesitated  to  say 
that  which  he  thought  ought  to  be  said, 
and  assert  his  right.  This  man  appealed 
for  infovmation,  and  he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  thought  the  appeal  was  a 
rerj  ronaonable  one,  as  to  what  facilities 
mold  be  afforded  to  men  like  him  to 
bnn^  their  cases  before  the  Land  Oom- 
insmn.  This  man's  relatives  were  en- 
tn^f  dependent  on  his  exertions,  and 
were  entirely  unable  to  look  after  his 
iitsrsats.  Such  had  been  the  tyranny 
d  the  landlord  dass  that  if  it  were  not 
lor  some  bold^  determined  spirits  the 
peat  bulk  of  the  tenants  could  never 
me  bem  induced  to  assert  their  rights 
Si  thsj  had  done  manfully  during  the 
hsk  18  months.  He,  therefore,  asked 
fte  Goremment  how  they  proposed  to 
dtsl  with  tiiese  men  after  die  rising  of 
PiMKainimty  when  the  Land  Commission 
WM  at  work,  and  what  was  the  alleged 
I  for  the  arrest  mentioned  in  this 


^''s  pwers  of  Mr.  Campion  and 
Xr.  Mniphyf 

Kb.  W.  £.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  was 
aot  aware  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  about 
to  bnng  forward  this  case.  As  to  the 
mk  qnestionf  he  could  not  answer  it 
latil  ne  got  information.  K  the  hon. 
Ksmber  pnt  the  Question  down  on  the 
HoCioe  Paper  he  would  dive  him  what 
r  he  oonld,  in  aocoidance  with  the 
answers  he  had  given  on  these 
»i  bnt  he  was  not  in  a  position  at 
to  make  any  statements  at  all 
l|a«fli9  sabjeot    He  woi^d  take  care 
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bent  of  the  mind  of  Mr.  Burke  was 
against  the  tenants.  He  was  a  most 
odious  tyrant  in  every  relation  with  his 
tenants.  He  presumed  that  the  *' rea- 
sonable suspicion  "  on  which  those  men 
were  arrested  arose  from  the  moral  con- 
sciousness of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
In  the  Irish  Office  there  ought  to  be 
kept  a  prMs  stating  opposite  each  man's 
name  the  grounds  on  which  he  was 
arrested. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  repeated  that 
he  looked  into  every  case ;  but  if  he  had 
had  Notice  he  would  have  been  able  to 
give  a  more  precise  answer.  He  must, 
m  the  strongest  possible  terms,  repu- 
diate the  description  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  had  given 
of  Mr.  Burke,  and  he  defied  the  hon. 
Member  to  get  that  description  endorsed 
by  the  tenants.  He  believed  there  was 
rarely  to  be  found  a  man  who  was  more 
sympathizing  with  the  tenants  or  more 
ready  to  redress  hardships  than  Mr. 
Burke. 

Mr.  healy  said,  that,  last  year, 
cases  were  brought  forward  in  that 
House  in  which  Mr.  Burke  had  rack 
rented  and  oppressed  tenants. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  no 
case  of  the  kind  had  been  proved. 

Main  Question,  *'That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL   SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 

Civil  Departments. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £5,027,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of  the  Queen's 
and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remembrancer  in  Ex- 
chequer, Scotland,  of  certain  Officers  in  Scot- 
land, and  other  Charges  formerly  on  the  Here- 
ditary Revenue." 

Mr.  FINIQAN  said,  he  wished  to 
put  one  or  two  questions  to  the  noble 
Ix>rd  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
before  this  Vote  was  agreed  to.  First 
of  all,  he  wanted  to  know  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  item  under  the  heading 
B— "  Lyon  King  of  Arms,  £500 ; "  and 
Mr,  Mealy 


who  was  the  personage  who  represented 
the  Lyon  King  of  Arms  ?  He  also  de- 
sired to  know  what  explanation  could 
be  given  of  the  item  **  Secretanr  to  the 
Bible  Board,  £600  ?  "  He  should  like  to 
know  what  the  Seoretaiy  to  the  Bible 
Board  had  to  do,  and  also  what  was  the 
particular  duty  of  the  Bible  Board  it- 
self ?  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
furnish  some  information  as  to  the  per- 
sons employed  by  the  Bible  Board.  The 
Committee  ought  to  understand  what 
they  were  asked  to  vote  the  money  for. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
stated  that  the  Lyon  Kine  of  Arms  was 
the  Chief  of  the  Herald's  Colleee  in 
Scotland.  With  regard  to  the  Kble 
Board,  he  believed  its  duties  were  to 
see  that  there  were  no  inaccurate  copies 
of  the  Bible  published  in  Scotland.  It 
was,  of  course,  well  known  to  hon. 
Members  that  in  England  the  Bible 
could  only  be  printed  by  the  two  Uni- 
versities and  by  the  Queen's  Printers ; 
but  in  Scotland  Bibles  might  be  printed 
by  any  printer,  and,  consequently,  it 
was  considered  advisable  that  there 
should  be  a  check  upon  the  issue  of 
copies  of  that  Book,  so^as  to  make  sure 
that   inaccurate  copies  should  not  be 

Eublished.  The  expense  of  this  had 
een  charged  on  the  public  for  ages 
past,  and  it  only  amounted  to  a  small 
sum. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  noble 
Lord  if  there  was  any  plea  for  the  ad- 
vocate  de  diaholi  oi  the  index  puryatoriui 
in  Scotland,  because,  if  there  was,  some- 
thing could  be  said  for  the  keeping  up 
of  this  charge. 

Mr.  HEMjY  asked  if  there  were  any 
means  of  preventing  any  person  who 
wished  to  do  so  from  publishing  an  in- 
accurate version  of  the  Bible?  Was 
there  any  law  under  which  anyone  who 
wanted  to  publish  a  Bible  with  a  chapter 
or  verse  left  out  must  send  a  copy  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Bible  Board,  who 
would  have  to  certify  as  to  what  had 
been  left  out  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  be  informed  what  was  the  duty  of  the 
Bible  Board,  with  regard,  for  instance, 
to  the  newly  revised  edition  of  the 
New  Testament  ? 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
should  like  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  inform  the  Committee 
what  were  the  duties  and  fiinctions  of 
"  Her  Majesty's  Limner,"  whose  salaxy 
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was  stated  in  the  Vote  at  £97.  What 
'was  it  that  he  was  required  to  draw  or 
paint? 

rx>BD  FEEDEMCK  OA.VENDISH 
said,  all  he  had  to  say  in  answer  to  the 
questionB  that  had  been  put  to  him  was 
tnat  some  of  these  charges  were  relics 
of  the  ancient  Scottish  Monarchy,  and 
were  the  only  ones  that  now  survived 
in  connection  with  the  numerous  ap- 
pointments attached  to  the  ancient  Scot- 
tisli  Court.  He  was  not  veiy  well 
acquainted  with  the  details  in  connection 
with  some  of  the  matters  referred  to, 
and  he  thought  the  Solicitor  Oeneral  for 
Scotland  would  be  better  able  to  answer 
the  question  put  with  regard  to  l^e  law 
on  the  subject  of  the  publication  of  the 
Bible  in  Scotland.  It  was  his  belief, 
however,  that  it  was  requsite  that  a 
oopT  of  every  new  edition  should  be  sent 
to  the  Bible  Board. 

Mb.  LEAMY  asked  whether,  suppos- 
ing an  incorrect  copy  of  the  Bible  were 
printed  in  England,  the  Bible  Board  in 
Scotland  would  have  power  to  stop  its 
oiroidation  in  that  country  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
believed  that  the  duties  of  the  Bible 
Board  were  simply  confined  to  Bibles 
printed  in  Scotland. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  wished  to  ask  what 
were  the  duties  of  the  Law  Agent  to  the 
Bible  Board  in  Scotland  ?  This  appoint- 
ment seemed  to  him  to  be  the  most 
curious  appointment  in  connection  with 
the  Boara.  He  thought  the  noble  Lord 
ought  to  be  able  to  give  some  informa- 
tion on  this  point.  He  should  like  to 
know  what  were  the  duties  both  of  the 
Secretary  and  of  the  Legal  Adviser  to 
the  Bible  Board? 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  should  like  to 
know  whether  if  a  Catholic  printer  were 
to  publish  the  Douai  version  of  the 
Bible,  he  would  be  bound  to  submit  a 
copv  of  it  to  the  Bible  Board— whether, 
in  iaot,  the  Catholic  version  of  the  Bible 
could  be  printed  in  Scotland  ? 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  should 
like  to  put  a  further  question  to  the 
noble  Lord,  and  that  was,  whether  the 
office  of  Secretary  to  the  Bible  Board 
was  a  ainectire  or  not  ?  If  it  were  not 
a  sinecure,  he  apprehended  that  that 
officer  would  have  the  very  pleasant 
task  of  looking  at  every  iBible  that 
crossed  the  Scottish  Border  in  order  to 
see  whether  it  was  the  correct  version. 
Was  it  a  part  of  his  duty  to  do  this? 

YOL.  OCLXIY.    fTHiBD  sbbibs.] 


In  fact,  was  the  appointment  a  sinecure, 
or  was  it  not?  The  Committee  had 
already  been  satisfied  about  the  office 
of  Lyon  King  of  Arms,  because  the 
office  was  one  that  brought  in  some- 
thing ;  but  with  respect  to  the  Secretary 
to  the  Bible  Board,  he  could  not  see 
that  the  office  was  one  that  did  any 
good  to  the  inhabitants  of  Scotland,  or 
to  any  other  part  of  the  world,  the  only 
advantage  of  the  payment  of  £600  per 
annimi  bein^  that  the  money  went  into 
tiie  pocket  of  some  gentleman  who  had 
nothing  to  do  in  retium  for  it. 

Mb.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  the  Bible 
Board  had  no  riffht  to  interfere  with 
the  publication  of  any  edition  of  the 
Bible  unless  it  professed  to  be  the  autho- 
rized version.  Any  person  in  Scotland 
might  print  and  publish  any  other  ver- 
sion as  he  pleased.  He  might  publish 
a  new  and  altered  translation  and  no 
one  could  interfere  with  him.  There 
was  not  less  liberty  in  Scotland  than  in 
England  as  to  printing  the  authorized 
version.  In  England  it  could  be  printed 
only  by  the  Universities  or  tiie  Queen's 
Printer.  In  Scotland  it  could  be  printed 
or  published  by  any  man  if  ne  re- 
ceived the  attestation  of  the  Board  as 
to  its  accuracy.  The  office  of  Secre- 
tary to  the  Bible  Board  was  not  a 
sinecure ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  it  was  one  that  might 
be  abolished  with  advantage. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  no  information 
had  as  yet  been  given  in  reply  to  his 
question  as  to  the  Law  Agent  of  the 
Bible  Board,  and  very  little  with  regard 
to  the  Secretary,  and  for  this  reason  he 
begged  to  move  that  the  Yote  be  re- 
duced by  the  amount  payable  to  the  Se- 
cretary and  the  Law  Agent  of  the  Bible 
Board. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN;  Both  the  Secre- 
tary and  the  Law  A^nt  ? 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  he  meant  to  in- 
clude both  in  his  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceediog  £4,187,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoeBsary  to  defray  the  Qiarge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Sala- 
ries and  Expenses  of  the  Department  of  the 
Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remembrancer 
in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  of  certain  Officers  in 
Scotland,  and  other  Charges  formerly  on  the 
Hereditary  Revenue." — {Mr,  Biggar,) 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  found  that  the  Secretary  had  aii 
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officer  nnder  him  who  was  a  printer  by 
profeBsion,  and  who  was  employed  as 
reader  in  the  technical  work  of  revision. 
The  Secretary  also  had  to  provide  office 
rooms  and  papers. 

Sir  JOHN  hat  said,  he  had  been 
about  to  ask  the  Solicitor  Oeneral  for 
Scotland  for  some  information,  because 
he  thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman might  throw  some  light  on  the 
question.  He  believed  he  was  right  in 
saying  that  the  office  of  Queen's  Printer 
in  Scotland  was  abolished  some  80  years 
affo.  That  office  used  to  entail  a  charge 
of  £6,000  a-year  on  the  public,  and  in 
its  place  the  present  arrangement  had 
been  made.  Of  course,  whoever  bought 
a  Bible,  like  a  person  who  bought  butter, 
wanted  to  buy  the  real  thing,  and  al- 
though any  person  in  Scotland  mig'ht,  if 
he  pleased,  print  copies  of  the  Bible,  he 
must  not  print  an  unauthorized  version. 
If  ho  did,  the  public  would  not  have 
that  which  they  desired  to  have  ;  but  if 
this  Vote  were  abolished/  every  person 
who  wanted  the  correct  version  would, 
in  fliture,  be  obliged  to  go  to  the  Ox- 
ford or  Cambridge  Press  for  it. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  would  suggest 
that  his  hon.  Friend  should  be  content 
with  the  protest  he  had  made ;  but  he  did 
not  understand  why  they  should  spend 
£840  on  the  two  offices  that  had  been 
the  subjects  of  discussion. 

Mr.  LEAMY  did  not  see  why  they 
should  have  in  the  office  of  Law  Agent  to 
the  Bible  Board  a  permanent  official  at 
a  salary  of  £240  a-vear,  which  was  to 
be  paid  whether  he  had  been  engaged  in 
any  prosecutions  or  not ;  nor  did  he  see 
why,  in  the  case  of  the  Secretly,  it 
should  not  be  incumbent  on  the  ^oard 
to  engage  a  lawyer  who  might  institute 
prosecutions  in  case  of  any  breach  of 
the  law. 

The  SOLICITOB  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfottr)  said, 
he  was  not  aware  of  any  recent  cases  in 
which  prosecutions  had  been  instituted. 
He  believed  the  practice  was  that  proof 
sheets  of  every  proposed  edition  of  the 
Bible  were  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Bible  Board,  and  when  these  had  been 
gone  over  by  the  reader,  the  Secretary 
also  went  over  them,  and  they  were  then 
submitted  to  a  meeting  of  the  Board, 
the  meetings  bein^  held  periodically. 
If  necessary,  corrections  were  made,  and 
these  were  sent  back  to  the  respective 
printers,  who  sometimes  would  incur  a 

Jiin'd  Frederick  Cavendish 


good  deal  of  cost  in  making  the  altera- 
tions. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  wished, 
before  the  Vote  was  put  to  the  Com- 
mittee, to  Bxk  a  question  which  he  re- 
garded as  a  pertinent  one.  He  wished 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  thejSecre- 
tary  to  the  Bible  Board  got  £600  a-year, 
and  gave  £100  a-year  to  a  tradesman 
who  did  the  work  for  him,  he  putting 
the  remaining  £500  a-year  into  his  own 
pocket  for  doing  nothing?  This  arrange- 
ment was  merely  because  it  was  neces- 
saxy  to  keep  up  a  show  of  doing  some 
work ;  but,  practically,  as  far  as  the 
appointment  of  the  Secretary  was  con- 
cerned, the  office  was  a  mere  sinecure. 
With  regard  to  the  appointment  of  Law 
Agent,  that  was  also  a  sinecure ;  and  he 
believed  he  was  justified  in  saying  that 
if  proceedings  were  taken  at  the  instance 
of  the  Bible  Board  aminst  a  printer  for 
infringing  the  law,  me  expenses  of  the 
prosecution  came  out  of  a  totally  dif- 
ferent Vote.  It  was,  therefore,  by  no 
means  necessary  that  the  allowance  for 
Law  Agent  ^should  be  continuous,  as  it 
was  now. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour)  said, 
he  could  not  state  what  the  arrangement 
between  the  Secretary  and  the  reader 
was,  but  no  doubt  there  was  some  ar- 
ran^ment  between  them.  The  results 
of  tne  duties  performed  were,  as  he  had 
already  stated,  submitted  to  the  Bible 
Board  at  their  periodical  meetings,  with 
such  observations  as  the  Secretary  had 
to  offer.  With  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Law  Agent,  he  was  afraid  he 
could  not  add  to  what  had  already  been 
said  on  that  point.  All  he  knew  was 
that  the  office  was  one  that  was  still 
retained. 

Mr.    WILLIAMSON    said,    he  was 
afraid  that  the  continuance    of   these 
offices  kept  the  door  open  to  a  form  of 
abuse.     He  sincerely  hoped  that  such 
an  expression  of  opinion  as  had  already 
been  given  on  this  subject  would  lead 
to  this  result — that  while  the  present 
holders  of  the  offices  referred  to  should 
be  permitted  to  retain  them  for  the  rest 
of  their  lives,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
any  Government   to  continue  the   ap- 
pointments. There  was  an  evident  abuse 
which,  being  perpetrated  in  the  name  of 
the  Bible,  rendered  it  all  the  more  in' 
tolerable, 
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Kb.  filOOAS  said)  he  WM  mnoh 
pl6ued  to  hMrwhttt  had  fklleti  from  the 
Mm.  Oeaflemati  (Mr.  WiUiamBon)  who 
had  Jort  aat  down.  He  wished  to  pnt 
diia  question  to  the  BepresentatiTes  of 

giTS  a  disibnct  pledge  that  tiiej  would 
not  re-appoint  men  to  these  two  sineoure 
ofllesBP  So  far  the  GK)Yemment  had 
bssB  exoeedingly  unwilling  to  let  the 
Oommittee  know  what  were  the  facte  of 
die  ease ;  and  it  would  have  been  far 
had  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
the  Solicitor  (General  for  Boot- 


land  oome  forward  at  once,  and  stated 
what  he  knew  about  the  matter  under 
disoBssion.  

LoBD  FBEDEBIOK  OAYENDISH 
ssid,  he  oould  assure  the  Oommittee  that 
&ere  would  be  no  new  appointments  to 
fliese  offices  without  the  question  being 
eareflillj  investigated. 

Me.  OALLAN  said,  he  thought  the 
itatsment  just  made  bj  the  noble  Lord 
tiie  Secretaiy  to  the  Treasury  (Lord 
Rederick  OaTendish)  was  yerr  satis- 
iMhuj ;  but  he  would  have  sayea  a  good 
deil  of  wasted  time  if  he  had  made  that 
ttatement  before,  and  had  said  not  only 
thai  no  future  appointment  would  be 
made  to  either  of  tne  two  sinecure  offices, 
but  that  no  such  ap^ntment  should  be 
made  without  submitting  the  matter  to 
Aat  House.  If,  in  the  course  of  the 
tomng  winter,  one  of  these  officials 
should  die,  what  course  would  the  Qo- 
Tsmment  be  likely  to  take?  There 
ought  to  be  some  pledge  that  it  should 
not  be  filled  up  without  the  sanction  of 
Am  House. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  would  not  be 
Iliad  up  without  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 


Me.  BIOOAB  said,  after  what  had 
Just  fJEdlen  from  the  Prime  Minister,  he 
wcoldy  with  the  permission  of  the  Oom- 
vEttoe,  withdraw  his  Amendment.  He 
ihoald  like,  however,  to  say,  with  re- 
gud  to  the  Queen's  Plates  that  were 

CI  for  racing  purposes  in  Scotland, 
he  was  Tory  sorry  to  see  these  items 
a  the  Votes.  He  was  well  aware 
\  in  aayinff  this  he  differed  in  opinion 
ne  of  his  hon.  OoUeagues  upon 
fta  jtabjeoft  <rf  horse-racing ;  at  the  same 
tm^  he  mode  it  a  rule  wmch  he  did  not 
Kb  to  break  to  oppose  the  Vote  of  money 
ftr  sash  putposeSy  and  if  any  other  hon. 
r  nfoiud  support  him,  he  should 


certainly  move  to  omit  the  sums  put 
down  for  these  Queen's  Plates. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrmon. 

Original  Question  put,  and  oj^rsed  U. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro 


posed. 


**Tliat  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £9,289,  be 
granted  to  Her  Maiesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necesBary  to  defray  the  Charge  wmch  will  come 
in  course  of  pa3mient  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  8lBt  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  EzpenBes  of  the  Fiflhery  Board  in  Scotland 
and  certain  Grants  in  Aid  of  Piers  or  Quays." 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  on  behalf  of  his  constituents 
the  fishermen  on  the  coast  of  Ayrshire, 
between  Ballantrae  and  GKrvan.  This 
was  one  of  the  most  important  herrine 
fisheries  in  Scotland.  The  fishing  took 
place  in  Februaiy  and  March.  Outside 
the  great  spawning  bed  at  Ballantrae 
there  were  considerable  trawling  grounds, 
where  great  quantities  of  cod  and  other 
fish  used  to  be  taken  by  lines ;  but  the 
beam-trawlers  had  swept  away  the  lines, 
and  the  fishery  was  destroyed.  The 
fishermen  had  asked  him  (Colonel 
Alexander)  to  forward  a  Petition  to  the 
Fishery  Board  against  beam-trawling. 
He  had  received  a  courteous  answer 
from  the  Secretary  that  he  could  do 
nothing.  In  the  year  1866  a  Sea  Fish- 
eries Commission  was  appointed,  consist- 
ing of  the  present  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  and  Mr. 
James  Caird,  a  distinguished  agricul- 
turist. This  Commission  arrived  at  the 
curious  conclusion  that  beam-trawlers 
were  Free  Traders  and  ought  to  be  en- 
couraged, whereas  those  who  opposed 
beam-trawling  were  Protectionists  and 
ought  to  be  discouraged  in  every  possible 
way.  In  1 878  another  Commission  was 
appointed,  consisting  of  the  late  Mr. 
Buckland,  Mr.  Walpole,  and  another 
gentleman,  which  arrived  at  a  different 
conclusion.  The  Commission  reported 
that  the  Ballantrae  fishermen  had  made 
out  a  strong  primd  facie  case  aeainst 
beam-trawling  inshore,  and  thought  the 
Legislature  should  give  the  Secretary  of 
State  power  to  stop  beam-trawling  in- 
shore should  it  be  necessary  to  do  so. 
He  (Colonel  Alexander)  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  would  cfury  out  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Commission,  and 
ask  Parliament  for  power  to  stop  beam- 
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trawling  inshore  at  any  place  where  he 
might  consider  it  necessary  so  to  do  ? 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  was  able 
to  confirm  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  gallantMember  (Colonel  Alexander). 
His  (Sir  John  Hay's)  constituents  were 
largely  interested  in  this  question.  There 
were  numbers  of  these  hardy  and  excel- 
lent fishermen  who,  when  they  went  to 
sea,  found  their  legitimate  occupation 
seriously  interfered  with  by  trawling 
vessels  coming  from  a  distance.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  recommendation 
of  the  last  Commission  ought  to  be  at- 
tended to  by  the  Home  Secretary;  for 
although  he  had  great  esteem  and  re- 
spect toT  Mr.  James  Caird,  he  did  not 
know  that  his  knowledge  of  sea  fisheries 
was  very  extensive.  He  (Sir  John  Hay) 
had  paid  great  attention  to  the  Beports 
of  the  Commissions,  and  he  did  not  see 
why  the  advice  of  the  later  Commission 
should  not  be  acted  upon.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  great  mischief  was  done 
by  the  trawlers  to  the  legitimate  occupa- 
tion of  the  fishermen  on  the  coast.  They 
were  a  set  of  men  who  were  hardy  and 
excellent  fishermen,  and  well  deserving 
of  encouragement.  There  was  plenty  of 
room  outside  the  line  fisheries  for  the 
trawlers,  and  he  trusted  the  Q-ovem- 
ment  would  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  last  Commission. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  the  question 
now  under  discussion  had  been  brought 
forward  by  him  at  an  earlier  period  of 
the  Session,  and  the  Motion  he  had  then 
submitted  was  negatived  on  a  division. 
He  was  glad  to  find  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  now  inclined  to  concede 
the  principle  for  which  he  had  contended ; 
and  what  they  had  said  encouraged  him 
to  hope  that  when  this  question  was 
brought  forward  in  another  Session  he 
should  be  supported  by  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen. At  present,  however,  the  ques- 
tion had  been  decided  by  what  had  pre- 
viously taken  place. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  wished  to  say  that 
although  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Webster) 
had  his  entire  sympathy  in  the  Motion 
he  had  formerly  submitted,  that  Motion 
was  brought  on  at  an  hour  in  the  morn- 
ing when  he  (Sir  John  Hay)  did  not 
happen  to  be  present.  It  was,  however, 
a  matter  with  which  he  hoped  the  Lord 
Advocate  might  interfere  in  the  sense 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ayr- 
shire (Colonel  Alexander]  and  him- 
self. 

Qohnel  Alexand&f 


Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
hoped  the  Home  Secretary  would  give 
a  reply  to  the  point  he  had  raised.  It 
would  only  be  necessaiy  for  him  to  inter* 
fere  in  those  cases  where  he  might  think 
it  necessary  to  do  so. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  was  unfortunate  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate was  not  in  his  place  when  the  ques- 
tion was  opened,  and  he  did  not  think 
that  the  Representatives  of  the  Treasury 
were  well  qualified  to  decide  this  ques- 
tion. He  could  only  say  that  the  facts 
would  be  brought  before  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate 

Mr.' ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  received  several  letters  from  Kerry 
with  reference  to  an  item  in  this  Vote, 
which  was  regarded  with  a  good  deal  of 
jealousy  by  edl  the  fishing  interests  in 
Ireland.  They  complained  that  the 
Irish  Members  gave  their  consent  for 
the  voting  of  public  money  for  certain 
purposes  in  Scotland,  when  similar 
grants  were  persistently  refused  to  the 
interests  in  which  they  were  concerned 
in  Ireland.  He  referred  to  the  item 
"  Cutter  and  Boat  Service ;  Pay  of  Offi- 
cers and  Crew  of  Cutter;  Victualling; 
Repairs  and  Service  Stores — Fisheiy 
Station  Votes  amounting  to  £2,480. ' 
It  was  of  great  importance  to  the  fish- 
eries on  the  Coasts  of  Ireland  that  they 
should  be  protected ;  but  they  were  not. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  suffered  a  great 
deal  from  the  trawlers,  who  also  fre- 
quented the  Coast  of  Scotland,  as  well  as 
n-om  the  great  misconduct  of  the  number 
of  foreign  fishermen,  princij^ally  French, 
who  h^itually  broke  their  nets.  He 
bblieved  that  the  Scotch  fishermen,  in 
common  with  the  English  and  Irish 
fishermen,  had  sustained  much  injury 
from  the  Belgian  fishermen,  who  made 
use  of  instruments  which  were  called 
''  Belgian  devils."  The  cutter  mentioned 
in  this  Vote  had  proved  of  great  service 
in  protecting  the  Scotch  fishermen  from 
the  depredations  committed  by  these 
foreigners,  and  it  had  also  been  useftd 
in  maintaining  the  peace  and  preventing 
dangerous  quarrels  among  Uie  Scotch 
fishermen  themselves.  The  Irish  fisher- 
men suffered  from  the  same  evils,  and 
the  Inspectors  of  Fisheries  had  repeat- 
edly made  urgent  representations  as  to 
the  advisability  of  establishing  a  good 
Cutter  Service  in  the  Irish  waters,  such 
as  was  voted  by  the  House  in  favour  of 
the  Scotch  fisheries  year  after  j^ear.  Bat 
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tiie  Irish  fishermen  had  hitherto  found 
it  impossible  to  secure  due  attention  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  this  very 
reasonable  application,  and  it  therefore 
became  necessary  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers should  make  a  distinct  stand  upon 
this  point.  He  was  sorry  to  appear  to 
oppose  the  Scotch  Vote,  especially  as  he 
iras  inclined  to  think  that  the  Scotchmen 
did  not  get  so  much  from  the  Imperial 
Bevenue  as  they  had  a  fair  right  to  in 
many  instances,  and  he  was,  fi^nerally 
making,  inclined  to  support  the  Scotch 
Members  in  the  representations  they 
made  as  to  the  inadequacy  for  the  sums 
voted  for  the  Scotch  Service.  But  on 
this  occasion  he  felt  it  necessary  to 
exceed  the  representations  that  had  been 
made  to  him  from  Kerry.  Therefore, 
he  should  move  the  reduction  of  this 
Vote  by  the  sum  of  £2,430,  in  the  hope 
of  being  enabled  to  obtain  some  assur- 
ance from  the  Oovemment  that  the 
claims  of  Ireland  in  this  matter  should 
receive  the  same  treatment  as  those  of 
Scotland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,809,  be 
gnmted  to  Her  Maiesfy,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
m  ooiuse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Fishery  Board  in  Scotland 
and  certain  Grants  in  Aid  of  Hers  or  Quays." 
— (Jfr.  Arthur  0*  Connor.) 

LoBD  FBEDEEIOK  CAVENDISH 
was  nnderatood  to  say  that  much  con- 
nderation  had  been  eiven  to  the  subject 
before  it  was  decided  to  send  a  vessel  to 
the  Scotch  Gtoast.  A  greater  number  of 
Scotch  fishermen  were  employed  there 
than  the  number  of  Irish  fishermen  on 
the  Irish  Coast ;  and  it  did  not  follow 
that  because  a  gunboat  had  been  placed 
off  the  Coast  of  Scotland  to  prevent  the 
depredations  of  foreign  vessels,  that  one 
^uld  also  be  sent  to  the  Irish  Coast  for 
police  purposes.  He  was  not  aware 
^t  disturbances  had  occurred  in  con- 
nection with  the  Irish  fisheries ;  but  if, 
on  examination,  it  was  foimd  to  be  ne- 
cessary, a  gunboat  would  be  sent. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
thought  the  mind  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
BtiU  insufficiently  impressed  with  the 
importance  of  tnis  question.  In  the 
Bqport  of  the  Fishery  Commission  of 
1879  he  found  an  expression  of  opinion 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  properly 
^eqiiipped  ressel  on  the  Irish  Coast,  for 


the  purposes  of  carrying  out  fishing  ex- 
periments and  discovering  new  fishing 
grounds.  He  did  not  tlmik  the  noble 
Lord  had  any  claim  whatever  to  ta^e 
further  time  for  the  consideration  of 
this  matter.  As  long  as  there  has  been  a 
Beport  from  the  Fishery  Commissioners^ 
so  long  had  there  been  a  paragraph  in  it 
demanding  that  a  vessel  shoiud  oe  sent 
to  the  Coast  of  Ireland,  andthelns^ctors 
of  Fisheries  had  declared,  on  their  own 
responsibility,  that  a  necessity  existed 
for  this  gunboat.  There  had  been  a 
discussion  a  few  days  ago  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Irish  fisheries,  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had,  upon  that 
occasion,  given  an  assurance  which  was 
satisfactonr  as  far  as  it  went. 

The  Chairman  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  that,  although 
it  was  allowable  by  way  of  illustration 
to  show  that  there  was  no  Vote  for  a 
gxmboat  off  the  Coast  of  Ireland,  it  was 
not  competent  to  him  to  discuss  the 
question  of  the  Irish  fisheries  upon  the 
Scotch  Vote. 

Mb,  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  thanked  the 
Chairman  for  his  ruling.  He  had  quoted 
the  Report  of  1879  by  way  of  illustra- 
tion, and  would  conclude  the  few  obser- 
vations he  had  to  make  by  a  reference 
to  the  Report  of  1880,  which  said  that 
"the  attendance  of  a  gunboat  or  two 
was  necessary  during  the  mackerel  season 
to  protect  the  fishery."  The  Commis- 
sioners of  Irish  Fisheries  were  every 
year  pressing  this  question  upon  the 
Oovemment;  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  Blake)  had  also,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  brought  it  be- 
fore the  House,  and  he  had  never  heard 
him  speak  upon  the  subject  without 
impressing  the  immense  necessity  which 
existed  for  placing  a  gunboat  off  the 
Irish  Coast,  for  the  purpose  of  protect- 
ing the  fisheries.  He  therefore  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  lose  no 
more  time  in  carrying  out  this  recom- 
mendation. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  that  the  Commit- 
tee were  not  only  asked  to  vote  £2,430 
for  Cutter  and  Boat  Services,  but  there 
was  also  a  charge  of  £200  for  salary  of 
the  commanding  officer  of  the  Vigilant 
cruiser,  besides  £100  for  salary  of  the 
commanding  officer  of  H.M.S.  Jackal, 
and  another  sum  of  £50  in  connection 
with  the  gunboat.  It  would  really  seem 
as  if  the  whole  Navy  were  concerned  in 
the  protection  of  the  Scotch  fisheries  • 
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but,  leaving  that  point  out  of  the  ques- 
tion, he  was  quite  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand why  the  commander  of  the  Jackal 
should  receive  £100  in  addition  to  his 
naval  pay. 

Me.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  the  Scotch 
Members  had  quite  recently  shown  their 
readiness  to  support  measures  for  the 
development  of  ike  Irish  fisheries ;  but 
what  they  were  asked  to  do  now,  as 
a  means  of  aiding  Ireland,  was  to 
acquiesce  in  refusing  the  Vote  for  the 
fisheries  of  their  own  country.  That 
might  be  an  Irish  way  of  securing  the 
desired  end,  but  it  was  certainly  not  a 
Scotch  one.  He  hoped  that  the  Irish 
Members  would  give  up  their  opposition 
to  this  Vote. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  would 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  addressed  the  Committee  that  the 
course  adopted  by  hon.  Members  near 
him  was  the  only  means  they  had  of 
calling  attention  to  the  necessity  which 
they  believed  existed  for  placing  a  gun- 
boat in  Irish  waters.  He  could  assure 
the  Committee  that  no  better  service  was 
done  than  that  performed  by  the  Vxgitani 
and  Jackal;  and  he  trustea  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland  would  not  wish  to  im- 
prove the  Irish  fisheries  so  far  as  to 
remove  these  vessels  from  the  Coast  of 
Scotland.  He  approved  strongly  the 
stationing  of  gunboats  of  the  Navy  at 
various  places  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting the  fisheries,  because,  amongst 
other  reasons,  it  gave  their  officers  and 
men  excellent  experience  of  waters  which 
it  required  much  skill  to  navigate.  He 
was  entirelv  opposed  to  stopping  the 
Jackal  and  the  Vigilant  in  their  work  off 
the  Coast  of  Scotland ;  but  he  should  be 
glad  to  hear  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  do  what  was  re- 
quested by  Irisii  Members,  if  necessary. 

Lord  FEEDERIOK  CAVENDISH 
explained  that  the  extra  pay  to  the  com- 
manding officer  of  the  Jackal  was  for 
work  done  in  connection  with  the  Scotch 
fisheries,  which  was  much  more  difficult 
than  that  which  was  usually  performed 
by  naval  officers.  If  upon  further  ex- 
amination it  was  found  that  a  gunboat 
was  required  off  the  Irish  Coast  for  the 
purpose  indicated  by  hon.  Members 
opposite,  he  should  be  glad  to  do  evei^- 
thing  in  his  power  to  persuade  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  to  station  a  vessel 
there.  The  question  of  disputes  between 
Rngliah  and  foreign  fiahexmen  would  be 
Mr.Leamy 


discussed  at  the  Intemational  CongresB, 
which  was  shortly  to  meet  at  the  Hague. 
He  must  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
reason  for  sending  a  gunboat  to  the 
Scotch  Coast  was  very  cufferent  to  that 
which  might  exist  in  the  case  of  the 
Irish  fisheries.  It  was  purely  a  matter 
of  police  as  regarded  Ireland,  and  he 
could  hardly  beHeve  that  the  same  state 
of  things  existed  off  the  Irish  Coast  as 
off  the  Scotch  Coast. 

Mr.  E.  COLLINS  said,  he  was  per- 
fectly sure  there  was  no  disposition  on 
the  part  of  his  hon.  Friends  to  reduce  the 
Vote  for  the  Scotch  fisheries.  The  ques- 
tion of  having  a  cutter  in  Irish  waters 
had  been  discussed  during  the  last  few 
years  by  those  interested  in  the  Irish 
fisheries ;  and  the  Irish  Fishery  Commis- 
sioners had  impressed  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  desirability  of  sending  a  boat 
for  the  purposes  they  had  indicated. 
But  he  would  like  to  mention,  for  the 
information  of  his  hon.  Friends,  that 
there  was  a  great  distinction  to  be  drawn 
between  the  objects  contemplated  by  the 
Irish  Fisher[^Commissionersand  matters 
of  police.  He  also  reminded  them  that 
a  gunboat  was  sent  to  the  Irish  Coast, 
and  occasionally  a  cruiser,  which  looked 
after  the  Irish  fisheries.  For  these  ser- 
vices no  separate  Vote  was  taken  in  the 
Estimates,  but  it  formed  a  charge  upon 
the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  proceed  to  a 
division ;  but  he  had  felt  it  to  be  hia 
duty  to  take  formal  notice  upon  this 
Vote  of  the  different  treatment  accorded 
to  Scotland  and  Ireland.  In  asking  per- 
mission to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  he 
begged  leave  to  say  that  his  appeal  to 
the  Government  for  the  stationing  of  a 
vessel  in  Irish  waters  was  made  as  much 
in  the  interest  of  the  Scotch  as  of  the 
Irish  fishermen.  A  Betum  showed  that 
in  one  season  there  were  60  English, 
115  Irish,  and  187  Scotch  vessels  en- 
gaged on  one  Irish  fishing  ground,  while 
fumier  down  the  coast,  at  Ardglass,  as 
many  as  213  Scotch  vessels  were  en- 
gaged. The  placing  of  a  vessel  on  the 
coast  would,  therefore,  be  for  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Three  Countries.  He  might 
also  mention  that  inasmuch  as  the  Scotch 
boats  were  larger  than  the  Irish,  their 
interest  in  the  matter  was  proportionately 
greater.  It  was  not  only  for  police  pur- 
poses that  this  was  required,  but  for  the 
protection  of  fishermen  and  fishing  pro- 
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The  Beport  tjatod  cB0tiiio% 
that  it  was  necesaa^  that  a  Groiser 
ahould  be  Btatioaed  off  the  coast  of 
Keny  and  Cbiik  for  the  protection  of 
the  maokerel  fishery  from  those  depre- 
dations. When  the  question  again  pre^ 
seuted  itself  he  trusted  that,  for  the 
reaaona  he  had  stated,  they  would  receive 
the  support  of  Scotch  Members  in  aid  of 
the  olaun  for  a  boat  to  be  stationed  off 
the  Coast  of  Ireland. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 
Original  Question  put,  and  np'^ed  to. 

(3.)  £3,944,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Board  of  Lunacy  in  Scotland. 

Mb.  WEBSTER  said,  he  had  been 
xequeeted  to  bring  forward  a  question 
vrmch  was  the  subject  of  a  Petition  he 
had  presented  to  the  House  from  the 
Oonvention  of  Burghs.    The  question 
was  as  to  whether  it  was  not  desirable 
tiiat  the  Lunacy  Board  should  be  merged 
into  the  Board  of  Supervision  iot  the 
Belief    of  the  Poor  in  Scotland.    The 
Oonunittee  would  observe  that  the  charge 
under    this    head    was    conmderable— 
namely,  £5,944,  of  which  £8,200  was 
for  the  salaries  of  Senior  Oommissioner, 
Ctommissioner,  Senior  Deputy  Commis- 
sioner, and  Deputy  Oommissioner ;  and 
these    gentlemen,  in    addition   to   the 
amount  of  their  salaries,  had  an  allow- 
ance for  travelling  expenses  of  £1,000. 
There  were  also  a  secretary  and  a  staff 
of  derks,  whose  salaries  brought  the 
total  amount  under  that  head  to  the 
sum  of  £4,864.    Now,  it  had  been  very 
clearly  pointed  out  by  the  Oonvention 
that  a  great  part  of  the  business  of  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners  was  devoted  to 
the  oversight  of  pauper  lunatics,  most  of 
whom  were  kept  in  the  parochial  poor- 
houses,   which  were  under  the  oirect 
oham  of  the  Board  of  Supervision  of 
the  f  oor  in  Scotland.    It,  therefore,  de- 
served grave  consideration  whether  the 
business   of  the   Lunacv   Commission 
might  not  be  superseded  and  merged, 
as  he  had  before  said,  into  the  draart- 
ment  of  the  Board  of  Supervision,  whose 
business   underlay  and   embodied    the 
greater  part  of  that  of  the  Lunacy  Com- 
missioners.   He  confessed  he  had  up  to 
the  present  time  not  been  able  to  ^ 
sufficient  information  to  justify  him,  with 
due  rei^ect  and  regard  to  the  Com- 
nuttee,  m  proposing  on  that  occasiw 
^ihsolutelj  to  do  away  with  the  Qommi»- 


sion ;  and  he,  therefore,  confined  hiniself 
to  giiving  Notice  that  if,  upon  further 
consideration,  it  appeared  to  Scotch  and 
othcor  hon.  Members  that  this  Commis- 
sion had  seen  its  day,  and  that  it  should 
be  merged  into  the  department  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor,  the  question  would 
be  deliberately  raised  agfdn  next  year. 

Thb  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J. 
M'Labbn)  pointed  out  that  the  Lunacy 
Commissioners  were  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  canning  out  certain  Acts  of 
Parliament.  They  were  medical  men, 
and  performed  duties  with  respect  to  all 
public  and  private  lunatics  throughout 
Scotand ;  and,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  staff  was  more 
than  adequate  for  the  requiremMits  of 
the  service.  It  might  be  that  on  some 
gvounds  the  union  of  the  department 
with  the  Board  of  Supervision  of  Belief 
to  the  Poor  was  desirable ;  but  he  could 
hold  out  no  prospect  that  it  would  take 
place. 

Vote  ap'eed  to. 

(4.)  £5,746,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Registrar  Oeneral's  Office,  Scotland. 

(5.)  £5,582,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Boiskrd  of  Supervision  for  Belief  of  the 
Poor,  and  for  Public  Health,  Scotland. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'OONNO©  wished 
to  elicit  from  the  Gt>vemment  some  ex- 
plicit statement  as  to  their  intentions 
with  regard  to  the  sum  of  £10,000  which 
appeared  as  a  gprant  in  aid  of  medical 
rehef  under  this  Vote.  It  was  a  matter 
of  just  complaint  in  Scotland  that  this 
grant  was  bmited  to  so  small  a  sum  as 
£10,000,  having  regard  to  the  very 
lavish  expenditure  for  the  same  purpose 
in  England.  He  believed  the  Pnme 
Minister  had  on  the  previous  day  ex- 

Sressed  some  intention  of  dealing  with 
le  matter  in  speaking  on  the  Motion 
oi  the  hon.  Member  for  Ayrshire  (Mr. 
Cochran-Patrick) ;  but  it  had  not  been 
easy  to  gather  exactly  what  it  was  that 
the  Prime  Minister  was  desirous  to  con- 
vey. He  would,  therefore,  be  glad  to 
know  whether  the  Government  proposed 
to  ask  for  any  Supplementary  £2stimate 
this  year  for  the  purpose  of  rectifying 
the  existing  inequality  ? 

Lord  FBEDEBICK  CATENDISH 
eaid,  it  would  not  be  possible  for  him  to 
add  anything  to  Ihe  exj^icit  statement 
made  by  Ihe  Prime  Minister,  and  which, 
he  belMved,  was  perfeo^  understood  by 
all  Ssotoh  Members.    Ble  should  regard 
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perty  against  the  depredations  of  foreign 
it  as  simply  a  waste  of  time  to  attempt 
any  further  explanation. 

Ma.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
believed  that  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  on  that  side  of  the  House  were 
entitled  to  a  civil  reply  from  the  noble 
Lord  when  a  question  affecting  the  ex- 
penditure of  public  money  was  addressed 
to  him.  He  wished  to  elicit  from  the 
noble  Lord  whether  the  Government  in- 
tended to  make  any  immediate  alteration 
in  the  arrangements  which  at  present 
existed  with  respect  to  the  Medical 
Board  in  Scotland,  and  whether,  in  order 
to  do  so,  it  was  proposed  to  enlarge  the 
Vote  by  a  supplementary  sum  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  Prime  Minister  had  distinctly 
stated  that  no  change  would  be  made 
this  year,  but  that  the  matter  would  be 
considered  next  year. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,270,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  of  the 
Officers  and  Attendants  of  the  Household  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  and  other  Expenses." 

M».  FINIQAN  said,  he  objected  to 
this  Vote  en  bloc,  and,  in  saying  that, 
he  wished  to  state  that  his  objection 
was  not  to  any  individuals,  but  to  the 
whole  system  of  paying  for  the  House- 
hold of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland. 
He  had  heard,  in  that  House  and  else- 
where, great  speeches  deliyered  on  the 
tyranny  of  government  in  certain  coun- 
tries ;  out  he  would  not  now  refer  to  any 
other  system  of  government  than  that  at 
Constantinople,  which  was,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  only  one  which  could  be  rea- 
sonably compared  with  the  English 
system  of  government  in  Lreland,  and 
he  was  quite  aware  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant's Household  in  Dublin  was  kept 
up  on  a  somewhat  similar  principle  to 
that  which  regulated  the  household  of 
a  Pasha  under  the  Turkish  rule.  He 
protested  against,  and  was  bound  to 
oppose,  any  system,  with  all  its  sur- 
roundings, that  supported  a  tyrannous 
rule  in  Lreland,  ana  which  kept  up  > 
permanent  staff  of  effete  officials  such  as 
that  provided  for  in  this  Vote.  He 
found  that  the  salaries  for  the  House- 

£ori  Ered&rick  CavemUeh 


hold  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  amounted 
to  £3,631.  Now,  he  said  that  a  house- 
hold which  took  so  large  a  sum  of  mone^ 
must  be  of  an  extravagant  kind,  and  it 
was  very  hard  for  Lrish  Members  to  be 
asked  to  vote  £3,631  to  maintain  a 
household  which  directly  supported  a 
wretched  system  of  government.  For 
that  reason  he  should  vote  against  the 
charge.  Then  there  was  another  item, 
under  sub-head  D,  for  the  Ulster  King- 
at-Arms,  to  which  he  had  last  year  called 
the  attention  of  the  Committee.  Hap- 
pily, there  were  no  Kings  in  Ireland ; 
and  there  they  did  not  want  even  an 
Irish  King,  and  certainly  not  the  ano- 
maly called  the  Ulster  King-at-Arms. 
For  his  own  part,  he  thought  that  Kings 
and  Ireland  would  do  vezy  well  apart, 
and  that  the  Irish  people  would  be 
much  better  without  either  the  realities 
or  emblems  of  Boyalty.  Besides  the 
amount  of  salary  paid  to  the  Ulster 
£dng-at-Arms,  he  saw,  on  referring  to 
a  foot-note,  that  he  received  £500  a-year 
as  Keeper  of  State  Papers.  Now,  tlus 
system  of  giving  duplicate  offices  to  one 
individual  had  been  common  in  England, 
and  much  more  common  in  Ireland,  and 
such  offices,  as  a  general  rule,  were 
State  rewards  to  persons  who  had  ren- 
dered services,  not  to  Ireland,  but  to 
those  who  misruled  it.  Therefore,  he 
opposed  the  Vote,  first,  on  account  of 
the  Ulster  King-at-Arms  holdine  dupli- 
cate offices,  to  which  he  objected  on  ab- 
stract grounds,  and  secondly,  because 
he  objected  to  the  office  itself.  He  fur- 
ther objected  to  the  item  of  £25  for 
emblazoning  arms.  In  moving  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  two-thiras  of  the 
whole  total,  he  expressed  a  hope  that 
Irish  Members  would  divide  against  this 
charge  again  and  a^ain,  not  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  individual  included  under  it, 
but  in  opposition  to,  and  as  a  protest 
against,  a  system  of  government  which, 
he  thought,  should  be  done  away  with 
as  quickly  as  possible.  He  wished  to 
see  Ireland  ruled,  if  it  must  be  so  ruled, 
in  accordance  with  the  so-called  Act  of 
Union,  which  had  been  violated  in  spirit 
and  word,  in  equity  and  in  law,  and 
in  every  possible  way.  He  beffged  to 
move  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  By  two- 
thirds  of  the  total  amount. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £1,428, 1>e  granted 

to  Her  liaieBty,  to  complete  the  lum  neceamy 

to  defray  toe  Ghaige  which  will  ccnne  in  coum 
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ef  pajmant  during  the  year  endhig  on  the  Slat 
daj  id  Ifarch  1883,  lor  the  Salaries  of  the 
Offieen  and  Attendanta  of  the  Honaehold  of 
llie  Lord  Ueatenant  of  Ireland  and  other  Ez- 
'*^Mr.  Fimigan,) 


VSL  ABTHUR  O'CONNOB  asked 
▼hetiier  he  wonld  be  in  Order  in  after- 
waids  movinff  a  reduction  of  the  Vote 

5r  the  sum  of  £1,800  for  salaries  of  the 
onsehold  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ? 

Thx  OHAIBMAN  said,  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  in  Order  in  moving 
the  xeduotion  of  the  Yote  by  £1,800, 
but  not  the  reduction  of  an  item  after 
a  reduction  had  been  moved  on  the  total. 

ICb.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  in 
that  case  he  would  ask  his  hon.  Friend 
to  withdraw  the  present  Motion,  to  en- 
able him  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
honaehold  einpenses. 

Thb  CHAIBMAN  said,  he  had  ^ven 
Ae  hon.  Member  for  Ennis(Mr.  Fimgan) 
an  opportunity  to  do  so;  but  he  had 
deddea  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
toUI,  and  it  would,  therefore,  not  be 
flompetent  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  to  move  the  redaction 
of  an  item. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  under- 
itood  the  hon.  Member  for  Ennis  to 
make  his  Motion  upon  two  grounds. 
His  first  objection  was  to  the  Vote  en 
Upf ;  but  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  pre- 
Mnoed  that  as  lonff  as  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tnaiu^  of  Ireland  was  kept  up  the 
Oooumttee  would  vote  the  sum  necessary 
ior  maintaining  the  present  form  of 
loremment  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
Mr  then  especially  obj  ected  to  the  charge 
ior  the  Ulster  King-at- Arms.  This  Vote 
vai  rimilar  to  that  for  the  Lyon  King-at- 
Aima^  and  he  found  that  the  present 
OQBopaat  came  into  office  in  1853,  when 
it  was  fixed  that  his  salary  was  to  be 
£S0O  Bi^fBKt  in  addition  to  fees.  But 
hr  a  l^easory  Minute  of  the  25th 
Khraazyy  1872,  it  was  settled  that  the 
■bry  was  to  be  £750  in  lieu  of  fees. 
Biaoe  that  time  fees  had  been  paid  into 
tts  Sieheqiier  to  the  amount  of  £6,015, 
bf  iriiickit  would  be  seen  that  the  Trea- 
■ny  had  h&aa  gainers  of  a  considerable 
mm,  annually.  He  understood  also  that 
tts  oiBoe  was  not  to  be  agam  filled  up 
mfhoot  the  consent  of  the  Treasury — 
Aafc  is  to  say  that,  on  the  office  becoming 
tSBttt^  ihare  would  be  an  opportunity 

stsQUBdariag  whether  it  should  con- 
\  or  not    With  r^^ard  to  the  duties 

it  As  Ksspsr  of  Iraite   Papers,  he 
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wished  to  observe  that  they  were  per- 
formed by  the  Ulster  King-at-Arms  in 
the  most  efficient  manner,  and  that  the 
amount  charged  in  the  Estimate  for  the 
services  rendered  were  no  more  than  an 
adequate  remuneration  to  that  officer. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  observed,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  apparently 
had  not  thought  it  right  to  make  any 
reply  to  the  general  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ennis.  He  joined 
with  his  hon.  Friend  in  his  strong  ob- 
jection to  Boyal  Courts,  under  all  cir- 
cumstances ;  and  if  he  objected  to  Boyal 
Courts  d  fortiori,  he  objected  to  Vice- 
regal Courts  which  were  very  shams, 
and  he  contended  that  the  effect  of  the 
Vice-regal  Court  on  the  people  of  Dub- 
lin was  to  bring  to  the  surface  all  the 
snobbish  elements  of  society.  Such  per- 
sons had  for  a  long  time  uniformly  op- 
posed everything  in  the  shape  of  the  re- 
generation of  the  Irish  nation  and  the 
advance  of  public  opinion.  If  in  Lon- 
don anyone  desired  to  find  a  class  of 
persons  a  little  below  the  Corporation  of 
the  City,  it  would  be  necessary  for  him 
to  go  to  those  parts  of  the  Metropolis 
where  the  Boyal  tradesmen  *'  most  do 
congregate,"  and  then  it  would  bo  found 
that  every  proposal  emanating  from  the 
party  which  represented  progress  and 
improvement  was  met  with  uniform 
opposition  on  the  part  of  these  hangers- 
on  of  Boyalty.  It  was  precisely  the 
same  in  Dublin.  In  that  city  there  was 
no  resident  aristocracy,  but  in  its  place 
there  was  a  number  of  officials,  profes- 
sional men,  and  tradesmen.  The  Vice- 
regal system  in  Dublin  was  kept  up  by 
various  expedients,  notably  amongst 
others  by  tne  influence  of  the  weaker 
sex.  If  you  wanted  a  professional  man 
to  take  any  manly  and  straightforward 
action  upon  a  question  of  policy  in  Ire- 
land, he  would  be  sure  to  be  got  at  by 
the  patronage  which,  in  the  shape  of 
large  salaries,  the  English  Government 
had  under  its  control  in  Ireland,  and 
which  were  kept  up  to  an  extravagant 
figure  simply  because  they  were  not  the 
rewards  of  professional  ability,  but  be- 
cause they  were  bribes  by  which  the 
talent  of  the  country  could  be  kept  in 
the  anti-national  ranks.  But  he  would 
be  completely  secured  by  the  female  be- 
longings of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  an 
invitation  to  a  ball  was  one  means  by 
which  the  Government  in  Ireland  was 
propped  up  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
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the  Chief  Secretary.  With  regard  to 
the  present  holder  of  the  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Ireland  he  had  nothing 
to  say  beyond  that  he  worked  in  silence 
and  secresy,  and  that  he  had  probably 
blushed  occasionally  to  find  himself 
famous  by  allusions  which  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  compelled  to  make  in  that 
House  to  some  of  his  operations. 
He  had  nothing  to  urge  personally 
affainst  the  present  holder  of  the  office, 
whom  he  believed  to  be  a  high-minded 
nobleman ;  but  he  pointed  out  that  they 
were  dealing  with  a  country  the  majority 
of  whose  inhabitants  at  the  present  mo- 
ment were  in  such  a  state  of  destitution 
that  the  Government  had  been  obliged 
to  overthrow  on  their  behalf  the  prin- 
ciples which  related  to  the  land.  It  was 
in  such  a  state  of  things  that  there  was 
a  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland  with  a 
salary  of  £20,000  a-year  and  a  house- 
hold which  was  charged  at  the  addi- 
tional sum  of  £3,631.  And,  then,  in 
order  that  his  religious  wants  might  be 
attended  to,  he  was  provided  with  a 
chaplain  whose  salary  and  allowances 
amounted  to  £780.  Finally,  there  was 
the  Ulster  King-at-Arms  with  the  salary 
of  £750  a-year,  who,  although  he  had 
never  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing  him, 
he  presumed  belonged  to  something  in 
the  nature  of  the  order  of  beadles. 
However  that  might  be,  to  spend  £750 
in  a  wretchedly  poor  count^,  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  up  this  miserable 
and  ghastly  remnant  of  feudal  days, 
was  rather  too  much  to  propose  in  a 
House  composed  of  Liberals  pledged 
to  economy.  This  question  had  been 
brought  before  the  Oommittee  on  pre- 
vious occasions  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Kylands)  and  by  the 
late  Joseph  Hume,  who  repeatedly 
asked  that  a  change  should  be  made ; 
and  whenever  the  opportunity  should 
present  itself  of  following  in  the  foot- 
steps of  the  latter,  whom  he  regarded 
as  a  trustworthy  guide  in  political 
questions,  whether  English  or  Irish, 
he  should  protest  against  this  Vote  in 
the  belief  that  he  would,  by  so  doing, 
act  in  conformity  with  the  wishes  of  the 
English  and  Irish  people.  When  he  con- 
trasted the  poverty  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land with  tne  enormous  expenditure  on 
State  officials,  he  regarded  the  latter  aa 
the  embodiment  of  the  worst  form  of 
foreign  customs  which  existed  at  the 
present  day;  and  for  that  reaaon,  and 

Mr.  T.  P.  (yCannar 


for  the  purpose  of  convincing  the  Go- 
vernment of  their  sincerity,  he  trusted 
his  Colleagues  would  always  meet  this 
Vote  with  persistent  hostility. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  rather  conveyed 
the  impression  that  the  payment  to  the 
Ulster  King-at-Arms  was  a  loss  to  the 
country ;  but  the  fact  was  the  reverse  of 
this.  The  fees  for  the  last  five  and 
a-half  years  which  had  been  paid  into 
the  Treasury  amounted  to  £6,015,  as 

X'nst  five  and  a-half  years'  salary, 
)h  amounted  to  £4,135. 
Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  attach  much  importance  to  the  ' 
item  of  Ulster  Eang-at-Arms.  After  all, 
arms  were  but  the  hieroglyphics  of  no- 
bility, and  as  such,  perhaps,  might  be  of 
interest  to  persons  of  an  archfoologicaltnm 
of  mind.  Although  he  was  not  opposed 
to  the  office  in  the  hands  of  its  present 
occupier,  he  hoped  that  when  it  became 
vacant,  it  would  not  be  again  filled  up. 
If  the  Lord  Lieutenant  Sien  chose  to 
pay  an  officer  of  the  kind  out  of  his  own 
pocket,  no  one  could  of  course  object  to 
his  doing  so.  But  his  objection  to  the 
Vote  rested  on  larger  grounds.  He  agreed 
with  a  Member  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment in  saying  that  the  whole  system  of 
administration  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  a  mockery  and  a  sham.  He  had 
himself  heard  a  Member  of  the  present 
Government  use  these  words,  at  a  bye 
election,  when  he  was  endeavouring  to 
obtain  the  Irish  vote — 

"We  owe  you,"  he  said,  "a  debt;  and  h 
one  who  feels  we  have  wronged  you — not  m  his 
own  person,  but  in  those  of  his  predecessors — 
I  will  endeavour,  In  connection  with  honest 
men,  to  wipe  out  the  memory  of  those  crimes 
and  obliterate  the  last  traces  of  English  mis- 
nilo  in  Ireland,  and  I  hope  the  da^  is  not 
distant  when  this  farce  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
will  bo  got  rid  of." 

These  were  the  words  of  one  of  the  pre- 
sent occupants  of  the  Treasury  Benoh. 
Moreover,  he  had  heard  an  Irishman 
say  in  the  House  of  Commons — 

**  I  can  understand  what  people  talk  about 
when  they  speak  of  the  sunshine  of  Royal^, 
but  the  moooo^ine  of  Vioeroyalty  is  ntterly  in- 
comprehensible. ' ' 

But  his  objection  to  the  office  was  not 
only  that  it  was  a  sham  and  a  mookeiyy 
but  because  the  powers  intrusted  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  nad,  to  his  mind,  been 
grosslv  abused.  That  House  had  ex- 
tended to  the  present  Lord  lieateiuuit 
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and  his  CSiief  Secretary  Tory  exoeptional 
powers,  and  saoh  as  had  never  before 
been  extended  to  any  authority  in  Great 
Britain.  They  had  placed  the  liberties 
of  the  people  of  Irekuid  at  the  arbitrary 
will  of  two  men,  with  regard  to  one  of 
whom  he  must  say  that  the  present 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  shown  that  ne  was 
T6iy  much  ffiven  to  that  turn  of  mind 
winch  enabled  him  to  see  reasonable 
grounds  of  suspicion  against  men  whom 
he  and  his  subordinates  or  satellites 
might  choose  to  represent  as  fit  subjects 
tor  imprisonment.  The  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had,  in  his 
place  in  that  House,  repeatedly  stated 
Uiat  these  powers  were  conferred  in 
order  that  persons  of  bad  character 
and  unruly  members  of  the  community 
should  be  placed  under  restraint  when 
it  was  found  impossible  by  ordinary 
process  of  law  to  prevent  them  carrying 
out  their  mischievous  designs.  But 
the  result  of  these  powers  was  that 
the  turbulent  were  at  large,  and  that 
the  village  ruffians  were  ^e  and  per- 
fectly free.  There  was  no  single  village 
tyrant  in  prison  in  Lreland  imder  the 
Coetoion  Acts,  and  there  was  no  single 
Qneen's  Cbunty  landlord  who  for  one 
moment  was  in  apprehension  for  his 
peisonal  safety.  There  was  a  tyrannous 
attitude  towards  the  people  that  would 
po  £ur  to  break  the  spirit  and  crush  the 
mdspendence  of  any  population  less  elas- 
lactfaiuithelrish people.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  Chief  Secretary  had  listened  to 
interested  representations  —  had  given 
his  ear  to  the  persistent  suggestions  of 
men  who,  whether  they  were  supported 
by  Secret  Service  money  or  not,  he  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  did  not  know,  but 
who  had  instilled  into  him  the  idea  that 
the  men  most  trusted  by  the  people 
were  fit  subjeota  for  the  ezerdse  of  nis 
exceptional  powers;  and  it  was  found 
&om  one  end  of  Lreland  to  the  other, 
men  whose  lives  up  to  the  present  had 
been  blameless,  against  whom  no  specific 
charge  could  be  brought — men  who  were 
tnuted 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  right 
time  to  discuss  this  subject  is  on  the 
XMxtYote  for  the  Executive.  This  is 
noiply  a  Vote  for  the  Household. 

M».  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said, 
4Qite  80 ;  but  he  would  do  away  with 
the  Idord  lieutenant,  and  he  would  iu' 
dnd9  the  household  in  tb9  oomdeioAa- 


tion.  He  would  recommend  a  "bag 
and  baggage  policy"  for  Ireland  as 
complete  as  was  suggested  for  Bulgaria. 
He  objected  ,to  this  household  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  he  objected  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  himself.  He  supposed 
if  there  were  no  Lord  Lieutenant  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  tlie  household, 
and  therefore  he  objected  to  the  expen- 
diture for  the  household  of  the  Lord 
lieutenant.  He  wished  to  say  that  he 
did  not  make  his  observations  with  re- 
gard to  the  arrests  in  Lreland  without 
personal  knowledge.  He  had  good  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  years  standing  with 
many  of  the  men  now  iniprisoned. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN :  I  have  pointed 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  ques- 
tion of  the  arrests  comes  under  the  vote 
for  the  Executive.  This  is  simply  a  Vote 
for  the  Household,  and  his  remarks  are 
out  of  Order. 

Mb.  AETHXJE  O'CONNOE  said,  as, 
of  course,  he  was  not  in  a  position  to 
challenge  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  there 
was  absolutely  noSiing  for  him  to  do 
but  to  submit  to  it,  which,  imder  the 
circumstances,  he  did.  But  he  would 
go  on  to  the  next  head  of  the  Vote— the 
salary  and  allowances  to  the  chaplain. 
The  chaplain  of  Dublin  Castle  received 
£184  I2s.  Sd.,  and  an  allowance,  in  lieu 
of  a  furnished  house,  of  £150— that 
was,  in  a  round  sum,  £335  a-year  for 
a  chaplain  for  Dublin  Castle.  He  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  I^rd 
Lieutenant  for  the  time  being  must  ne- 
cessarily be  a  Protestant  and  a  member 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  the 
chaplain  presumably  would  be  a  mem- 
ber of  the  same  Church.  This  was  a 
charge,  therefore,  for  the  appointment, 
in  a  Catholic  country,  and  where  the 
Church  of  England  had  been  disestab- 
lished, and  which  was  maintained  out 
of  the  taxes  upon  a  CatJiolic  popula- 
tion, of  a  chaplain — ^to  which  appoint- 
ment a  member  of  the  same  faith  as 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  was 
not  eligible.  This  appointment  of  a 
chaplain  to  the  Lord  laeutenant,  from 
which  Eoman  Catholics  were  exduded, 
was  a  remnant  from  the  days  when  the 
ecclesiastical  supremacy  of  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  this  country  was  main- 
tained in  Ireland.  He  objected,  there- 
fore, to  this  pay  to  the  chaplain  to  the 
Castle  of  DubUn ;  and  the  ^  'reading  clerk, ' ' 
of  course,  would  come  under  the  aawA 
condemnation,  ae  did  also  the  organist, 
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the  master  of  the  chair,  and  the  keeper 
of  the  chapel.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  was  necessary  to  refer  to  the 
item  of  £1,562  for  Queen's  Plates  to  be 
run  for  in  Ireland.  He  fancied  that 
those  who  derived  any  benefit  from 
these  Plates  did  not  belong  to  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people  of  Ireland ;  but  as 
objection  was  not  raised  to  a  similar 
item  in  the  Scotch  Vote,  he  would  not 
oppose  this  particular  item.  He  re- 
gretted that  it  would  not  be  in  Order, 
according  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chair- 
mauy  to  discuss  the  conduct  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  connection  with  the  house- 
hold provided  for  him  by  the  House. 
His  official  residence— the  Castle — had 
over  its  gates  the  emblem  of  Justice, 
and  it  was  remarkably  well  placed,  for 
its  back  was  turned  to  the  people. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  the  Committee  had 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  Ulster 
King-at-Arms ;  could  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary give  any  information  about  another 
official,  the  ''Kettle  Drummer,"  and 
could  he  also  say  what  were  the  duties 
of  the  "  Serjeant  of  the  Hiding  House?" 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  should  like  to 
ask  a  question  with  regard  to  some  en- 
closures in  PhoDnix  Park,  and  he  thought 
the  inquiry  would  properly  come  under 
this  Vote.  Why  was  it  that  the  "swells" 
of  Dublin,  and  none  but  those  connected 
with  the  Castle,  were  allowed  intakes  from 
the  Park  for  cricket  and  other  purposes  ? 

The  chairman  :  This  question 
would  apply  to  a  Vote  which  has  been 
passed.  Class  I. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  of  course,  if  it  was 
out  of  Order  he  would  not  put  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  he  thought  that  the  Committee, 
being  now  upon  the  Vote  for  Household 
Expenditure,  this  matter  would  come 
under  it. 

The  chairman  :  No  ;  it  is  not  in 
the  Vote  at  all. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  as  to  the 
inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford,  the  office  of  "  Serjeant  of  the 
Riding  House  "  was  instituted  in  1843, 
with  a  salary  of  £30  a-year,  in  lieu  of 
the  appointment  of  a  Master  of  the 
Riding  House,  with  a  salary  of  £200. 
The  "Kettle  Drummer"  was  the  only 
remnant  of  a  band  of  a  drummer  and 
six  trumpeters  appointed  in  the  days  of 
Charles  II.  He  received  £61,  and  when 
the  present  holder  of  the  office  died  the 
question  of  renewing  the  appointment 
would  be  re-oonaidered. 

Mr.  Arthur  ff  Connor 


Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  should  be  glad 
to  know  if  the  Chief  Secretary  could 
inform  him  by  whose  instructions  were 
the  intakes  from  the  Park  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  Castle  made,  and  whe- 
ther they  were  permitted  in  favour  of 
others  besides  those  having  connection 
with  the  Castle  ?  He  would  also  like  to 
know  if  the  state  of  friction  still  con- 
tinued between  the  Veterinary  authori- 
ties and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  with  regard 
to  the  sale  of  milk  ?  Formerly,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  sold  his  milk  and  his  cab- 
bages, and  the  result  was  that  the 
Veterinary  authorities  of  Dublin  insisted 
that  there  should  be  the  usual  inspection, 
and  the  Vice-regal  milk  was  for  a  time 
stopped.  Did  uiat  state  of  things  exist 
now,  or  had  an  Order  in  Council  ex- 
empted Phcenix  Park  from  that  veteri- 
nary inspection,  which  was  insisted  upon 
in  respect  to  other  dealers  in  milk  and 
keepers  of  cows  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  as  to  the 
first  question,  it  had  been  ruled  by  the 
Chairman  as  not  being  pertinent  to  the 
Vote.  If  the  hon.  Member  would  give 
Notice  of  a  Question  on  the  subject,  he 
would  endeavour  to  answer.  As  re- 
garded the  other  point,  he  had  heard  of 
no  state  of  friction,  and  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  sold 
milk  and  cabbages. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  his  Predecessor  did. 

Me.  FINDLATER  said,  he  must  pro- 
test  against  the  idea  that  the  people  of 
Dublin  had  any  wish  for  the  abolition  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenancy.  He  had  been  a 
citizen  of  Dublin  for  40  years,  and  had 
every  means  of  knowing  that  the  views 
of  the  citizens  were  quite  the  reverse  of 
those  that  had  been  put  forward  by  hon. 
Members,  who,  after  all,  were  not  Dublin 
ratepayers. 

Mr.  BIGK>AR  said,  he  was  not  pre- 

gared  to  dispute  the  statement  of  the 
on.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Find- 
later)  that  a  large  proportion  of   the 
population  of  Dublin  were  in  favour  of 
the  maintenance  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
This  would  be  found  to  be  the  case  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  eveiy  centre  of 
the'aristocracy.     The  small  shopkeeping 
class  in  eveiy  village  set  more  value 
upon  the  small  amount  of  their  sales  to 
landlords  and  land  agents  than  on  all 
their  other  business.     The  same  was  the 
case  in  Dublin.    All  those  who  obtained 
custom  from  the  Castle,  or  who  got  in- 
vitations to  State  balls  or  oeremoniea^  or 
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who  'were  on  tarms  with  l^ose  who  were 
sometiiiiGB  invited,  or  who  got  employ- 
ment directly  or  indirectly  with  regard 
to  matters  of  this  sort — all  these  were 
exceedingly  anxious  there  should  be  no 
change.      The  vanity  of  women   also 
showed    itself   in   connection  with  the 
Castle   ceremonies.     But  all  this  was 
what    he  objected  to.      Any   political 
spirit  that  was  displayed  in  other  parts 
of  Ireland  never  found  moral  support 
in  the  capital  of  the  country ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  there  were  always  objec- 
tions and  adverse  criticisms  from  the 
parties  in  place,  and  those  under  their 
influence.     Another  objection    to    the 
present  system  was  that  the  class  of  per- 
sons he  had  referred  to — the  genteel  and 
semi-genteel  peopleof  Dublin — instilled 
into  the  ears  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  the 
most  absnrd  and  erroneous  ideas  as  to 
the  wants  and  wishes  of  the  Lrish  people. 
Any  good  intentions  he  might  have  had 
no  support.    The  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
the  (Government  in  Dublin  were  so  ear- 
wigged  by  the  shopocracy  and  the  pro- 
fessional classes  that  they  were  misled  as 
to  what  was  desirable  and  what  ought  to 
be  done  for  the  good  of  the  Irish  people. 
Then  he  was  justified  as  a  taxpayer— as 
an  Imperial  taxpayer — in  objecting  to  a 
Vote  of  this  kind ;  and  he  did  object  to 
tiie  Vote  as  a  whole,  and  without  refer- 
ence to  special  items,  though   he  did 
espedally  to  the  item  for  Ulster  King  at 
Arms,  though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
very  skilfufiy  referred  to  the  fees  that 
some  parties  paid  to  this  official.    Why 
not  leave  him  to  the  support  he  received 
from  this  source?    Of  course,  if  there 
was  to  be  a  Lord  Lieutenant  at  all,  he 
must  have  a  household ;  but  what  was 
wanted  was    to   ^et  rid   of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  his  household  with  him. 
It  seemed    to  him  that  English   and 
Scotch  Members  ought  to  assist  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  in  getting  rid  of  an 
imreasonable  and  anomalous  expendi- 
ture, just  as  Irish  Members  would  assist 
in  puttiDK  cui  end  to  a  useless  expendi- 
ture in  Edinburgh  or  elsewhere.     He 
could  not  understand  why  English  Mem- 
bers should  insist  on  voting  for  expendi- 
ture for  matters  which  were,  in  his  opi- 
nion, at  least,  most  unreasonable.    Of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  himself  he  knew 
nothing,  except  that  his  name  appeared 
■f  the  signature  to  warrants  for  con- 
^guinff   prisoners   to  gaol.      Nothing 
V^omea  to  be  known  practically  as  to  h£ 


abilities  or  capabilities ;  he  seemed  to  be 
a  mere  blind  tool  in  the  hands  of  wire- 

SuUers,  beyond  which  he  did  nothing, 
urrounding  him  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  secretaries  and  a  staff  of  clerks; 
but  it  seemed  an  absurd  thing  that  he 
should  require  this  arrav  of  clerks, 
aides-de-camp.  Steward  of  the  House- 
hold, Gentlemen  Ushers,  and  so  on.  All 
these  were  matters  for  which  a  Vote 
should  not  be  asked,  and  he  considered 
he  was  only  doine  his  duty  in  refusing 
such  a  Vote,  ill  these  things  had  a 
tendency  to  demoralize  and  corrupt  the 
eenteel  and  semi-genteel  population  of 
Ireland,  and  the  trading  classes,  who 
hoped  to  get  occupation  in  connection 
with  these  offices.  They  lessened  the 
influence  of  Members  of  Parliament  and 
of  public  opinion,  and  encouraged  a 
great  amount  of  mischief,  and,  on  the 
other  side,  not  a  word  had  been  said  in 
defence  by  the  Chief  Secretary. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  not 
received  any  defence,  because  he  be- 
lieved that,  if  out  of  Office,  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  join  with  the  political 
section  to  which  he  belonged  in  seeking 
to  abolish  the  office,  the  Four  Courts  of 
Dublin,  and  every  distinction  that  dis- 
ting^shed  the  capital  of  Ireland  from 
the  position  of  a  provincial  town  such 
as  Manchester  or  Liverpool.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Bigear)  did  not 
represent  the  mass  of  the  educated  opi- 
nion of  Ireland,  for  that  mass  was  in 
favour  of  retaining  the  Lord  Lieutenancy 
of  Ireland,  and  with  an  increased  bril- 
liancy, if  possible.  It  was  regarded  as 
one  of  the  land  marks  of  Irish  Nation- 
aHty.  [**  No,  no ! "]  He  had  his  own 
opinion  as  a  Nationalist,  and  had  ex- 
pressed it  before  manv  of  those  who  in- 
terrupted him  were  known  in  the  poli- 
tical world.  He  looked  upon  this  fjoii 
Lieutenancy  asagolden  link  tothe  Crown, 
and  he  looked  forward  to  the  time  when 
instead  of  being  a  mere  appana«;e  to  the 
Crown,  one  of  the  Princes  of  the  Blood 
Eoyal  would  assume  the  office  of  Lord 
LieutoDant,  and  a  son  of  Her  Majesty 
open  a  Parliament  in  Dublin  composed 
of  Representatives  of  the  opinions  of  the 
eount^.  Those  who  had  a  stake  in  the 
country  and  were  anxious  for  their 
country's  prosperity  wished  to  see  that 
day,  and  he  hoped  to  see  it  yet,  though 
he  was  not  so  sanguine  as  he  was  some 
half-a-dozen  years  ago.    But  as  to  what 
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bad  been  said  of  tbe  opinion  of  Dublin, 
if  that  alone  were  ftiTOurable  to  the  re- 
tention of  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant, 
it  would  not  merit  much  consideration, 
for  Dublin  was  not  the  capital  of  Ire- 
land BO  much  as  it  was  the  capital  of 
the  flunkeyism  of  the  country,  and  he 
would  wish  to  remove  the  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  from  the  dingy  gilding  that 
now  surrounded  it  and  to  brighten  it 
into  a  real  Eoyal  Court.  He  should 
vote  for  the  retention  of  the  Vote  if  the 
Amendment  was  intended  as  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  against  the  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  REDMOND  said,  he  thought  it 
was  the  duty  of  Irish  Members  to  offer 
strenuous  opposition  to  Votes  which  were 
asked  for  for  the  maintenance  of  insti- 
tutions which  they  believed  prejudicial 
to  the  true  interests  of  the  counti^.  He 
believed  that  the  institution  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  was  altogether  bad.  It 
formed  in  Ireland  a  centre  for  the 
demoralization  of  the  whole  country. 
Those  who  represented  the  feelings  and 
aspirations  of  the  people  had  too  much 
reason  to  look  with  despair  upon  Dublin, 
becauiie  every  national  movement,  every 
outcome  of  national  sentiment  from  the 
Irish  people  met  with  opposition  always 
directed  m)m  Dublin.  What  the  hon. 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Findlater) 
said  with  respect  to  the  opinion  of  Dublin 
was  no  doubt  strictly  correct,  and  no 
doubt  that  opinion  was  in  favour  of  the 
retention  of  this  institution.  It  was  but 
natural  that  it  should  be  so,  and  the 
institution  itself  had  created  such  an 
amount  of  national  demoralization  and 
national  degradation  in  Dublin  as  was 
quite  sufficient  to  account  for  the  opinion. 
What  the  state  of  Dublin  society  was 
could  be  gathered  from  the  descriptions 
of  Charles  Lever  and  others,  and  it  was 
known  that  Dublin  society  was  made  up 
of  men  who  had  no  right  whatever  to 
pose  as  the  gentry  of  the  country.  Public 
opinion  in  Dublin  had  grown  corrupt 
under  Castle  influences,  and  that  was 
why  the  opinion  of  Dublin  was  in  favour 
of  an  institution  which  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land viewed  with  strong  dislike;  and 
those  who  desired  to  see  this  influence 
abolished  were  determined  that  the  Vote 
should  not  be  carried  without  a  full  ox- 
Bression  of  opinion  upon  it.  The  hon. 
Member  fbr  Louth  (Mr.  Oallan)  had  gra- 
tified his  wish  to  sttad  up  as  the  only 
Member  on  those  Benches  to  sayaword  in 
JUr,  CaUan 


favonr  of  the  maintenatioe  of  this  insti- 
tution. He  was  within  his  riffht  in  ex- 
pressing his  opinion ;  but  the  distinction 
he  had  gained  was  not  to  be  envied,  for 
there  was  no  question  that  thronghont 
Ireland  the  vast  majority  of  the  people 
were  bitterly  hostile  to  this  institution. 
Dublin  was  the  rallying  point  of  anti- 
national  opinion;  Dublin  opinion  was  de- 
moralized and  corrupt,  and  there  oouldbe 
no  thoroughly  healthy  national  life  there 
until  the  officialism  ofthe  Castle  and  its 
evil  traditions  were  entirely  swept  awav. 
There  were  many  reasons  that  made 
him  anxious  to  oppose  this  Vote,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  opposition  would  be 
carried  to  a  division.  Amongst  other 
reasons,  because  the  Lord  Lieutenant^ 
whose  existence  as  such  was  called  in 
question  upon  this  Vote,  was  the  osten- 
sible mode  of  ccuiying  into  effect  the 
tyrannical  coercive  laws.  The  only 
reason  why  he  seemed  to  have  any 
existence  in  Ireland  was  because  his 
name  should  appear  at  the  foot  of  war- 
rants issued  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose 
of  incarcerating  men  against  wnom  no 
crime  was  alleged,  men  who  ever  oom- 
manded  the  respect  and  esteem  of  their 
fellows.  But  he  would  not  infringe  upon 
the  Chairman's  ruling ;  and  he  sincerely 
trusted  that  on  a  subsequent  Vote  these 
might  be  a  more  legitimate  rai^g  of  the 
questions  attaching  to  the  office,  as  well 
as  others  in  connection  with  the  Gentle- 
man who  filled  the  ill-starred  offioe  of 
Chief  Secretary.  On  this  Vote  he  would 
say  nothing  further,  and  he  hoped  * 
division  would  be  taken  if  only  to  show 
that  the  hon.  Members  fbr  Monaglutfl 
and  Louth  did  not  share  the  opinions  of 
the  majority  of  Irish  Bepresentatives. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  said,  he  had  not  heatd 
one  reasonable  argument  in  support  of 
the  Vote,  but  many  why  the  oppositioii 
should  be  continued.  He  disputed  alto- 
gether that  there  was  any  justice  ill 
supporting  a  Vote  of  this  large  sum  of 
money  annually,  to  maintain  a  foreign 
Household  in  the  capital  of  Ireland. 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  befine 
Six  of  the  dock,  the  Chairman  reported 
Progress. 

Eosolutions  to  be  reported  jTo-Morrsi^k 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  miniiias 
l)efore  Six  o'dodt 
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HOUSE    OF    L0ED8. 
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1CINTJTE8.]— Public  Billb— JVr*<  lUading— 

BcxdflriMtical    Oonrto    Begnlatioii  •    (201); 

Supmomuafeioii  (Post  OfiUse  «nd  Woiiu)* 

C103). 
C^MHMtfM— Land  Law  (Ireland)  (187) ;  Hemoyal 

Tenns  (Scotland)  •(184). 
OmmitUt— Report — PreBumption  of  Life  (Bcot- 

lmd)»(197). 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAKD)  BILL.— (No.  187.) 

(Th^  Lord  Privy  Seal,^ 

ooiaoTTXE.     [fibst  KiaHT.] 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Honse  to  be 
pat  into  Committee,  read. 

Mov0dp  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
I       solve  itself  into  Oommittee."— ( Th6  Lard 
Ftivy  Seal.) 

LoKD  DENMAN  rose  to  moye,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  House  do  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  on  that  daj  six 
moBHis.  He  (Lord  Denman)  had  read 
t&d  written  out  all  the  Amendments 
upon  the  Bill,  so  that  he  did  not  hastily 
oondema  the  measure ;  but  he  was  sure 
that  litigation  might  be  inoreased  by  it, 
and  an  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords 
had  been  proposed  as  an  Amendment. 

Tbs  Eabl  of  AIBUE  rose  to  Order, 
obsenring  that  it  would  be  irregular  to 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  Amend- 
ments at  that  stage  of  the  Bill. 

LosD  DENMAN  remarked,  that  he 
was  often  interrupted  in  that  House,  and 
rrfenred  to  his  Protest  of  12th  July, 
1869,  in  which  he  showed  how  Lord 
Dnnboyne,  an  Lrish  Peer,  had  been 
pierented  from  speaking  on  the  Irish 
Land  BiU.  He  went  on  to  allude  to 
1844,  when  three  noble  and  learned 
Lords,  all  pupils  of  a  most  eminent 
SpeoiAl  Pleader  (Mr.  Tidd),  had  over- 
rued  Lords  Lyndhurst  and  Broueham 
on  &e  O'Connell  case,  and  remmded 
their  Lordships  that,  although  from  an 
inegnlarity  as  to  the  jury,  the  defen- 
dant (O'Connell)  escaped  eight  out  of 
12  months  of  imprisonment,  and  a  fine 
of  £5,000,  yet  the  law  was  vindicated. 
He  also  alluded  to  1846,  when  his  noble 
and  learned  Belative  had  proposed 
dsQses  for  the  Protection  of  Life  Bill, 
empowering  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
Magistntee  to  bind  accused  parties  over 


to  keep  the  ^eaoe ;  and  as  it  was  in  that 
year  deemed  safe  to  thro#  out  the  Pro- 
tection of  Life  Bill,  so  he  thought  the 
present  Ministry,  having  a  Coercion  BUI 
and  an  Arms  BiU,  mi^t  weU  dispense 
with  this  BiU.  He  feared  that  he  might 
be  alone,  like  the  Father  'of  Lentulus, 
when  he  voted  against  buying  off  the 
Ghiuls  with  gold;  but  he  could  not 
willingly  go  on  with  this  BiU,  fuU  of 
such  sweeping  changes  as  were  devised 
by  it,  and  concluded  by  moving  his. 
Amendment. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  oilt 
(<'  now ")  and  add  at  the  end  Of  the 
motion  (<'on  this  day  six  months.*')-* 
{7%s  Z&rd  Denman.) 

On  question,  that  ("  now")  stand  part 
of  the  motion,  resoked  in  the  affirmative. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Part  I. 
Obbinaby  CoNDinoirs  or  Tenaitcibs. 
Clause  1  (Sale  of  tenancies). 
LoBD  WAVENET  moved,  in  page  1, 
line  20,  after  the  word  ('*  thereof °')  to 
insert — 

("  Provided  alwajB,  that  in  defect  of  agree- 
ment it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  landlord  to  pre- 
sent for  the  approval  of  the  Commissioners  the 
purchaser  whose  holding  shall  be  considered 
most  advantageous  to  the  estate  by  reason  of 
contiguity.") 

The  noble  Lord  said,  the  object  of  the 
Amendment  was  that  where  two  persons 
were  wilHnff  to  purchase  a  particular 
lot,  the  lanmord  snould  have  uie  power 
of  making  the  selection  most  advan- 
tageous to  the  estate.  No  damage 
would  be  done  to  the  tenant  in  the  cir- 
cumstances. 

LoEB  HABLECH  said,  he  was  glad 
that  this  Amendment  had  been  moved 
by  an  Ulster  landlord  who  was  in  favour 
of  tenant  right.  The  principle  was  a 
good  one,  because  where  consoHdation 
could  be  effected  within  certain  Hmits  it 
was  a  most  advantageous  thing  both  for 
landlord  and  tenant. 

LoED  CAELINGFORD  said,  the 
Amendment  had  been  carefuUy  con- 
sidered by  the  Oovemment,  and  he 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  behind  him 
that  it  would  be  quite  unnecessary,  be- 
cause the  Bill  did  not  contemplate,  nor 
would  the  Court  require,  directions  as  to 
a  presentation  of  this  kind.  The  matter 
would  be  found  to  work  itself  satisfac- 
torily out  in  practice. 
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The  LOED  OHANOELLOE  said,  that 
the  Amendment  was  absolutely  unne- 
cessary. If  the  landlord  objected,  on 
reasonable  grounds,  to  any  proposed 
purchaser,  his  objection  would  receive 
effect ;  and  if  he  choose  to  exercise  his 
own  right  of  pre-emption,  the  uncon- 
trolled selection  of  a  new  tenant  would 
rest  with  him. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Lord  DUNSANY  moyed  to  amend 
sub-section  4,  by  providing  that  where 
the  tenant  ''shall  agree"  to  sell  his 
tenancy  to  some  other  person  than  the 
landlord,  he  should  inform  the  landlord 
of  the  name  of  the  purchaser,  and  state 
therewith  the  amount  of  the  considera- 
tion agreed  to  be  given  for  the  tenancy. 
The  words  of  the  clause  were,  **  where 
a  tenant  has  agreed,"  and  that,  he 
thought,  was  rather  indefinite.  If  a 
tenant,  either  through  inadvertance,  or 
from  any  other  cause,  did  not  give  notice 
at  all  to  his  landlord  that  he  had  sold 
his  farm  to  any  other  person,  the  sale 
was  not  null  and  void,  as  one  might 
naturally  suppose  it  would  be,  but  it 
simply  became  voidable.  As  the  clause 
now  stood,  the  landlord  had  no  right  of 
pre-emption  whatever. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  21, 
leave  out  (^'has  agreed")  and  insert 
C'  shall  agree.")— (2%<?  Lord  Dunsany.) 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  did 
not  think  that  the  dangers  apprehended 
by  the  noble  Lord  would  arise ;  but  he 
(Lord  Carlingford)  thought  they  might 
trust  the  Commission  with  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  since  the  determination  of 
other  matters  of  greater  importance  was 
left  to  their  discretion. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  asked 
by  what  possibility  a  sale  could  be 
allowed  to  stand  if  there  had  been  no 
notice  given  to  the  landlord  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  if  the 
landlord  did  not  object,  no  harm  could 
be  done.  He  would  not  be  bound  to 
admit  the  purchaser  as  a  tenant,  unless 
he  had  received  the  proper  notice. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  asked  whether 
he  was  right  in  concluding  from  the 
clause,  as  it  now  stood,  that  a  sale  might 
be  valid  of  which  no  notice  had  been 
given  to  the  landlord  ? 

The  Earl  of  LEITRIM  asked  a  simi- 
lar question,  observing  that  the  matter 


involved  other  interests  of  the  landlord 
besides  his  right  of  pre-emption. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  he  thought  the 
point  of  considerable  importance,  as  the 
landlord  would  not  always  wish  to  exer- 
cise his  right  of  pre-emption,  but  would 
sometimes  prefer  that  the  purchaser 
should  be  the  owner  of  the  adjacent 
holding,  or  some  other  desirable  person. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  sug- 
gested  that  a  difficulty  would  arise  if  Hhe 
tenant  sold  his  interest  without  notioe 
to  the  landlord  and  then  left  the  country. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  that  the 
Oovemment  did  not  differ  on  the  real 
point,  only  as  to  the  method  of  proce- 
dure, and  therefore  the  Gbvemment 
would  accept  the  Amendment. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  the  better  way  would  be  to  insert 
the  words  '4n  writing,"  so  as  to  secure 
that  the  notice  should  be  given  in 
writing. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  moved,  in 
page  2,  line  5,  after  (''  court,") 

("  Provided  that  the  landlords  objection  shall 
be  conclusiye  in  the  case  of  any  tenancy  in  a 
holdiDg  where  the  improvementB  in  respect  of 
which,  if  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  predeccason 
in  title,  the  tenant  would  have  been  entitled  to 
be  compensated  nnder  the  provisions  of  the 
landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,  haT8 
been  made  by  the  landlord  or  his  predecesson 
in  title,  and  not  by  the  tenant  or  his  predeces- 
sors in  title.") 

The  noble  Duke  said,  the  Amendment 
was,  to  his  mind,  of  considerable  im- 
portance, although,  perhaps,  it  might 
not  be  apparent  at  first  sieht.  They 
had  now,  by  reading  the  Bill  a  second 
time,  assented  to  its  principle,  and  he 
could  assure  his  noble  jB'riend  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  that  he  should  neither  move 
nor  Yote  for  any  Amendment  which,  in 
his  opinion,  was  in  derogation  of  the 
main  principle  and  purpose  of  the  Bill. 
As  their  Lordships  had  voted  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  this  was  the 
only  just  and  straightforward  mode  of 
proceeding.  What  he  considered  the 
main  principle  of  the  Bill  was  this — ^that 
every  tenant  in  Ireland  should  have  the 
power  afforded  of  re-valuation ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  that  every  tenant  in 
Ireland,  with  but  few  exceptions,  should 
have  the  power  of  sale.  He  had  already 
stated  at  considerable  length  his  objeo- 
tions  to  this  power  of  sale,  and  he  would 
now  say  what  mi^ht  be  ur;g^  in  itfr 
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&Toar.  He  thought  it  was  absolutely 
just  in  all  cases  wnere,  by  the  custom  of 
the  country,  the  tenant  had  it,  and  in  all 
cases  in  which,  without  the  custom  of 
the  oountiy,  the  tenant  could  pay  for  it. 
He  admitted  that  probably  the  power  of 
sale  might  be  the  most  conyenient  form 
in  which  the  tenant  could  be  repaid  for 
improTements,  and  as  a  large  proportion 
of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  had  done  the 
improvements,  it  was  the  most  proper 
form;  and  he  fully  admitted  that  the 
power  of  sale  mitigated  very  much  the 
narshness  of  eviction.  In  the  case  of 
the  very  smaUest  class  of  tenantry, 
though  he  thought  the  power  of  sale  in 
their  case  was,  perhaps,  the  most  mis* 
chievous,  yet  incidentally  it  might  have 
tiie  advantage  of  enabling  the  wealthier 
tenant  buying  out  the  poorer  one,  and 
thus,  to  some  extent,  consolidating  the 
property.  On  those  grounds,  he  agreed 
there  was  much  to  be  said  for  the  power 
of  sale.  He  did  not  intend  by  his 
Amendment  to  touch  the  power  of  sale 
in  any  of  the  cases  to  which  those  argu- 
ments applied.  Having  stated  the  ar- 
goments  in  favour  of  free  sale,  he 
thought  his  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  would  admit  he  had  stated  them 
(airly,  and  he  would  remind  the  House 
of  one  of  the  strongest  objections  to  that 
power.  In  the  Keport  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  in  one  of  the  few 
passages  with  which  he  entirely  con- 
ciured,  this  statement  occurred — 

'*  The  right  of  free  sale,  even  more  than  fixity 
of  tenure,  interferee  with  a  landlord's  ri^ht  of 
eontrol  oyer  hie  property  in  respect  of  his  power 
to  choose  the  tenants  by  whom  he  is  surrounded, 
tnd  to  suiroond  himself  by  those  whom  he 
prefers.'* 

And  in  another  paragraph  they  pointed 
oat  the  oonsequences  of  this,  and  they 
8aid>- 

"  Except  for  main  drainage  and  similar  im- 
nroToments  on  a  large  scale  which  may  be  un- 
dertaken by  the  landlord  as  a  commercial  specu- 
lation, the  result  of  depriving  them  of  the 
nttlement  of  sale  must  eminently  be  to  dis- 
oonnge  still  further,  if  not  to  extinguish,  every 
expenditure  upon  the  soil." 

That  was  a  definite  objection ;  and  surely 
the  Government  would  admit  that,  in 
cases  where  none  of  the  arguments  for 
free  sale  applied,  it  was  a  most  unrea- 
sonable thing  to  apply  this  power  to  the 
destmction  of  the  landlord's  sentiment 
of  ownership.  His  Amendment  applied 
solely  to  cases  where  landlords  had,  at 

TOL.  CCLXIV.      [thibd  sbbibs.] 


some  time  or  other,  either  by  themselves 
or  their  predecessors  in  title,  executed 
all  the  improvements,  as  was  generally 
the  case  in  England  and  in  SooHana. 
He  must  press  this  Amendment  on  the 
Oovemment,  because  the  Government 
had  admitted  that  this  Bill  referred  to  a 
most  exceptional  state  of  things,  and 
Mr.  Gladstone  had  expressly  said  that 
he  hopefully  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  Ireland  would  be  able  to  arrive 
at  a  healthier  state  of  things.  Then, 
why  shut  the  door  to  a  healthier  state 
of  things  ?  In  cases  where  landlords  had 
executed  all  the  improvements,  for  any 
sake,  let  them  retain  that  sentiment  of 
ownership,  out  of  which  the  whole  zeal 
for  agricultural '  improvements  had  its 
rise.  No  man  could  pretend  that  this 
Amendment  was  contrary  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill.  This  matter,  he 
thought,  was  even  more  important  in 
the  future  than  in  the  present.  As  re* 
garded  the  efficiency  of  this  clause  in 
the  future,  the  Government  professed  to 
desire  that  a  great  number  of  persons 
would  buy  land  in  Ireland.  Supposing 
a  number  of  tenants  bought  their  farms 
and  made  all  the  improvements  as  it  was 
expected  they  would  do,  some  circum- 
stances, say,  occurred  which  prevented 
the  farmer  continuing  his  residence  there 
— as,  for  instance,  sickness— and  he  de« 
sired  to  let  it  to  some  person  whom  they 
chose.  Now,  under  the  Bill  as  it  stood, 
they  could  not  do  this  without  the  next 
day  the  chance  of  this  tenant  selling  the 
tenancy  to  some  other  person.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  agree  to  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  mavedf 

In  p^  2,  line  6,  after  (*<  court  ")  insert — 
(*' Provided  that  the  landlords  objection  shall 
be  conclusive  in  the  case  of  any  tenancy  in  a 
holding  where  the  improvements  in  respect  of 
which,  if  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  predecessors 
in  title,  the  tenant  would  have  been  entitled  to 
be  compensated  under  the  provisions  of  the 
lAndlora  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,  have 
been  made  by  the  lanalord  or  his  jpredecessors 
in  title,  and  not  by  the  tenant  or  his  predeces- 
sors in  title.")— (7^  J)uk4  of  Argyll.) 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  sympathised 
with  a  good  deal  which  had  been  said 
by  the  noble  Duke,  and  it  had  given 
him  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  to  hear  him 
recognize  some,  at  least,  of  the  advan- 
tages which  they  believed  would  arise 
from  the  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  not  convinced 
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by  the  noble  Duke  that  this  Amendment 
was  a  necessary  one.  It  would,  be 
thought,  in  respect  to  the  present  state 
of  things,  have  a  very  narrow  operation 
indeed.  If  it  were  to  be  adopted,  he 
should  ask  that  the  words  '*  substantially 
maintained"  should  be  inserted  with 
reference  to  the  improvements,  because 
it  was  obviously  possible  that  improve- 
ments might  have  been  made  by  the 
landlord  50  years  ago,  but  maintained 
ever  since  by  a  long  succession  of  ten- 
ants, in  which  case,  of  course,  the  ex- 
emption should  not  apply.  But,  setting 
that  aside,  what  he  said  was,  that  in  the 
existing  state  of  things  in  Ireland  cases 
in  which  landlords  could  possibly  take 
advantage  of  this  provision  were  of  so 
rare  occurrence  that  he  did  not  think 
it  advisable  to  create  such  an  excep- 
tion to  the  general  system  of  tenure 
which  the  Government  thought  ought 
to  be  applied  to  the  country,  and 
this  all  the  more,  seeing  that  when 
a  landlord  expended  money  in  im- 
provements it  was  open  to  him  to  raise 
the  rent  of  the  holding  in  order  to  com- 
pensate himself  for  his  outlay.  He  ob- 
jected, also,  to  the  mode  in  which  his 
noble  Friend  proposed  to  proceed,  inas- 
much as  direct  exemption  from  the  Act 
was  preferable  to  this  indirect  exemp- 
tion. He  would  not,  however,  put  their 
Lordships  to  the  trouble  of  going  into 
the  Lobby  on  the  question. 

The  Makquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Does  the  noble  Lord  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, then  ? 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  :  No;  but 
we  will  not  go  into  the  Lobby  on  it. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL:  Why  does 
my  noble  Friend  not  answer  my  argu- 
ments? He  has  said  nothing  against 
this  Amendment  whatever,  and  I  am 
very  much  afraid  that  his  real  objection 
is  this — that  it  is  an  unpopular  idea  in 
Ireland  that  the  landlord  should  ever 
improve  his  own  land.  He  rather  wishes 
to  aiscourage  than  to  encourage  the  im- 
provement of  the  land  by  the  landlords 
of  Ireland.  I  shall  certainly  divide  the 
Committee. 

The  Earl  of  LEITRIM  supported 
the  Amendment,  contending  that,  as  the 
Bill  stood,  confiscation  of  landlords'  im- 
provements would  follow. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  if  the  landlord  had  not  charged  a 
fair  rent,  having  regard  to  his  improve- 
ments, this  ought  to  be — and  he  had  no 
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doubt  would  be — taken  into  account. 
Then,  with  respect  to  future  improve- 
ments, it  was  distinctly  provided,  that 
if,  after  the  rent  had  been  fixed,  im- 
provements were  made  by  agreement 
between  the  landlord  and  the  tenant, 
there  might  be  an  additional  rent 
charged  m  respect  of  them.  He, 
therefore,  greatly  doubted  whether  it 
was  wise,  in  the  interests  of  those 
who  approved  of  the  proposal,  to  in- 
sist upon  this  Amendment.  The  land- 
lords had  already,  let  them  remember, 
the  means  of  compensating  themselves 
for  their  outlay  on  improvements.  If 
the  Amendment  were  to  be  adopted,  he 
suggested  that  after  the  reference  to  the 
Act  of  1870  there  be  inserted  the  quali- 
fying phrase  **  as  amended  by  this  Act." 
But,  while  he  suggested  this,  he  must 
point  out  that  it  would  not  be  wise  to  place 
tenants  on  estates  where  the  landlords 
made  the  improvements  in  a  worse 
position  than  that  occupied  by  other 
tenants. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  accept  the  words  sug- 

gested ;  but  he  must  direct  attention  to 
le  argument  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  It  was  said  that  they  should 
not  place  the  tenant  of  a  holding  on 
whicn  the  improvements  were  made  by 
the  landlord  in  a  worse  position  than  the 
tenant  of  a  farm  where  the  landlord  did 
not  make  the  improvements.  His  reply 
to  this  was  that  the  Bill  itself  placed 
the  one  tenant  in  a  worse  position  than 
the  other,  and  that,  therefore,  the  argu- 
ment for  uniformity  at  once  fell  to  the 
ground. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
suggested  that  the  requirement  of  the 
Amendment  should  not  be  that  all  the 
improvements  should  be  made  by  the 
proprietor.  If  this  requirement  were 
kept  in,  then  the  tenant  might,  by  erect- 
ing a  pigstye,  throw  the  entire  clause 
out  of  ffear,  for  then  it  would  not,  of 
course,  oe  possible  to  say  that  all  the 
improvements  had  been  made  by  the 
tenant. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  pointed 
out  that  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess introduced  quite  a  new  element, 
because  what  it  really  amounted  to  was 
that  they  should  exempt  from  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Bill  farms  on  which  some 
of  the  improvements  had  been  made  hj 
the  tenant,  and  some  by  the  landlord.  If 
they  begun  with  a  pigstye,  they  zntro« 
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duced  an  element  of  doubt  into  tlie  whole 
matter. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  WATEKFORD: 
That  matter  woald  be  left  to  the  Court 
to  decide — that  is,  whether  the  improve- 
ments were  permanent  or  not,  and  whe- 
tiierthey  had  been  made  by  the  landlord 
— whether,  in  fact,  the  estate  had  been 
managed  after  the  English  system. 

The  Dtjke  of  LEINSTERwas  under- 
stood to  oppose  the  Amendment. 

LoBii  ORANMORB  and  BROWNE 
pointed  out  that  amongst  permanent  im- 
provements was  main  drainage,  and  if 
it  were  not  kept  up,  all  other  improve- 
ments would  be  valueless.  The  landlord 
made  this  improvement. 

Amendment  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

The  Eabl  of  B  ELM  ORE  moved, 
in  page  2,  line  5,  after  (^' court,")  to 
insert — 

(«  The  landlord's  objection  shall  be  conclusive 
where  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom,  or  the 
benefit  of  the  usage  corresponding  to  such  cus- 
tom, has  been  purchased  or  acquired  by  the 
landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title.'*) 

CSases  of  the  purchase  by  a  landlord  o^ 
the  tenant's  interest  were  by  no  means 
80  rare  as  had  been  thought.  He  had 
made  inquiry  both  within  and  outside 
Ulster,  and  had  collected  a  number  of 
cases  which  occupied  seven  pages.  There 
were  several  cases  in  county  Down ;  at 
least  eight  cases  in  county  Armagh.  In 
Antrim  £4,500  had  been  given  by  a 
landlord  for  the  tenant  ri^ht  in  116 
acres,  £1,200  for  that  right  m  60  acres, 
£700  in  170  acres,  £110  in  16  acres,  and 
£1,500  in  72  acres.  Outside  TTlster  he 
found  that  a  gentleman  in  Queen's 
County  had  bought  up  the  tenant's  inte- 
rest in  14  farms.  Me  had  been  asked 
whether  the  landlords  in  such  cases  had 
not  increased  the  rent  in  proportion  to 
the  sum  given  for  the  tenant  right  ?  He 
had  made  inquiry,  and  had  been  in- 
formed that  in  some  cases  possibly  there 
might  have  been  some  increase  ;  that  in 
certain  cases  there  had  been  none  at  all ; 
and  that  in  no  instance  had  the  rent 
heen  unreasonably  increased.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  wnere  the  landlord  had 
acquired  the  tenant  right  he  should  be 
freed  from  liability  under  the  Act ;  and, 
therefore,  he  moved  the  present  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  2,  line  5,  after  ('*  court,")  insert — 
(^'The  landlnrd's  objection  ahall  be  conclnsive 
wEere  the   ulster  tenant  right  custom,  or  the 


benefit  of  the  usage  corresponding  to  such  cus- 
tom, has  been  purchased  or  acquired  by  tilcT 
landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title."  >--(rAd 
£arl  of  Belmore.) 

Lord  CAELmGFOED  said,  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  not  been  able  to  show 
that  there  were  many  cases  to  which  his 
Amendment  would  apply. 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE :  Sixty-fiv^. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  :  In  the  whole 
Province  of  Ulster  ? 

Tqb  Earl  of  BELMORE:  Sixty- 
eight. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  would 
not  dwell  upon  that,  as  he  did  not  rest 
on  this  contention.  The  Government 
were  quite  unable  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. The  provision  of  the  Land  Act 
of  1870  was  that  when  the  Ulster  tenant 
right  custom  was  bought  up  by  the 
landlords  that  custom  ceased  to  attach 
to  the  holding  in  which  it  had  been 
bought ;  but  the  Act  went  on  to  say 
that  all  the  general  provisions  of  the 
law  should  apply  to  the  holding  just  as 
they  applied  to  every  other  hmding  in 
Ireland.  That  was  the  principle  of  the 
present  Bill.  The  noble  Earl  was  pro- 
posing that  to  such  cases  the  general 
provisions  of  the  Bill  should  not  attach. 
The  landlord  in  such  cases  looked  upon 
the  purchase  money  of  the  tenant's  inte- 
rest as  an  investment.  If  he  had  not 
increased  the  rent  so  as  to  pay  a  return 
on  that  investment  the  Gt)vemment 
could  not  help  him  as  to  the  past ;  but 
he  would  be  entitled  to  raise  it  for  th^ 
future.  The  landlord  could  not  be  paid 
in  these  cases  both  ways,  both  by  an  in- 
crease of  rent  and  a  return  of  the  capital 
sum  invested. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult and  dangerous  to  be  certain  as  to 
what  this  Bill  meant ;  but  he  was  under 
the  impression  that  that  which  the  Lord 
Privy  heal  said  could  be  done  could  not 
be  done.  He  understood  the  noble  Lord 
to  say  that  any  money  paid  for  the  ten- 
ant right  by  the  landlord  would  be  re- 
couped by  increasing  the  rent.  On 
Monday  night  the  noble  Lord  assured 
the  House,  in  the  most  solemn  way,  that 
the  sum  paid  for  the  tenant  right  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  rent,  that  they 
were  drawn  up  on  parallel  lines,  and 
had  nothing  to  do  with  each  other.  The 
Act  of  1870  declared  that  where  the 
landlord  had  purchased  or  acquired  the 
benefit  of  such  a  usage  as  the  Ulster 
Custom,  the  holding  should  not  thence- 
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forward  be  subject  to  Buch  usage.  But 
now,  in  1881,  this  Bill  came  in  and  said 
that  all  over  Ireland  the  tenant  might 
Bell  that  which  in  the  interval  the  land- 
lord had  purchased  with  his  money,  and 
on  the  strength  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  number  of  landlords  who  had  pur- 
chased in  this  way  was,  no  doubt,  small ; 
but  the  principle  was  very  important. 
He  had  never  before  known  an  instance 
where  Parliament  had  been  so  openly 
asked  to  violate  the  most  solemn  engage- 
ments. It  was  said  that  the  landlord 
could  recoup  himself  by  raising  the  rent, 
which,  in  consideration  of  the  other  ele- 
ments of  the  Bill,  was,  in  effect,  saying 
— *'If  you  are  a  landlord,  recoup  your- 
self by  raising  your  rent ;  if  you  are  a 
tenant,  the  way  to  recoup  yourself  is  to 
get  your  rent  lowered."  He  trusted  that 
by  this  Amendment,  or  by  some  similar 
means,  those  unfortunate  persons  who 
had  spent  many  thousands  of  pounds  on 
their  estates  would  be  protected. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
objection  of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
was  more  apparent  than  real  as  applied 
to  this  Bill.  If  the  tenant's  interest  was 
bought  by  the  landlord,  he  was  entitled 
to  charge  interest  in  the  shape  of  addi- 
tional rent  against  the  tenant ;  and  that, 
no  doubt,  was  what  took  place.  But, 
apart  from  this  purchase,  what  the  ten- 
ant had  to  sell  was  his  own ;  it  did  not 
belong  to  the  landlord.  ["Oh!"]  His 
improvements  were  his  own,  and  would 
it  be  contended  that  the  landlord  had  a 
right  to  dispose  of  them  ?  The  Ulster 
tenant  right  depended  upon  custom  on 
estates  in  Ulster,  which  settled  the  terms 
between  landlord  and  tenant  in  many 
ways  which  deviated  from  the  particular 
provisions  in  this  Bill,  under  which  the 
right  of  sale  was  given  generally  in  Ire- 
land. The  Ulster  Custom  remained; 
and  the  new  law  being  extended  over  all 
the  country,  it  was  difficult  to  see  any 
sound  reason  for  this  Amendment,  which 
would  seem  to  suggest  that  those  who  had 
bought  the  tenant's  goodwill  in  Ulster 
were  to  be  regarded  as  more  unjustly 
treated  than  those  who  never  were  sub- 
jected to  the  Ulster  Custom. 

TiiE  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
if  any  person  came  before  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  and  proposed  to  escape 
from  engagements  solemnly  entered  upon 
on  the  reasons  he  had  alleged,  the  pro- 
I>osition  would  be  repelled  with  expres- 
sions of  indignation.     What  the  land- 

£arl  Cairns "" 


lord  bought  up  under  the  Act  of  1870 
was  not  the  tenant's  improvements ;  it 
was  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom.  The 
landlord  had  acted  under  that  which  the 
Government  had  systematically  despised 
and  trampled  under  foot  in  this  Bill,  and 
the  extent  of  which  they  appeared  to 
have  forgotten.  What  induced  the  land- 
lords to  pay  up  the  Ulster  Custom  was 
the  sentiment  of  ownership — the  desire 
to  be  masters  of  their  own  estates,  and 
that  was  the  thing  which  Parliament 
solemnly  guaranteed  to  them.  Now,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  said  that  it  was 
a  sufficient  fulfilment  of  the  promise^ 
sufficient  compensation — that  the  land- 
lords should  have  the  power  which  they 
then  had  of  raising  the  rent  to  any  extent 
which  the  tenants  would  pay.  The  sen- 
timent of  ownership  was  the  thing  which 
was  bought  up,  and  no  proposals  to 
give  any  additional  rent  were  a  fulfil- 
ment of  the  contract  which  Parliament 
had  made.  He  earnestly  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  honour  the  signature 
of  Parliament  in  this  respect,  and  would 
not  allow  it  to  be  dishonoured  by  accept- 
ing the  proposal  of  the  GK)vemment. 

The  Duke  of  ABERCORN  observed, 
that  no  landlord  could  raise  his  rent 
without  rendering  himself  unpopular; 
and,  therefore,  the  suggestion  that  he 
could  do  so  in  order  to  compensate  him- 
self for  the  loss  of  the  tenant  right  was 
impracticable.  

The  Makquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  the  assumption  of  the  Government 
appeared  to  be  that  a  landlord  in  the 
case  where  he  had  bought  up  the  Ulster 
tenant  custom  would  be  able  to  recoup 
himself  by  raising  the  rent;  but  there 
was  this  paradox  attaching  to  the  Ulster 
right,  that  in  dealing  with  it  they  could 
not  say  that  two  and  two  made  four. 
The  tenant  right  and  the  landlord's  fee 
simple  together  made  a  sum  far  in  excess 
of  the  selling  or  letting  value  of  the 
farm  as  a  whole.  In  a  case  in  which 
the  landlord's  interest  might  be  worth 
25  years'  purchase,  and  the  tenant  right 
worth  25  years'  purchase,  the  landlord 
could  not  charge  additional  rent  repre- 
senting the  interest  on  the  sum  paid  by 
him .  The  purchases  made  by  landlords, 
though  few  in  number,  had  not  been 
made  as  commercial  speculations,  but 
had  been  made  in  order  to  liberate  the 
holdings  from  a  custom  the  operation  of 
which  they  believed  to  be  detrimental 
to  their  estates.     The  purchases  hsA 
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been  made  by  the  landlords  in  order 
to  ^ive  them  tne  power  of  dealing  with 
their  land  as  they  thought  proper,  and 
exercising^  freedom  in  the  selection  of 
their  tenants.  It  was  a  great  injustice 
when,  on  the  invitation  of  Parliament, 
landlords  had  bought  the  tenant  right 
with  these  objects,  that  Parliament 
should  turn  round  upon  them  and  tell 
them  that  the  money  they  had  invested 
had  been  expended  in  vain. 

Thb  Eabl  of  ANNE8LEY  said,  it 
was  impossible  that  any  private  person 
oould  find  out  the  number  of  cases  that 
had  occurred.  He  had  purchased  ten- 
ant rights  and  also  made  improvements. 
The  injustice  proposed  to  be  done  was 
analogous  to  a  tradesman  claiming  the 
payment  of  an  account  for  the  second 

time.  

Ths  Eabl  of  LEITEIM  said,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  tenant's  improve- 
ments would  be  invaded  by  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Amendment. 

Thb  Eael  of  DUNEAVEN  said,  he 
thought  the  case  was  hardly  met  by  the 
Amendment  before  them. 

Thb  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that  if 
this  Amendment  were  accepted  one  of 
his  own,  which  followed,  would  be  use- 
less.    It  had  the  same  object,  but  would, 
he  believed,  attain  it  in  a  better  form. 
He  denied  that  the  landlords  had  in- 
creased their  rent  by  an  amount  corre- 
sponding to  the  sum  spent  on  the  pur- 
chase of  the  tenant  right.     On  the  con- 
trary, they  had  in  repeated  cases  reduced 
their  rent.     He  contended  that  there  had 
been  no  recouping  on  the  part  of  the 
landlord.     The  tenant  being  allowed  the 
power  of  sale  which  the  Bui  gave  him, 
the  landlord  should  be  entitled  to  prove 
to  the  Court  that  he  had  laid  out  a  cer- 
tain sum  of  money  that  he  had  not  been 
reoouped,  which,  as  a  matter  of  common 
honesty,  should  come  out  of  the  pur- 
chase money.    The  form  of  his  Amend- 
ment to  give  effect  to  this  view  seemed 
to  be  more  consistent  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  than  the  Amendment  now 
before  them. 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  SALI8BUEY  con- 
ndered  that  it  would  be  quite  possible 
to  pass  both  Amendments,  but  recom- 
moided  the  withdrawal  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Behnore)  if  the  Oommittee  thought  that 
that  of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
AigyU)  would  come  more  within  the 
nope  of  the  Bill. 


Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oommit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

Thb  Dukb  of  ABGYLL  moved,  in 
page  2y  line  28,  after  (*'  tenancy,")  to 
insert — 

(**  Where  before  the  pasmng  of  this  Act  the 
landlord  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  tiUe  has 
purchased  or  acquired  the  Ulster  tenant  ri^ht 
custom  or  the  benefit  of  a  usage  corresponding 
to  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom  to  which  any 
holding  was  subject,  and  such  holding  has  in 
pursuance  of  section  one  or  section  two  of  the 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,  ceased 
to  be  subject  to  such  custom  or  usage ;  or 

(**  Where  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  the 
landlord  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title  has 
purchased  or  acquired  the  ri^ht  of  sale  of  the 
tenant's  interest  in  such  holding,  and  where  the 
tenant  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title  have 
been  paid  the  consideration  for  such  purchase 
or  acquisition  either  by  ]^yment  of  a  sum  of 
money,  or  by  a  corresponding  abatement  of  rent, 
or  where  the  tenant  or  any  of  his  predecessors 
since  such  purchase  or  acquisition  is  or  are  not 
proved  to  have  paid  money  or  given  money's 
worth  with  the  express  or  implied  consent  of  ihe 
landlord  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title  on 
account  of  becoming  the  tenant  of  such  holding ; 
and 

(*<  The  tenancy  in  such  holding  is  sold  for  the 
first  time  after  uie  passing  of  this  Act,  the  land- 
lord shall  be  entitled  to  apply  to  the  Court  to 
have  paid  to  him  out  of  the  purchase  moneys  of 
the  tenancy  the  sum  which  he  can  prove  to  the 
satLetfaction  of  the  Court  to  have  been  paid  by  him 
or  his  predecessors  in  title  by  way  of  considera- 
tion for  the  purchase  or  acquisition  of  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  custom  or  of  the  benefit  of  such 
usage  or  of  any  right  of  sale  of  the  tenant's 
interest  in  such  holding ;  subject  nevertheless 
to  any  deduction  which  the  Court  may  deem 

Cfc  in  respect  of  any  money  received  by  the 
dlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title  by  way  of 
fine,  increased  rent,  or  otherwise  on  account  of 
the  sum  so  paid  as  aforesaid.") 

The  noble  Duke  wished  to  say,  as  one 
of  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
Act  of  1870,  that  he  felt  that  there  was 
an  absolute  contract  between  Parliament 
and  those  landlords  in  Ireland  who  pur- 
chased land  under  it.  As  a  matter  of 
common  honour  and  honesty,  and  not  as 
a  question  of  policy,  he  held  that  they  had 
no  right  to  violate  that  contract.  But  he 
admitted  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  to 
the  Members  of  the  Government  that  if 
before  this  new  Triumvirate,  which  was 
invested  with  the  power  not  of  valuing 
rent,  but  of  re-distributing  the  property 
in  Ireland — if  before  that  High  Com- 
mission, vested  with  such  powers  of  dis- 
posing of  the  property  of  every  man  in 
Ireland,  the  tenant  could  prove  that  he 
had  recouped  the  sum  paid  for  the 
tenant  right,  then  he  admitted  that  the 
contract  might  be  departed  from ;  but 
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unless  that  could  be  shown,  he  con- 
tended they  would  be  g^^ty  of  a  direct 
and  violent  breach  of  contract.  He 
entirely  dissented  from  what  was  stated 
on  this  subject  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  the  other 
night)  and  he  maintained  that  he  was 
perfectly  accurate  when  he  said  that  this 
^ill  would  give  the  tenant  power  to  sell 
what  was  not  his  own.  From  that  in- 
justice, he  was  sorry  to  say,  they  could 
not  wholly  escape.  However,  they  might 
in  some  way  mitigate  the  injustice.  There 
were  hundreds  of  landlords  in  Ireland 
who  had  allowed  their  tenants  to  sit  at 
a  far  lower  rent  than  could  have  been 
exacted  from  them,  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  out  the  power  of  sale.  Their 
Lordships  swallowed  a  great  deal  when 
they  swallowed  this  proposal  for  indis- 
criminate sale  by  the  tenant  of  tenant 
right;  but  he  could  not  swallow  the 
proposal  to  break  faith  with  those  who 
had  purchased  property  in  Lreland  under 
the  solemn  guarantee  of  Parliament.  In 
moving  his  Amendment  he  was  perfectly 
willing,  as  was  distinctly  stated  in  it,  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  new  Court  which 
had  been  set  up  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
landlord  had  been  recouped  for  what  it 
was  now  proposed  to  dispossess  him  of ; 
but,  for  his  own  part,  he  regarded  the 
Triumvirate  as  a  barbarous  convention 
of  a  barbarous  condition  of  things. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
did  not  for  a  moment  call  in  question  the 
motives  which  influenced  the  noble  Duke 
in  proposing  the  Amendment,  nor  did  he 
deny  that  there  was  a  good  deal  in  the 
considerations  his  noble  Friend  had  ad- 
vanced ;  but  the  adjustment  of  this  ques- 
tion upon  principles  of  absolute  justice 
under  the  Bill  was  a  more  difficult  matter 
than  the  noble  Duke  seemed  to  be  aware 
of.  He  would  not  repeat  the  arguments 
he  had  used  before,  but  would  only  say 
that  they  were  merely  removing  impedi- 
ments which  previously  existed  by  law 
to  a  man  taking  his  own  goodwill  and 
his  own  improvements  to  the  most 
available  market.  The  latter  part  of 
the  Amendment  appeared  to  be  quite 
just ;  but  as  for  the  other  part  he  would 
ask,  By  whom  was  the  landlord  to  be 
repaid  ?  Not  by  the  person  who  had  re- 
ceived the  money  from  him,  but  by  the 
existing  tenant,  whether  he  had  been  a 
short  or  a  long  time  in  occupation,  and 
whether  he  had  derived  profit  f^m  it  or 
not.     If  the  view  tiE^en  by  his  noble 
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Friend  of  the  Act  of  1870  was  sound,  it 
would  rather  follow,  that  it  might  be 
the  duty  of  Parliament  to  make  com- 
pensation. He  could  understand  the 
argument  that  a  man  who  had  sold  the 
tenant  right  and  received  money  for  it 
should  repay  the  landlord ;  but  he  could 
not  understand  why  a  man  who  had  de- 
rived no  benefit  from  the  transaction 
should  be  called  upon  to  do  so. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  argument 
was  a  good  deal  inconsistent  with  the 
preceding  provision  of  his  own  Bill, 
which  said  that  where  permanent  im- 
provements were  made  by  the  landlord 
the  landlord  should  be  recouped.  The 
only  difference  between  the  cases  was 
that  in  the  one  instance  the  landlord  had 
spent  his  money  in  making  improve- 
ments, in  the  other  in  purdiasing  the 
tenant  right.  But  in  botn  cases  he  had 
spent  his  money.  If  the  Amendment 
was  not  accepted  a  tenant  who  had  only 
been  in  the  rarm  some  six  months  mi^ht 
sell  something  that  was  really  not  his 
own. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  the  fallacy  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was  this — ^he 
assumed  that  the  person  who  was  at 
present  in  possession  had  a  property  in 
the  tenant  right.  But  these  holdings 
were  different  from  others,  in  that  they 
had  stamped  upon  them  a  distinct  cha- 
r«witer  by  Parliament,  which  declared 
that  they  should  not  be  subject  to  tenant 
right,  as  formerly  they  were.  By  this 
Bill  they  were  going  to  say  that  those 
holdings  should  be  put  up  to  see  what 
some  person  would  give  for  the  tenant 
right.  It  was  a  fallacy  to  say  that  that 
money  belonged  to  the  tenant  in  posses- 
sion. It  rather  belonged  to  the  landlord, 
who  had  bought  the  tenant  right  by  Act 
of  Parliament. 

On  question?  (leave  being  given  to 
the  Earl  Grantille  to  vote  in  the  House) 
Their  Lordships  divided : — Contents  219; 
Not-Contents  67 :  Majority  152. 
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Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  moved,  in 
page  2,  line  34,  after  (**  tenancy,")  to 
insert — 

("Or  for  moneys  payable  to  the  landlord 
under  the  preceding  sub-section  in  respect  of  the 
purchase  or  acquisition  by  the  landlord  or  his 
predecessors  in  title  of  the  Ulster  tenant  right 
custom  or  the  benefit  of  such  usage,  or  of  any 
right  of  sale  of  the  tenant's  intcr^  in  such 
holding.") 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  CAIRNS  moved  to  insert,  in 
page  3,  line  30,  after  ("usage,")  the 
following  words : — 

"(14.)  Where  a  sale  of  a  tenancy  is  made 
under  a  judgment  or  other  process  of  law  against 
the  tenant,  or  for  the  payment  of  the  debts  of 
the  deceased  tenant,  the  sale  shall  bo  deemed  to 
be  made  by  the  tenant,  and  shall  bo  made  in 
the  prescribed  manner  and  subject  to  the  condi- 
tions of  this  section.*' 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  objected 
to  the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that 
the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  did  not  interfere 
with  the  ordinary  process  of  law. 

Earl  CAIRNS  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Government,  after  creating  this 
right  of  sale,  intended  to  allow  a  judg- 
ment creditor  to  put  up  a  holding  for 
sale,  and  thereby  to  deprive  the  landlord 
of  all  the  safeguards  which  were  thrown 
over  the  right  in  the  previous  part  of 
the  section  r  If  so,  any  tenant  who 
wanted  to  get  rid  of  those  safeguards 
would  only  have  to  allow  a  coUusive 
execution  to  be  taken  out  against  him. 

Amendment  agri$d  to. 


Eabl  cairns  moved  to  insert — 

(**  Any  sum  payable  to  the  landlord  out  of  the 
purchase  moneys  of  the  tenancy  under  this  sec- 
tion shall  be  a  first  charge  upon  the  purchase 
moneys.*') 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Earl  CAIRNS  moved  the  following 
Amendment : — 

*'  (16.)  A  landlord,  on  receiving  notice  of  an 
intended  sale  of  the  tenancy,  may,  if  he  is  not 
desirous  of  purchasing  the  tenancy  otherwise 
than  as  a  means  of  securing  the  i)ayment  of  any 
sums  duo  to  him  for  arrears  of  rent  or  other 
breaches  of  the  contract  or  conditions  of  ten- 
ancy, give  notice  within  the  prescribed  time  of 
the  sum  claimed  by  him  in  respect  of  such 
arrears  and  breaches,  such  sum  failing  agree- 
ment between  the  landlord  and  tenant  to  be  de- 
termined by  the  Court,  and  ma^  claim  to  pur- 
chase the  tenancy  for  such  sum  if  no  purchaaer 
is  found  to  give  the  same  or  a  greater  sum ; 
and  the  landlord,  if  no  purchaser  be  found 
within  the  prescribed  time  to  five  the  same 
or  a  greater  sum,  shtdl  be  adjudged  the  purchaser 
of  the  tenancy  at  that  sum." 

The  noble  and  learned  Earl  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  Bill  gave  to  the 
landlord  the  right  of  pre-emption  of  ten- 
ancy on  any  occasion  of  sale,  and  there 
were  many  cases  in  which  the  right 
would  be  exercised ;  but  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  did  not  think,  as  a  general 
rule,  the  landlord  would  be  desirous  of 
purchasing  the  tenancy,  and  thus  enter 
into  a  controversy  with  the  tenant  as  to 
the  value  of  the  tenancy.  The  oonse* 
quence  would  be  that  the  oocasiona 
would  be  few  on  which  the  landlord 
would  buy  the  tenancy  as  a  purchaser ; 
but  there  would  be  a  great  number  of 
occasions  on  which  he  would  take  a  very 
lively  interest  in  the  sale  for  other  rea« 
sons.  The  landlord  under  the  Bill  was 
informed  that,  practically,  the  remedy 
by  eviction  against  a  tenant  would  be  of 
very  little  worth,  and  that  the  way  in 
which  he  must  look  for  re-imbursement 
for  arrears  was  by  giving  the  power  of 
free  sale  to  the  tenant.  The  tenant  wotdd 
be  driven  to  make  a  sale  of  the  tenancy, 
and  the  landlord  would  be  paid  out  of 
the  purchase  money  the  sum  due  to  him. 
Therefore,  the  landlord  would  have  a 
vital  interest  in  two  things — namely, 
that  sufficient  should  be  produced  by  the 
sale  to  pay  the  arrears  of  rent  and  other 
charges;  and,  secondly,  that  some  ma« 
chinery  should  be  provided  by  which  he 
would  really  know  what  sum  the  incom- 
ing tenant  paid,  because  their  Lordahipf 
would  see  that  as  between  the  incoming 
and  outgoing  tenant  the  object  of  both 
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ipvould  be  to  keep  the  landlord  in  the 
dark  as  to  what  sum  really  had  been 
XMiid  in  the  change  of  tenancy.    It  was 
most  desirable    that    some    machinery 
sliould  be  provided  enabling  the  land- 
lord to  ascertain  the  sum,  as  nothing 
ooiild  be  easier  than  for  the  outgoing 
^tenant  to  have  a  contract  by  which  the 
incoming  tenant  would  appear  to  pay  a 
certain    sum,   say    £100,   whereas,    in 
irealitv,  the  amount  that  would  be  paid 
-would  be  £200.    Nothing  was  easier 
than  to   pay  another  £100  to  a  third 
party,  to  be  given  to  the  outgoing  ten- 
a.nt  i^r  the  landlord  was  disposed  of. 
For  these  reasons  he  thought  his  Amend- 
ment should  be  added  to  the  clause. 
The  landlord,  if  he  did  not  wish  to  pur- 
chase, should  be  allowed    to  go  into 
Court  and  say — "I  have  a  claim  against 
the  tenant,    and,   unless    that    sum  is 
forthcoming,  I  claim  to  have  the  ten- 
ancy adjudged  to  me."    There  could  be 
no  possible  harm  done  to  the  tenant  if  a 
purchaser  were  found  to  buy  at  a  price 
more  than  the  sum  due  to  the  landlord. 
The   lord    OHANOELLOR    said, 
that  if   the  landlord  passed  over  the 
pre-emption  right,  and  did  not  wish  to 
become  the  possessor,  he  ought  not  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  the  tenant  realizing 
his  tenant  right  in  the  best  way  he 
could.     This  Amendment  would  give 
the  landlord  a  double  advantage  over 
the  tenant.    If  the  noble  and  Teamed 
l!arl    had    proposed    an    Amendment 
nmply  to  prevent  a  collusive  sale  the 
Government  would  have  been  prepared 
to  consider  it ;  but  the  Amendment,  as  it 
stood,  would  prevent  a  sale  where  the 
hanafidei  were  undoubted,  and  it  was  of 
excessive  stringency  against  the  tenant. 
The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  thought  that  the  opportunity  of  collu- 
sion pointed  out  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Earl  Oaims)  was  one  of  the 
greatest  dangers  they  had  to  encounter. 
The  danger  was  that  the  tenant  would 
sell  his  holding  nominally  for  a  small 
price,  but  reallv  for  a  large  one,  and  so 
try  to  escape  the  debt  he  owed  to  the 
landlord.     The  sympathies  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  were  highly  excited  for  fear 
Uie  tenant  might  be  loxeedi  to  pay  the  rent 
due ;  but  the  remedy  was  ver^  simple. 
The  moment  the  tenant  paid  his  arrears 
all  the  rights  of  the  landlord  given  by  the 
Amendment  would  fall  to  we  ground. 
In  other  words,  the  tenant  would  prac- 


tically exercise  the  very  common  right 
of  buying  in  the  tenancy  for  the  price 
he  pleased ;  and  if  he  choose  to  pay  the 
money  due  from  him  to  the  landlord  the 
rights  of  the  latter  ceased,  and  no  pos- 
sible injury  could  be  done  to  the  tenant. 

Lord  O'HAGAN  argued  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  passed  it  would  de- 
prive the  tenant  of  the  advantages  con- 
templated by  the  statute,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  tend  to  limit  the  right  of  free  sale. 
Why  should  the  landlord,  if  he  had 
arrears  paid  to  him,  have  any  advantage 
over  anybody  else  in  the  sale?  Why 
should  he  not  be  in  the  open  market 
competing  with  anybody  else,  so  that 
the  tenant  might  have  freedom  to  obtain 
the  largest  amount  which  might  be 
^ven  in  the  open  market  for  his  interest 
in  his  tenant  neht  ?  If  the  landlord  got 
the  amount  of  his  arrears  and  was  pre- 
pared to  pay  the  full  value  according  to 
the  opinion  of  the  Oourt  on  ascertain- 
ment of  the  justice  of  the  tenant  right 
without  questiQn,  he  got  all  he  wanted 
and  all  he  was  entitled  to.  He  got  the 
amount  of  his  arrears,  he  had  the  hold- 
ing of  his  own  land.  He  lost  nothing 
whatever.  Was  it  so  very  unfair  that 
the  tenant  pressed  by  circumstances 
should  have  as  fair  a  chance  of  obtain- 
ing the  full  value  of  his  tenant  right, 
the  landlord  having  the  same  pull  upon 
him  as  to  the  amount  of  his  arrears  as 
he  would  have  if  he  went  into  the  open 
market?  As  the  Amendment  was  in 
contravention  of  the  principle  of  the 
clause,  and  the  machinery  of  the  Courts, 
he,  for  one,  would  oppose  it. 

Earl  CAIENS  contended  that,  so  far 
from  its  being  in  contravention  of  the 
clause,  it  was  merely  incidental  to  it. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  that 
the  tenant  should  produce  the  utmost 
shilling  that  could  be  produced  upon 
the  hoidinfl;.  The  landlord  and  tenant 
were  in  the  same  boat.  They  both 
wanted  to  get  the  utmost  possible  sum 
that  could  be  got  for  the  tenant  right. 
It  might  be  that  the  landlord  did  not 
want  to  become  the  purchaser,  and  that 
he  had  no  wish  to  interfere  in  the  trans- 
action at  all  except  for  the  purpose  of 
having  his  arrears  paid.  The  tenant 
came  to  him  in  Ireland,  and  said — ''  I 
wish  to  sell  my  tenancy."  "  Well,  you 
owe  me  arrears  of  £200,  and  of  course 
that  is  a  sum  which  I  am  anxious  to 
have."  The  tenant  said — ''  It  may  pro- 
duce that  sum  or  it  may  produce  less." 


Diyii,i^t;u  uy  'v ■  ^^^  >^ Vl  L v^ 


787 


land  Law 


ILOEDSJ 


(Ireland)  BiU. 


788 


'*  I  do  not  want  to  buy  your  tenant  right ; 
all  I  want  is  the  sum  duo.  I  do  not 
wish  to  hamper  you  in  any  way  in  selling 
your  interest.  Get  the  highest  price  you 
can  get  by  auction  or  by  private  con- 
tract, or  in  any  other  way  ;  but  the  sum 
due  to  me  should  be  treated  as  a  reserve 
price,  so  that  if  you  cannot  get  a  higher 
sum,  then  I  take  the  holding  for  that 
sum.  By  all  means  get  £200  or  £300. 
I  won't  exercise  my  right  of  preventing 
you  ;  and,  rather  than  have  a  settlement 
by  the  Court,  if  you  do  not  get  more  than 
£200,  let  that  and  the  amount  of  the 
arrears  be  the  reserve  price."  How  was 
that  against  the  principle  of  the  Bill  ? 
He  had  never  heard  that  the  reserve 
price  was  against  the  principle  of  any 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  asked  if  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  would  explain 
whether  a  tenant,  having  given  notice 
of  an  intended  sale  and  having  reason 
to  suppose  that  he  would  not  get  what 
he  thought  an  ample  price  for  his  ten- 
ancy, would  have  the  power  of  with- 
drawing from  the  sale?  If  he  would 
have  that  power  it  did  not  seem  to  him 
that  any  injustice  would  be  done  to  him 
by  this  Amendment ;  but  if  he  would  not 
have  it,  iJie  Amendment  would  put  it  in 
the  power  of  the  landlord  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  tenant's  temporary  in- 
ability to  find  a  purchaser  at  a  fair 
price.  At  the  same  time,  they  must 
all  be  desirous  of  preventing  collusive 
sales. 

Earl  CAIENS  said,  he  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  answering  that  question.  The 
transaction  should  be  perfectly  free,  and 
he  intended  the  utmost  liberty  in  that 
respect  to  the  tenant.  He  would  be 
willing  to  add  words  to  make  that  inten- 
tion quite  clear. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  that  the 
objection  raised  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Derby)  was  the  only  one  which 
he  entertained.  So  explained,  he  had 
no  objection  to  the  Amendment.  But 
it  was  quite  plain  that,  as  the  Amend- 
ment stood,  the  tenant,  if  he  once  gave 
notice  of  sale,  would  be  bound  to  go  on. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  he  thought  the  intention  would 
be  made  quite  clear  by  the  insertion  in 
line  8  of  the  words  **  and  the  tenant 
determining  to  proceed  to  a  sale."  He 
moved  to  insert  those  words. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
the  Qovemment  would  accept  the  noble 

JBarl  Cairm 


and  learned  Earl's  Amendment  with  the 
insertion  of  these  words. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  moved,  after 
Clause  l,to  insert  the  following  clause: — 

("  The  tenant  from  year  to  year  of  a  tenancy 
to  which  this  Act  applies  shall  not,  without  the 
consent  of  the  landlord,  sub-divide  his  holdmg 
OP  sub-let  the  same  or  any  part  thereof.") 

The  effect  would  be  that  such  tenancies 
would  be  null  and  void,  and  sub-tenants 
so  created  would  have  no  existence  in  the 
eye  of  the  law. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  asked  whe- 
ther this  Amendment  was  necessary,  as 
he  thought  it  was  covered  by  the  eust- 
inglaw?  If  there  was  one  point  on 
which  all  parties  were  agreed  it  was 
that  it  should  not  be  in  the  tenant's 
power  to  sub-divide  the  holding.  Why 
was  it  necessary  that  this  Amendment 
should  be  introduced  in  that  House  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  show 
clearly  that  the  sub-division  without  the 
landlord's  consent  was  illegal. 

Earl  CAIRNS  suggested  that  the 
following  words  should  be  added  to  the 
clause: — 

( "  Any  act  done  by  the  tenant  in  contra- 
vention of  this  provision  shall  be  absolutely 
void.") 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  accepted 
the  addition,  though  he  thought  it  un- 
necessary. 

New  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clauses  2  and  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Incidents  of  tenancy  subject 
to  statutory  conditions). 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFOED 
proposed  to  leave  out  the  words — 

(**  After  notice  has  been  given  by  the  1*t»«|- 
lord  to  the  tenant  not  to  commit  or  to  deiufc 
from  the  particular  waste  specified  in  snoli 
notice.") 

He  said  that  the  Government  would  not 
have  put  in  these  words  if  they  had  ooa> 
sidered  at  the  time  what  they  were  ffoinf 
to  put  in  in  Clause  12,  as  it  affeoted  th« 
tenant.  The  word  '*  persistent "  waalf 
therein  contained  was  a  great  protectua 
to  the  tenant. 

LoBD  CARLINGFORD  said,  the  le- 
quirement  of  notice  would  tend  to  limit 
and  simplify  the  inquiry  before  tiiii 
Court  as  to  the  waste.    He  ahould  lijb» 
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tlie  words  to  remain.  He  did  not  know 
'v^hether  the  noble  Marquess  was  anxious 
^o  leave  them  out. 

The  Makquess  of  WATERFORD 
8cud,  he  was  very  anxious  to  have  these 
iPTords  left  out. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

liOKD  DUNSANY  moved,  in  page  5, 
line  13,  after  (*'  notice,")  to  insert  (**  the 
tenant  shall  not  break  up  pasture  or 
meadow  land  contrary  to  express  cove- 
nants.") That  which  he  sought  to  pre- 
vent by  the  Amendment  was  one  or  the 
znost  destructive  things  that  could  be 
done  on  a  farm. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said, 
their  Lordships  had  already  passed  a 
clause  which  provided,  as  one  of  the 
statutory  conaitions,  that  the  tenant 
should  not  make  persistent  waste  by 
the  deterioration  of  the  soil.  He  appre- 
hended that  breaking  up  ancient  pasture 
i^ould  come  within  the  meaning  of  the 
t«rm  ''  persistent  waste."  These  statu- 
tory conditions  were  intended  to  take 
the  place  of  covenants,  and  therefore  any 
reference  to  covenants  in  leases  would 
be  out  of  place  in  this  clause.  As  to  a 
pasture  which  was  not  ancient,  there 
was  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
broken  up. 

Lord  DITNSANY  said,  the  argument 
did  not  apply,  because  there  was  an  ab- 
sence of  persistency  if  all  the  injury 
could  be  done  at  once  without  any  repe- 
tition of  the  wrong-doing. 

Thb  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  would  not  rob  the  act  of  the  cha- 
racter of  persistency.  It  would  be  per- 
sistent waste  to  bum  down  a  house 
which  could  be  burnt  only  once. 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
supported  the  Amendment,  and  sug- 
gested the  omission  of  the  reference  to 
covenants. 

The  Dukb  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON  considered  the  words  of  his 
noble  Friend's  Amendment  went  further 
than  he  intended,  because,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Amendment,  if  adopted,  would  pre- 
vent any  tenant  breaking  up  pasture  or 
meadow,  which,  in  many  cases,  might 
be  a  great  benefit  to  the  landlord  and 
tenant. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  it  might 
be  necessary  to  do  it  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  rotation.  But  if  it  were  waste 
to  do  it,  that  would  be  only  one  form  of 
waste ;  and  if  tb^  were  to  enumerate 


the  different  forms  many  others  would 
have  to  be  inserted— such,  for  instance, 
as  burning  the  soil.  He  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  leave  the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Lord  HARLECH  also  objected  to  the 
Amendment,  but  believed  the  clause 
would  be  improved  by  inserting  after  the 
word  "  persistent,"  '*  or  wanton  waste." 

Earl  CAIRNS  observed,  that  in  man  v 
cases  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  breali: 
up  pasture. 

Lord  DUNSANY  expressed  his  readi- 
ness to  accept  a  modification  of  his 
Amendment,  in  order  that  his  object 
might  be  carried  out. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  that  the 
lands  with  which  the  noble  Lord  wished 
to  deal  were  old  pasture  lands  of  20 
years'  standing,  and  if  those  lands  were 
ploughed  up  it  would  be  an  injury  from 
which  they  might  not  recover  for  many 
^ears.  He  would  suggest  that  the  words 
inserted  should  be  ''  the  tenant  shall  not 
break  up  ancient  pasture  or  meadow 
land." 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE  said  he  was 
owner  of  pasture  land  which  was  all  the 
better  for  breakingup. 

Lord  DUNSAnY  said,  he  was  willing 
to  insert  ''  ancient  pasture "  in  his 
Amendment,  and  to  omit  the  latter  part 
of  it  with  reference  to  express  cove- 
nants. 

Amendment  negatived. 

To  the  words  in  page  5,  line  13, ''  the 
tenant  shall  not,  without  the  consent  of 
his  landlord,  sub-divide  or  sub-let  his 
holding,"  the  following  words  were 
added : — **  or  any  part  thereof." 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
moved,  in  page  5,  line  15,  after  (''  hold- 
ing,") to  insert — 

(*'  Nor  erect,  or  suffer  to  be  erected  thereon, 
save  as  in  this  Act  proyided,  any  dwelling-house 
in  addition  to  those  already  upon  the  holding  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act,  nor  suffer  to 
be  used  as  a  dwelling-nouse  any  building  which 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act  was  not  so 
used,  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  the 
landlord.") 

He  said  his  object  was  not  to  alter  the 
scope  of  the  provision  against  sub-let- 
ting or  sub-dividing,  but  to  make  the 
words  more  effectual.  All  were  agreed 
that  sub -letting  or  sub-dividing  should 
not  be  allowed.  This  was  a  matter  of 
national  concern.  What  they  wanted 
to  secure  was  that  an  area  should  not 
be  burdened  with  a  population  it  was 
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not  able  to  support.  Sub-letting  and 
Bub-division  were  brought  about  in  this 
way — the  tenant  took  in  under  the  name 
of  a  lodffer  some  member  of  the  family, 
and  established  him  in  a  cabin  adjoining 
his  own,  or  in  a  building  intended  for 
some  other  purpose,  and  not  fit  for  the 
accommodation  of  human  beings.  Upon 
a  miserably  small  holding,  scarcely  suffi- 
cient to  accommodate  a  single  family, 
would  be  sometimes  found  four  or  five 
families  huddled  together  under  circum- 
stances of  great  misery.  Hitherto  land- 
lords had  been  able  to  check  such  exces- 
sive sub-division ;  but  they  had  now  been 
deprived  of  all  means  of  preventing  it. 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  insert  in  the 
Bill  words  which  would  remove  all 
doubts  upon  the  subject. 

LoKD  LEOONPIELD  said,  it  fre- 
quently happened  that  the  cottages  had 
a  room  on  either  side  of  the  door,  with  a 
kind  of  attic  over  without  a  window. 
The  tenant  knocked  a  hole  through  the 
wall,  and  put  in  a  window  afterwards, 
letting  a  part  of  the  cottage  to  another 
party,  and  he  suggested  that  words 
should  be  inserted  to  prevent  that  kind 
of  sub-division. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  latter  suggestion.  If  they 
were  to  do  battle  by  Act  of  Parliament 
with  every  piece  of  ingenuity  that  might 
possibly  occur  to  an  Insh  tenant  it  would 
require  a  good  deal  of  ingenuity  and 
time  on  their  part  to  do  so.  He  was, 
however,  willing  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne). 

The  Eakl  of  DXJNRAVEN  regretted 
that  the  Amendment  had  been  accepted. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

VisoouwT  LTFFORD  next  moved  an 
Amendment  exempting  the  landlord 
from  liability  for  damage  occasioned  by 
cutting  and  removing  turf  in  the  exercise 
of  his  right  to  enter  upon  the  holding  for 
such  purposes  as  mining,  quarrying, 
Toad-making,  draining,  and  sporting. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment ;  but  he  would 
consider  the  point  before  the  Report. 

The  Marquess  op  W  ATERFOkD  also 
objected^  to  the  Amendment,  which,  in 
his  opinion,  went  too  far. 

Amendment  negatived. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
moved,  in  page  6,  line  28,  after  ("  mine- 

Th$  Marqueu  of  Zamdoume 


rals  ")  to  insert  ("  or  digging  or  search- 
ing for  minerals.") 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
moved,  in  page  5,  line  32,  after  (  "  title  ") 
insert — 

(**  And  which  the  tenant  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  this  Act  may  be  entitled  bjr  law  to 
cut  and  remove.") 

As  the  Bill  stood  the  tenant  could  claim 
almost  every  tree.  There  was  no  inten- 
tion, of  course,  of  interfering  with  those 
that  were  planted  for  ornament  or 
shelter. 

Lord  LECONFIELD  said,  if  some 
such  Amendment  as  this  were  not  ac- 
cepted, in  a  short  time  there  woald  not 
be  a  single  stick  of  timber  standing  in 
Ireland. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  that  the 
tenant  who  claimed  the  statutory  term 
of  15  years  might  have  a  plantation  on 
the  farm,  for  which  he  was  bound  to  pay 
rent  during  those  15  years ;  and  yet  it 
was  now  proposed  that  the  landlord 
should  be  allowed  to  come  forward 
during  that  time  and  sweep  away  such  a 
plantation. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  ob- 
served, that  the  landlord  always  had  the 
right  to  take  the  trees  which  were  on  his 
property.  He  was  now  asked  to  give 
the  tenant  something  which  he  never 
possessed  before,  and  that  was  the  right 
to  those  trees ;  and  simply  because  the 
tenant  made  some  improvement,  or  for 
some  other  reason,  the  noble  liord  pro- 
posed an  additional  spoliation  to  those 
contained  in  the  Bill — namely,  by  giv- 
ing the  possession  of  trees  which  the 
tenant  never  had,  and  to  which  he  could 
not  possibly  lay  a  claim. 

Earl  SPENCER  remarked  that  a  ten- 
ant who  had  a  statutory  term  of  1 5  years 
would  have  to  pay  a  certain  rent  for  that 
particular  period,  and  it  was  undesirable 
that  the  Ismdlord  should  be  allowed  to 
diminish  the  value  of  the  holding  daring 
that  period  by  cutting  down  the  trees. 

The  Marquess  op  WATERFORD 
said,  that  if  the  tenant  wished  to  groir 
trees  during  his  statutory  term  he  coold 
register  them  under  the  special  Act  of 
Parliament. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
moved,  in  page  5,  line  84,  leave  out 
("  may  be  required,")  and  insert- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


793 


Zand  Law 


( AuoxrsT  4f  1881  i 


(Iretand)  JBiU. 


794 


(<«  The  tenant  nnder  the  contract  of  tenancy 
sabsiating  immediately  before  the  oommence- 
znent  of  the  Btatatory  term  was  lawfully  en- 
tiUed  to  cat") 

liORD  CARLINGFOED  agreed  to  ac- 
cept the  Amendment,  if  the  words  relat- 
ing to  ''  the  contract  of  tenancy  subsist- 
ing^ "  were  omitted. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  Makquess  of  WATERFORD 
moyed,  in  page  5,  line  38,  after 
("game,")  insert  (*'a8  defined  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  twenty-seventh  and 
twenty- eighth  Victoria,  chapter  sixty- 
seven.")  He  said  his  object  was  to  in- 
clude snipe  and  woodcock.  In  many 
parts  of  Ireland  snipe  and  woodcocK 
were  the  only  game,  and  to  preserve 
g^ame  in  Ireland  without  preserving 
snipe  and  woodcock  would  simply  be 
like  mockery. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  considered  the 
proposed  definition  unnecessary. 

'teE  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
said,  if  his  Amendment  was  not  accepted, 
a  landlord  would  not  be  able  to  prose- 
cute in  his  own  name. 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  the  landlord 
would  be  able  to  prosecute  under  the 
Act  of  last  year  in  his  own  name.' 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
said,  that  Act  only  had  reference  to  cases 
where  the  landlord  reserved  his  rights. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
moved,  in  page  6,  line  1,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ('*  persistentlv,")  and  insert 
(*' unreasonably")  in  the  clause.  The 
object  was  to  prevent  tenants  from  un- 
reasonably obstructing  the  landlord  in 
his  shooting,  even  though  they  did  not 
persistently  do  so. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  thought 
it  would  be  undesirable,  as  a  thing  which 
was  of  no  real  consequence  might  some- 
times be  unreasonable,  though,  unless 
persisted  in,  it  might  do  no  harm.  It 
was  not  desirable,  in  a  clause  settling 
conditions  of  tenure,  to  raise  questions 
as  to  anything  which  was  not  of  real 
importance  between  the  landlord  and 
tenant. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
moved,  in  sub-section  5,  which  provides 
that  the  shooting  and  fishing  should  be- 
long to  the  landlord,  subject  to   the 


Ghround  Game  Act,  1880,  in  line  41, 
after  ("game,")  to  insert  ("as  defined 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  twenty-seventh 
and  twenty-eighth  Victoria,  chapter 
sixty-seven;")  and,  in  line  48,  lUter 
("  1880,")  to  insert— 

(*'And  the  prorisions  of  the  Act  twenty- 
seventh  and  twenty-eighth  Victoria,  chapter 
sixty-seven,  shall  extend  where  such  right  of 
shooting  and  taking  game  belongs  exdusively 
to  the  landlord  as  though  snch  exclusive  right 
were  reserved  by  the  landlord  to  himself  bv 
deed.'*) 

And  in  line  4,  after  (** section,")  to 
insert — 

(<<  During  the  continuance  of  a  statutory 
tenn,  all  mines  and  minerals,  coals  and  coal 
pits,  quarries  of  limestone  and  other  stone  and 
slate,  gravel  and  sand  pits,  woods  and  under- 
woods, and  all  bog^  and  bog  timber,  turbaries 
for  cutting  turf,  and  rights  of  turbaxy,  except 
such  of  the  said  rights  as  the  tenant,  under  the 
contract  of  tenancy  subsisting  immediately 
before  the  commencement  of  the  statutory 
term,  was  lawfully  entitled  to  exercise,  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  exclusively  reserved  to  the  land, 
lord.") 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Lord  CARLmOFORD  moved,  in 
page  6,  after  line  6,  add,  as  a  new 
paragraph — 

("Nothing  contained  in  this  section  shall 
prejudice  or  affect  any  ejectment  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent  instituted  by  a  landlord  whether 
before  or  after  the  oonmiencement  of  a  statutory 
term,  in  respect  of  rent  accrued  due  for  a  hold- 
ing  before  the  commencement  of  such  term.") 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  took 
exception  to  the  wording  of  the  6th  sub- 
section of  the  clause,  which  said  that 
during  the  continuance  of  a  statutory 
term  in  a  tenancy,  ''  consequent  on  an 
increase  of  rent  oy  the  landlord,"  the 
Court  might,  on  the  application  of  the 
landlord,  and  for  certain  purposes,  autho- 
rize the  resumption  of  the  holding,  and 
require  the  tenant  to  sell  his  tenancy, 
or  part  of  it,  on  such  terms  as  the  Court 
might  approve.  The  purposes  for  which 
the  land  might  be  resumed  included 
grants  or  leases  of  sites  for  churches  or 
other  places  of  religious  worship.  These 
were  very  desirable  objects,  no  doubt, 
for  which  the  landlord  was  to  have  the 
power  of  resuming  the  land;  but  this 
power  of  resumption  was  not  to  be  given 
to  every  landlord.  In  order  to  be  able 
to  exercise  this  power,  a  landlord  must 
have  qualified  himself  bj  a  certain  special 
qualification — namely,  that  he  should 


795 


Land  Law 


(LOEDSj 


{.Ireland)  Bitt. 


7i>6 


have  previously  raised  the  rent  of  his 
tenant.  Now,  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  was  entirely  desirous  of  pro- 
tecting the  right  of  the  landlord  to  deal 
with  the  rent ;  but  lie  had  never,  in  his 
wildest  moments,  gone  so  far  as  to  look 
upon  the  raising  of  the  rent  as  a  special 
mark  of  holiness  in  a  landlord.  He,  for 
one,  should  venture  to  claim  for  land- 
lords who  had  not  risen  to  so  exalted  a 
height  of  virtue  as  to  raise  their  rents 
the  liberty  of  building  churches  on  their 
estates.  He  therefore  moved  to  omit 
the  words  "consequent  on  an  increase 
of  rent  by  the  landlord." 

Loud  CARLINGFORD  pointed  out 
that  the  noble  Marquess  had  not  road 
an  important  part  of  the  clause,  which 
empowered  the  landlord  to  resume — 

("  Tho  holding,  or  j)art  thereof,  for  some 
reasonable  and  sufticient  purpose  having  relation 
to  tlie  good  of  tho  holding  or  of  the  estiite.") 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
But  why  is  it  to  be  consequent  upon  an 
increase  of  rent  by  the  landlord  ? 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  explained  that, 
as  the  Bill  stood,  the  power  of  resump- 
tion was  confined  to  the  case  of  statu- 
tory terms  not  created  by  the  interven- 
tion of  the  Court,  but  by  the  mere  fact 
of  the  landlord  and  tenant  having  agreed 
upon  an  increase  of  rent  without  having 
recourse  to  tho  Court.  He  would, 
however,  take  this  opportunity  of 
stating  a  proposal  whicli  the  Govern- 
ment was  prepared  to  mako  on  this 
subject.  It  was  this — first,  that  the 
power  of  resumption  should  bo  made 
universal  in  all  cases  and  in  respect  of 
all  statutory  tenancies,  beginning  from 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill ;  and, 
sftcondly,  that  for  a  certain  number  of 
years  there  should  bo  no  power  what- 
ever under  any  circumstances  to  convert 
present  into  future  tenancies.  That  was 
to  say,  the  creation  of  future  tenancies 
would  be  fur  a  certain  time  postponed. 
If  their  Lordships  were  prepared  to  con- 
sider this  suggestion  in  its  double  asi)ect, 
the  Government  would  be  prepared  with 
words  on  Rei)ort  to  carry  it  into  effect. 
If  they  were  not  disposed  to  accept  it, 
the  only  course  open  to  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  to  stand  by  the  words 
which  tho  noble  Marquess  wished  to 
omit. 

TuE  Earl  OF  DERBY  said,  the  noble 
Jjord  had  raised  a  much  larger  question 
than  that  brought  forward  by  the  noble 
Marquess ;  it  was  one  requiring  a  good 
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deal  of  consideration,  and  ought  to  be 
kept  distinct  from  the  other. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  was 
not  sure  that  the  Committee  fully  under- 
stood the  nature  of  the  mine  that  had 
been  sprung  upon  it  by  the  observationa 
of  the  Lord  Pnvy  Seal.  When  he  left  the 
Government,  and  when  the  Bill  was  in- 
troduced into  Parliament,  it  was  a  funda- 
mental idea  of  the  Government,  and  a 
fundamental  principle  of  the  Bill,  that 
there  should  be  a  distinction  between 
future  and  present  tenancies.  Every 
possible  device  was  adopted  in  the  Bill 
to  make  present  tenancies  continuous 
and  almost  permanent.  They  were,  in 
fact,  to  be  entails  in  favour  of  the  pre- 
sent tenants  of  Ireland.  But  the  Prime 
Minister  left  open  a  door  through  which 
in  some  future  time  they  might  hope  to 
return  to  a  healthy  and  natural  condition 
of  things  in  Irektnd.  A  door  was,  in 
fact,  left  open  for  a  return  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  freedom  of  contract;  and  the 
Government  had  repeatedly  said  that 
they  looked  to  that  result  as  the  ultimate 
hope  for  peace  in  that  country.  The 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  who,  for  all  he  knew, 
was  one  of  those  who  had  always  been 
jealous  and  suspicious  of  the  notion  of  a 
return  to  the  natural  state  of  things  in 
Ireland,  now  proposed  to  substitute  for 
a  very  innocent  proposal  of  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  a  complete  abandon- 
ment of  what  he  (the  Duke  of  Argyll) 
considered  the  fundamental  principle  of 
the  measure.  His  noble  Friend  said 
that  the  postponement  of  the  power  to 
create  future  tenancies  would  be  tem- 
porary. Well,  they  all  knew  what  would 
occur.  Another  agitation  would  be  got 
up,  and  the  postponement  of  the  power 
would  be  continued  indefinitely.  The 
suggestion  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  was 
the  result  of  his  hatred  of  the  plan  by 
which  a  door  would  be  left  open  for  a 
return  to  freedom  of  contract.  Ho  did 
not  believe  that  the  Irish  tenants  were 
alarmed  at  the  proposal  that  bits  of 
their  land  might  be  taken  from  them 
for  certain  purposes,  for  they  understood 
that  they  would  be  properly  compen- 
sated. He  quite  understood,  however, 
that  many  of  them  disliked  the  idea  of 
a  return  to  the  principle  of  freedom  of 
contract  for  themselves  and  their  land- 
lords, although  they  insisted  upon  abso- 
lute freedom  to  contract  between  them- 
selves and  their  fellow-tenants.  He 
would  much  rather  keep  the  Govern- 
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ment  to  the  fundamental  principles  of 
the  BiQ  than  assent  to  the  farther 
Amendment  which  had  been  indicated. 

Tme  I>UKB  OF  ABERCOEN  was  un- 
derstood  to  say  that  where  the  statutory 
terms  were  granted  landlords  would  not 
make  improvements. 

Tot  Mabqubss  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
that  if  landlords  wanted  to  resume  pos- 
session for  any  of  the  purposes  named, 
they  must  sacrifice  the  valuable  privilege 
of  freedom  of  contract;  and  yet  in  another 
Bill   sinxultaneously  introduced  into  the 
Honse  by  the  Government  it  was  pro- 
vided that  persons  in  possession  of  land 
might  make  leases  of  it  for  the  erection 
of  churches  and  schools  and  for  the  pro- 
motion of  public  education.     But  as  re- 
garded this  Bill  the  question  was  why 
the  power  of  resumption  given  by  the 
clause  was  restricted  to  a  special  class  of 
landlords — namely,  those  who  had  raised 
their  rents.     The  inconsistency  of  these 
provisions  showed  the  haste  with  which 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  were 
made.    The  Committee  would  do  well  to 
reflect  upon  them  more  than  the  Govern- 
ment had  done. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  the  clause  as  it 
stood  would  induce  a  landlord  who 
wanted  to  build  a  church  to  raise  the 
rents  of  his  tenants. 

Earl  FOETESOUE  wished  to  say  a 
word  on  the  matter  as  a  sanitary  re- 
former. The  evil  consequences  in  Ire- 
land of  the  overcrowded  and  bad  state 
of  labourers'  cottages  were  enormous; 
and  it  was  monstrous  that  they  should 
have  a  large  question  brought  before 
them  when  all  they  cared  for  in  the 
clause  was  the  very  simple  power  of 
enabling  the  landlord  to  resume  for  the 
purpose  of  building  decent  dwellings  for 
the  labourers. 

Thr  Earl  of.KIMBERLEY  could 
assure  the  noble  Marquess  that  the  pro- 
posal which  had  been  described  as  the 
springing  of  a  mine  was  not  made  with- 
out the  fullest  consideration. 

Lord  WA VENEY  hoped  that  the.  Go- 
vernment would  not  give  up  this  clause. 
Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  that  the 
power  of  resumption  was  an  exceedingly 
important  modification  of  the  statutory 
^^jTiiXt  which  might  be  made  under  the 
direction  of  the  Court  for  reasonable 
Mid  sufficient  purposes,  and  not  alone 
for  the  building  of  churches  or  schools. 

Earl  CAIENS  said,  no  doubt  it  was 
important ;  but  the  question  was  why  it 


should  be  limited  to  oases  in  which  fhere 
had  been  an  increase  of  rent. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  said,  he 
understood  the  noble  Marquess  to  adhere 
to  his  Amendment  in  spite  of  the  import- 
ant modification  which  the  Government 
had  offered  to  make;  but  if  the  offer 
were  not  accepted  and  the  Amendment 
were  carried,  the  Government  would  not 
consider  themselves  bound  by  the  offer 
that  had  been  made. 

Earl  CAIENS  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment professed  a  desire  that  landlord 
and  tenant  should  agree ;  but  the  way 
they  proposed  to  induce  them  to  agree 
was  by  making  the  unfortunate  landlord 
raise  the  rent. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  he  began  to  despair  of  getting  a 
clear  statement  on  tliis  question.  What 
he  understood  to  have  taken  place  was 
this.  An  Amendment  moved  by  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  was  met  by  a 
statement  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
accord  to  the  landlord  an  universal  right 
of  resumption,  instead  of  the  very  limited 
right  now  accorded  by  the  Bill.  But  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  added  that,  in  order  to 
quiet  the  minds  of  the  Irish  tenants,  he 
intended  to  accompany  this  modification 
of  the  Bill  by  a  proposal  under  which 
the  conversion  of  present  into  future 
tenancies  should  be  aelayed  for  an  inde- 
finite time,  which  he  did  not  name.  In 
these  circumstances,  their  Lordships 
ought  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Marquess,  which  was  not  foreign 
to  the  object  of  the  Lord  Privy  Seal; 
and  when  thev  had  before  them  that 
mysterious  and  indescribable  proposal 
for  quieting  the  minds  of  the  Irish  ten- 
ants, they  would  be  able  to  consider  it 
with  the  attention  it  deserved. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  PEMBEOKE  moved,  in 
page  6,  line  12,  after  ("  estate")  to  in- 
sert (**  or  for  building  purposes.")  He 
said  that  the  Government  probably  in- 
tended to  give  the  landlord  the  right  of 
resumption  for  building  purposes,  and 
the  only  question  was  wnether  that  ob- 
ject was  covered  by  the  words  **  for  the 
good  of  the  estate."  An  ingenious  law- 
yer might  argue  that  the  good  of  the 
landlord  and  of  the  estate  were  two  dif- 
ferent things ;  and,  therefore,  it  would 
be  desirable  to  have  a  distinct  declara- 
tion on  the  subject. 
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The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  words  in  the  Bill 
covered  the  object  of  the  noble  Earl, 
and  that  the  words  proposed  were  unne- 
cessary. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  it  was  quite  pos- 
sible the  Court  might  say  that  a  scheme 
of  building  was  not  for  the  good  of  the 
estate.  Therefore,  his  noble  Friend 
proposed  to  insert  the  words  in  question, 
to  indicate  one  of  the  purposes  which 
should  be  deemed  for  the  good  of  the 
estate.  He  thought,  however,  a  subse- 
quent Amendment  to  be  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Belmore)  was 
preferable. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE  moved,  in 
page  6,  line  12,  after  (**  estate")  to  in- 
sert— 

("Or  for  using  or  letting  the  same  for  manu- 
facturing purposes,  or  for  building  ground,  or 
for  >'illa  sites  or  gardens.*') 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  the  words  *'for  the  good  of  the 
estate"  embraced  every  purpose  for 
which  the  landlord  ought  to  have  a  right 
to  resume  possession. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
asked  whether  **for  the  good  of  the 
estate  "  meant  for  the  good  of  the  pro- 
prietor's pocket,  or  did  it  mean  the  actual 
improvement  of  the  land  as  land  ? 

The  M.^^QUEss  of  LANSDOWNE 
asked  whether  the  words  meant  *'  for  the 
advantage  of  the  proprietor ; "  if  so, 
why  was  this  not  stated  on  the  face  of 
the  C1&UR6  ^ 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  objected 
to  these  words. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  proprietors  should  have 
the  power  of  resumption  in  order  to 
apply  the  land  as  building  land  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  replied 
in  the  affirmative. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  asked  why, 
then,  they  should  not  say  so  in  the  Bill  ? 
There  were  many  estates  on  which  the 
sole  hope  of  redemption  lay  in  converting  a 
portion  of  the  land  to  building  purposes. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) tvithdrawn. 

Earl  CAIRNS  moved  the  insertion  of 
the  words  **  including  the  use  of  the 
ground  as  building  ground," 


Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  the 
Government  would  accept  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Repeal  of  part  of  s.  3  of 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act, 
1870,  and  enactment  of  new  scale). 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE 
moved,  in  page  6,  to  leave  out  from 
('•provides")  in  line  27,  to  (''as")  in 
line  32,  both  inclusive.  He  said  that  he 
fully  understood  the  necessity  of  protect- 
ing tenants  against  capricious  evietioiLS ; 
but  the  old  scale  of  compensation  was 
sufficient,  especially  as  the  Bill  pat 
within  the  reach  of  the  vast  majority  of 
tenants  what  was  practically  a  16  yean' 
lease,  renewable  for  ever. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  that 
though  in  the  case  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  tenants  the  sale  of  the  tenants' 
interest  would  take  the  place  of  the 
scale  of  compensation  adopted  in  1870, 
and  would  be  better  for  all  parties,  there 
would  be  a  residuum  of  tenants  who 
would  not  find  protection  in  the  sale  of 
their  interests  and  with  whom  it  was 
necessary  to  deal  in  another  way.  The 
Government,  therefore,  proposed  to  re- 
tain the  sections  giving  compensation 
for  disturbance,  and  also,  influenced  by 
the  opinion  of  the  Judges  who  were  ad- 
ministering the  Act  of  1870 — many  of 
whom  said  that  in  cases  frequently  before 
them  they  felt  the  amount  of  compensa- 
tion which  they  were  empowered  to  award 
was  too  small — to  increase  the  scale,  and 
strengthen  the  power  of  the  Court. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  not  be 
adopted.  He  admitted,  of  course,  that 
through  the  medium  of  the  scale  of 
compensation  it  would  be  possible  to 
give  absolute  perpetuity  of  tenure ;  but 
the  change  proposed  Dy  the  Gorem- 
ment  would  not  make  the  scale  pro- 
hibitive. 

EJlRL  CAIRNS  said,  the  noble  Lord 
had  stated  that  there  was  a  small  re- 
siduum of  tenants  who  would  have  no 
saleable  interest.  It  was  a  strange 
thing  that,  because  this  small  residuum 
of  tenants  had  holdings  which  were  of  no 
value,  they  were  not  only  to  be  compen- 
sated for  those  holdings,  but  compen- 
sated on  a  far  higher  scfue  than  had  been 
known  up  to  this  time.    Many  of  the 
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Otmatj  Oomt  Jadm  said  the  remedy  up 
to  the  preaent  time  nad  been  the  Oompen- 
Mtum  GUnae  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870. 
Ihej  laid  caaea  had  come  before  them  in 
which  the  landlord  was  willing  to  pay 
Ibn  compensation,  becanse  he  was  cer- 
tun  to  get  a  new  tenant  who  would  come 
in  and  recoup  him  all  he  had  paid  for 
compensation.  Therefore,  the  yery 
cases  which  the  Ck>unty  Court  Judges 
aid  they  wished  to  provide  for  were 
oases  in  whidii  aooorung  to  their  own 
statement,  there  was  a  power  of  sale  on 
Ae  part  of  the  tenant;  and,  oonse- 
qoentlyy  it  would  be  unnecessary  to 
resort  to  the  new  Compensation  Clause 
of  this  BiU.  He  had  heard  no  argument 
tar  making  compensation  to  the  tenanta 
on  a  Toiy  much  higher  scale  than 
U&erto.  It  was  proposed  to  increase 
flis  compensation,  and  in  some  cases  to 
isaily  doable  it. 

Thb  EiLBL  OF  KIMBEBLEY  con- 
tonded  that  the  argument  of  the  noble 
SBd'Ieamed  Earl  who  had  just  spoken 
was  inconsistent.  He  did  not  object  to 
flis  continuance  of  the  clause  of  the 
Act  of  1870 ;  but  he  was  opposed  to  the 
danae  being  made  satisfactory.  The 
Ooonty  Oourt  Judges,  whose  judgment 
adght  be  accepted  on  this  point  as  supe- 
r  to  that  of  eren  the  noble  and  learned 
^  gftTC  it  as  their  experience  that  the 
m  <tf  1870  had  been  found  to  be  im- 

BBBXeOv. 

Ths  Mabquess   of   8ALI8BITBY 

said,    thmt   when    the    County    Court 

JndgeSi  or  a  certain  number  of  tiiem, 

gave  an  opinion  that  this  compensation 

waa  not  auflBcient  for  the  purpose,  they 

Cd  not  know  that  it  was  contemplated 

to  enact  a  system  of  free  sale.    All  the 

osasa  they  cited  for  the  purpose  of  es- 

lahWahing  that  this  compensation  waa 

faaafficient  were  cases  which  never  could 

■iaa  under  a  system  of  free  sale.  Their 

spaion  might,  therefore,  be  put  aside, 

Issauae  it  applied  to  a  system  which 

kai  now  altogether  ceased  to  exist.    He 

fid  not  think  the  clause  was  of  the  first 

fapartaaee,  because  he  affreed  with  the 

Lm  'BAyj  Seal  that  in  ttie  working  of 

Aa  BSD  tlua  Gompensation  Clause  would 

ikaiat  enturely  disappear.    Still,  as  far 

siitweniy  he  entirely  agreed  with  the 

Aaandmant  that  was  now  before  the 

ObBmittae,  because  it  seemed  to  him  that 

4ka  system  of  compensation  in  its  prin- 

i^  waa  aaomalousy  and  that  it  was  not 

liba  ^^ifa"^**^  on  any  of  the  ordinary 
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principles  on  which  property  was  based. 
It  was  impossible  to  defend  a  system  of 
compensation  for  disturbance  which  ap- 
pliea  to  tenants  paying  £500  or  £1,000 
a-year,  for  it  was  quite  absurd  to  say 
that  such  tenants  were  weak  persons 
who  were  unable  to  make  a  contract  for 
themselves,  and  it  was  palpably  ridicu- 
lous to  give  it  the  extension  proposed. 

On  question,  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause  ?  Their  Lordships  divided  :— 
Contents  91  ;  Not-Contents  180  :  ICa- 
jority  89. 
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Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  6  a^eed  to. 

Pabt  n. 
Interybntion  op  Coxtbt. 

Clause  7  (Determination  by  court  of 
rent  of  present  tenancies). 

Thb  Marqubss  of  SALISBX7BY 
moved,  in  page  8,  lines  15  and  16,  to 
leave  out  the  words  (''  after  having  de- 
manded from  such  tenant  an  increase  of 
rent")  He  did  not  think  that  snoli  a . 
demand  should  be  a  condition  of  the 
landlord's  access  to  the  Court.  He 
thought  it  hardly  required  argument  to 
show  that  the  landlord  and  tenant, 
should  have  equal  access  to  the  Oourti 
and,  when  there,  be  treated  on  e^ual 
terms.  He  was  again  oUi^^  to  think» 
that  there  was  some  especial  giandeiir 
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attaching  to  ihe  landlord  who  increased 
his  rent,  for  it  was  only  those  who  should 
haye  increased  their  rent  who  would 
have  access  to  the  Court.  Could  he  oon- 
eeiTC  himself  selecting  any  class  of  land- 
lords, or  any  special  disabilities,  he 
should  be  rather  inclined  to  lean  against 
landlords  who  increased  their  rents.  But 
such  was  not  the  view  of  the  wise  men 
who  ruled  them.  He  would  have  justified 
his  opinion  to  the  House  and  attempted 
to  demolish  the  arguments  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  if  they  had  condescended  to 
give  the  slightest  reason  for  the  ab- 
normal limitation  of  the  provision  under 
consideration.  As  matters  stood,  how- 
eyer,  he  would  simply  propose  that  land- 
lords and  tenants,  like  all  other  subjects 
of  Her  Majesty,  should  be  placed  upon 
the  same  leyel  with  regard  to  their 
rights  of  access  to  Courts  of  Justice ; 
and  with  that  yiew  he  begged  to  moye 
that  the  words (''  after  haying  demanded 
from  such  tenant  an  increase  of  rent, 
which  the  tenant  has  declined  to  accept,'') 
be  removed  from  the  Bill. 

LoED  OAELINGFOED  explained  the 
reason  of  the  limitation  to  which  the 
noble  Marquess  objected  was  a  desire  to 
induce  the  parties,  if  possible,  to  settle 
their  affairs  out  of  Court.  If  a  landlord 
should  wish  to  increase  his  rent,  and 
ahould  not  be  influenced  by  the  desire 
of  keeping^  out  of  Court  to  come  to  an 
agreement  with  his  tenant,  he  would  not 
be  prejudiced  bythe  limitation  provided 
in  the  dause.  He  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
ftat  he  could  see  no  reason,  nor  had  he 
heard  any,  for  placing  a  landlord  who 
had  not  raised  his  rent  in  a  less  advan- 
tageous position  than  a  landlord  who 
hid  raised  his  rent. 

Ejlbl  CAIBNS  asked  what  a  landlord 
was  to  do  who  desired  to  have  recourse 
to  the  Court  for  some  other  purpose 
than  that  of  raising  his  rents? 

The  LOBD  CHANCELLOB  asked 

for  what  conceivable  purpose  could  the 

landlord  be  disposed  to  go  to  the  Court 

if  he  did  not  want  to  increase  the  rent  ? 

He  would  not  go  to  the  Court  to  get  the 

rent  reduced.     If  the  tenant  £d  not 

want  to  go  to  the  Court  to  get  the  rent 

reduced,  he  would  assuredly  not  go  to 

get  it  increased.    The  motive  for  putting 

ne  dause  in  its  present  form  was  that 

it  indicated  that  if  the  landlord  did  wish 

his  rent  increased,  the  better  course  for 

him  would  be  to  propose  the  increase  he 


thought  right,  and  then,  if  he  und  his 
tenants  could  not  agree,  to  go  to  the 
Court. 

Thb  Eahl  of  derby  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  Amendment  very  material ; 
but  he  thought  the  landlord  who  desired 
to  protect  himself  ought  to  have  the 
opportunity  afforded  him  of  going  to  the 
Cfourt,  even  though  he  had  never  enter- 
tained the  idea  of  raising  his  rent.  He 
might  wish  to  sell  his  estate,  and  to  be 
able  to  state  the  amount  of  the  rental  as 
it  would  stand  in  future. 

Thb  Duke  of  ABOYLL  pointed  out 
there  was  another  occasion  when  a  land- 
lord might  wish  to  go  to  the  Court,  and 
that  was  when  he  was  denounced  by  the 
Land  League  as  a  rack-renter.  It  was 
well  known  that  over  and  over  again 

Srofessional  agitators  had  ffone  about 
enouncing  certain  landlords  as  rack- 
renters  ;  and  tenants,  as  an  excuse  for 
non-payment  of  their  rent,  said  they 
were  coerced  by  the  Land  League. 
Therefore,  he  could  conceive  the  land- 
lord wishing  to  ffo  to  the  Court  to  prove 
before  a  judici^  authority  that  he  was 
not  a  rack-renter.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive why  the  Government  should  debar 
him  from  doing  that. 

The  Eabl  of  BOSEBEBT  said,  the 
obvious  reason  for  the  limitation  in  this 
clause  was  that  the  Govemment,  as  he 
understood  it,  considered  that  the  Court 
was  a  necessary  evil.  They  wished  to 
encourage  recourse  to  it  as  little  as  pos- 
sible. He  hoped  the  Govemment  would 
stand  by  the  words  of  the  Bill. 

The  Eaul  of  KIMBEBLEY  said,  he 
could  not  admit  that  the  provision  in  the 
clause  was  unreasonable.  In  the  pre- 
sent relations  of  landlords  and  tenants 
in  Ireland  it  was  a  matter  of  doubtful 
policy  to  encourage  the  landlords  to  go 
to  the  Court  when  they  did  not  require  an 
increase  of  rent,  and  bring  their  tenants 
— generally  poorer  men  than  themselves 
— into  Court. 

Amendment  agreed  U. 

The  Maequess  of  SALI8BUBY 
moved,  in  page  8,  lines  20  and  31,  to 
leave  out  the  words  {**  and  having  regard 
to  the  interest  of  the  landlord  and  tenant 
respectively.")  Thev  had  been  embar- 
rassed frequently  in  dealing  with  this  Bill 
by  finding,  from  time  to  time,  strange 
phrases,  wnoUy  unintelligible  or  useless  in 
the  position  in  which  they  were  placed. 
They  had  never  hitherto  been  able  to 
obtain  from  the  Govemment  any  clear 
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or  satisfactory  account  of  these  carious 


fragments  occurring  in  various  parts  of*  given  to  them.     He  knew  that  a 


the  Bill;  and  they  were  compelled, 
therefore,  to  conclude  that  they  were 
really  the  seed-bed  in  which  legislation 
by  inadvertence  grew  up  —  that  they 
were  planted  there  with  a  purpose — not 
with  a  purpose,  but  an  accidental  inten- 
tion ^of  creatiiag  in  future  time  some 
right  for  some  favoured  class  at  the  cost 
of  Bome  other  class  The  words  he  had 
quoted  furnished  an  illustration.  They 
were  one  of  the  wandering  fragments 
to  which  he  had  referred.  If  the  Court 
was  not  composed  of  dishonest  men, 
why  should  they  be  told  that  they  were 
to  conaider  the  interests  of  the  parties 
before  them?  It  was  like  telling  a 
Judge  and  jury  to  consider  the  interesteof 
the  plaintiff  and  defendant  respectively. 
Thia  eurious  phrase  was  much  more  like 
the  end  of  a  lame  peroration  in  some  speech 
than  the  wording  of  a  sober  clause  in  a 
grave  and  important  Act  of  Parliament. 
Then ,  it  might  be  asked,  why  not  leave  it? 
Well,  Oouzts  of  Law  had  an  awkward 
tendency  to  imagine — it  was  very  foolish 
of  them— that  when  the  Legislature  said 
something^  it  meant  someming ;  and  if 
the  meaning  was  not  evident  in  the 
words,  they  would  seek  it  by  some 
mysterious  juxtaposition,  and  strive  to 
honour  the  Legislature  by  fixing  a 
meaniug  to  all  the  words  they  might 
use.  They  had  every  reason  to  believe, 
both  from  what  generally  took  place  in 
euch  cases,  and  from  what  they  had 
heard  from  Ireland,  that  some  meaning 
or  other — and  that  a  meaning  rather 
advantageous  to  the  tenant  than  the 
landlord  —  would  be  placed  on  this 
phrase  by  the  Court.  The  words  were 
either  surplusage,  or  worse  than  sur- 
pluBage,  If  surplusage,  they  had  better 
not  be  retained;  if  worse,  the  sooner 
they  were  got  rid  of  the  better. 

Lord  OAEUNGFOED  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  noble  Marquess 
attached  much  importance  to  this  Amend- 
ment or  not.  It  was  true  the  words 
were  not  the  words  of  the  Government ; 
they  were  introduced  by  the  House  of 
CommonB.  They  did  not  make  any  sub- 
stantial ohange.  The  Government  looked 
upon  them  as  nothing  but  a  general  in- 
Btruction  to  the  Court  to  give  both  par- 
ties a  fair  and  impartial  hearing.  He 
did  not  see  the  cause  for  alarm. 

The  Duke  op  ARGYLL  said,  the 
words  were  not  accepted  until  a^r  a 

Thfi  MarjueM  of  SaUihirff 


good  deal   of  consideration  had 


deal  of  suspicion  attached  to 
words ;  but  he  could  not  conceive 
As  originally  proposed,  the  (Govern 
believing  that  the  tenant  was  the  -m 
party,  and  required  special  protei 
the  Court  was  directea  to  oonaide 
interest  done ;  but  that  was  felt  1 
so  unfair  that  this  direction  wa 
tended  to  the  interest  of  the  Ian 
also. 

Eakl  CAIBNS  said,  it  was  pro] 
to  leave  out  the  words  altogether  ; 
in  the  interest  of  the  tenant  the  i 
were  inserted  as  they  now  stood  ii 
Bill. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  a 
was  it  not  right  that  the  Court  al 
have  regard  to  the  interest  of  the 
ant  and  to  the  interest  of  the  landl 
The  words  would  alleviate  dissatisfa 
among  the  smaller  tenants  in  Irel 
and  he  thought  their  Lordships  ^ 
act  wisely  in  retaining  them. 

Eabl  cairns  said,  the  words  ii 
clause  were  as  full  as  could  be  de 
without  the  words  objected  to. 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY  said, 
Amendment  was  verbal  and  unn 
sary,  and  he  hoped  it  would  nc 
agreed  to. 

The  Eabl  of  ANNESLEY  said, 
in  Ulster  the  value  of  tenant  right 
often  double  the  value  of  land ;  ai 
the  Court  had  regard  to  the  interee 
landlord  and  tenant,  as  indicated  bj 
fact,  the  landlord  might  be  ruined. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  i 
that  as  the  words  were  admitted  t 
surplusage,  he  was  afiraid  he  i 
divide  the  Committee. 

On  question.  That  the  words  prop 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  da 
Their  Lordships  dtviaed ;— Oontents 
Not-Contents  184  :  Majority  91. 


(X. 


Selbome,  L. 
eelior.) 

Gleyeland,  D. 
DevoDBhire,  D. 
Grafton,  D. 
Somenet,  D. 
Westmintter,  D. 

Ailesbury,  M. 
Northampton,  M. 

Airlie,  K 
Camperdown,  E, 


CONTENTS. 
Chan 


Dartrey,  £. 
Derby,  E. 
Fitzwilliam,  E. 
Eimberley,  K 
Minto,  £. 
Horlev,  E. 
Northorook,  E. 
Saint  Germans,  B 
Spencer,  E. 
Suffolk  and  Beria 
£. 


Sydney,  E. 
Yarb< 


arborongh,  E. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


809 


ZatuiJAiw 


{August  4,  1881 1 


^Ireland)  BiU. 


810 


Ckniertmry,  V. 
Fmhnonth,  Y. 
Gordon,  V.     iS^Ahtr- 
*      ) 


r,  V.  (D.JUin- 
sUr.) 
Powenooart»  V . 
Bherbrooke,  V. 
Tomngitoai,  y . 

Szeier,  L.  Bp. 

Aberdmxe,  Ij. 
Anmtlull,  li. 
AjUrarton,  L. 
Bdper,  L. 
BlAdif<»d,  L. 
Borle^L.  {E.Corkand 

Bnye,  ti. 
Breftdalbane,  L.     {B, 

Brmdalhtmt.) 
CUthorpe,  L. 
OunojTt,  L. 
Ou«w»  Li. 
Ckiiingf  <»d,  L. 
CuTiiigton,  L. 
Cknnotit,  L. 
CHlTord  of  Chudleigli, 

L. 
Gr«we,  L. 
Dacre,  L. 

DeMaoler,  L. 
Elnp/L.  \B.  Elgin  and 

Kineardins.) 
EmlY,L. 

Ettnck,  L.  {L,  Napier,) 
UngalUL.  {E.FingaU,) 
Fotey,  L. 
Gnuuod,  L.    (£.  6^a- 

nmd,) 
Qrerille,  L. 
Haie,L.  [£,  ZUtoioel,) 
Hatheiton,  L. 


Houghton,  L. 

Eenmare,  L.  (B,  Ken- 
mare.) 

Eemy,  L.  {B.Dunraven 
and  Mount-Earl.) 

LawrenoOi  Ij. 

Leigh,  L. 

Limnore,  L.  (F.  Lie- 
more.) 

Loftti8,L.    (M.Bfy.) 

Lovat,  L. 

Lyttelton,  L. 

Methaen,  L. 

Honok,  L.  (F.  JToiM^ife.) 

Monoreiff,  L. 

Monson,  L.    [7V/i^.] 

Monteagle  of  Brandon, 
li. 

Napier,  L. 

0'Hagan,L. 

Ponaonby,  L.  (B.  Beee- 
boronj/h.) 

Bamaay,  L.  (B.  DaU 
koueie.) 

fiibblesdale,  L. 

Boeebory,  L.  {B.  Boee- 

Sandhurst,  L. 
Sayo  and  Solo,  Ij. 
Sefton,  L.  {B.  Srfton.) 
Skene,  L.    (B.  Fife.) 
Somerton,  L.  {B.  Nor- 

manton.) 
Strafford,  L.     {V.  Bn~ 

JMd.) 
Sadelev,  L. 
Suffield,  L. 
Sundridge,  L.  (B,  Ar- 

Thnrlow,  L. 
Vernon,  L. 
Waveney,  L. 
Wenlock,  L. 
Wolverton,  L. 
Wrottealey,  L. 


N0T-C0NTBNT8. 


Beaufort,  D. 
Bockingham  andChan- 

dot,5. 
Leeds,  B. 
Manchester,  D. 
HarlborooA^  D. 
Norfolk,  B. 
Nocthnmberland,  B. 
BichmondfD. 
Sutherland,  B. 
Wemngton,B. 

Aheroom,  H.  (i>.  Aher- 

tern.) 
Abergavenny,  H. 
Bristol,  M. 
Bxflter,  If. 
Hartford,  M. 
BsUsbory.H. 
Whtchester,  H. 

A]iiharst,K 
Annesley,  K 
Bsndoi^k 
Bitea^K 


Beanchamp,  E. 
Belmore,  £. 
Bradford,  E. 
Brownlow,  E. 
Oadogan,  E. 
Cairns,  E. 
Caledon,  E. 
Carnarvon,  E, 
Clonmell,  E. 
Coventry,  E. 
Benbigh,  E. 
Bevon,  E. 
Boncastor,  E.  (D.  Bue- 

eleuch    and    Queens- 

berry.) 
Eldon,  E. 
Ellesmere,  E. 
Fevenham,  E. 
Oainsborongh,  E. 
Haddington,  E. 
Hardwicke,  E. 
Harewood,E. 
Lanesborongh,  E. 
Lathom,  E.     ITeller.] 
LeTea  aadMelvillet  E. 


Lovelace,  E. 
Lytton,  E. 
Macclesfield,  E. 
Mansfield,  E. 
Manvers,  E. 
Mar  and  Eellie,  E. 
Morton,  E. 
Monnt  Edgcumbe,  E. 
Nelson,  E. 
Onslow,  E. 

Pembroke  and  Mont- 
gomery, E. 
PowiSjE. 
Badnor,  E. 
Bavensworth,  E« 
Redesdale,  E. 
Romney,  K 


Bosslyn,  E. 
Sandwidi,  E. 
Somen,  E. 
Sondes,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Strange,  E.  {D.Athol.) 
Strathmore  and  Eing- 

hom,  E. 
Verulam,  E. 
Waldegrave,  E. 
Zetland,  E. 

Clancarty,  V.  (B.  Clan- 

early.) 
Combermere,  V. 
Cranbrook,  V. 
Boneraile,  V. 
Oouffh,  V. 
Haroinge,  Y. 
Hawarden,  V.  ITeller.} 
Hereford,  V. 
Hill,V. 
Hood,V. 
Hutchinson,   V.      {B. 

Donouffhtnore.) 
Lifford,  V. 
Melville,  V. 
Sidmoutii,  y. 
Templetown,  Y. 

St.  Albans,  L.  Bp. 

Abinger,  L. 

Alington,  L. 

AmherstyL.  ( VMohnee- 
dale.) 

Annaly,  L. 

Ardilaun,  L. 

Arundellof  Wardonr, 
L. 

Aahford,  L.  (V.Bury.) 

Aveland,  L. 

Bateman,  L. 

Beaumont,  L. 

Borthwick,  L. 

Botreaux,  L.  (B.  Lou- 
doun.) 

BraboumO)  li. 

Brancepeth,  L.     (F. 
Boyne.) 

Brodnck.Jj.iV.Midle- 
ton.) 

Carysf ort,  L.  (B.  Caryt- 

Oartlcrmalne,  L. 


Chelmsford,  L. 
Clements,  L.    (B.  Lei* 

trim.) 
Clifton,  L.    (E.  Dam* 

ley.) 
Clinton,  L. 
Cloncnrry,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Colville  of  Culroes,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 
Be  L'lsle  and  Budley, 

L. 
deRos,  L. 
Bigby,  L. 
Binevor,  L. 
Bonington,  L. 
Bunsandle  and  Clan- 

conal,  L. 
Bunsany,  L. 
Ellenborough,  L. 
Elphinstone,  L. 
Foxford,  L.  (E,  Lime^ 

riek.) 
Gage,  L.    (F.  Oaye.) 
Gormanston,  L.     (F. 

Oormantton.) 
Grey  de  Raddiffe,  L. 

(F.  Oreyde  JFilton.) 
Harlech,  L. 
Hartismere,L.  {L.Hen- 

niker.) 
Hay,  L.   {B.  Kinnoul.) 
Heytesbury,  L. 
Howard  de  Walden,  L. 
Hylton,  L. 
Inchiquin,  L. 
Eenlis.  L.    {M.  Head* 

fort.) 
Eer,  L.    ( JT  Lothian.) 
Kintore,L.  (i^.Ztfilorf .) 

Leconfield,  L. 
Londesborough,  L. 
Level  and  Holland,  L. 

{B.  Eymont.) 
Lyveden,  L. 
Manners,  L. 
Massy,  L. 
Monteagle,    L. 

Sligo^ 
Moore,  L. 

heda.) 
Northwick,  L. 
Norton,  L. 
O'Neill,  L. 
Oranmore  and  Browne^ 

L. 
Ormathwaite,  L. 
Ormonde,  L.    (Jf.  Or* 

monde.) 
Penrhyn,  L. 
Plunket,  L. 
Poltimore,  L. 
Raglan,  L. 
Ranforly,  L.  IB.  Ran* 

MhfS 

Rayleigh,  L. 


(Jf. 
{M.I>rog* 


/,L. 
Rowton,L. 
Saokville,L. 
Salter8ford,L.  {B.Cour* 

town.) 
Saltoan,  L. 


811 


Zand  Law 


(LOBDS] 


(Irdand)  BiU. 


812 


Sandys,  L. 

Scandale,  L. 

Shute,  L.      (r.  Bar- 

rington,) 
SomerhiU,  L.  {M,  Clan-. 

rieards.S 
Stanley  oi  Alderley,  L. 
Stewart  of  Garlies,  L. 

{E.  Galloway,) 
Stratheden  and  Camp- 

beU,  L. 
Strathnaim,  L. 
Strathspey,  L.  {E,  Sea^ 

field.) 
Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 


Templemore,  L. 
Tollemache,  L, 
Tredegar,  L. 
Trevor,  L. 
Tyrone,  L.  [M,  Water^ 

ford,) 
Vontry,  L. 
Vivian,  L. 
Wentworth,  L. 
Westbury,  L. 
Willoughby  de  Broke, 

L. 
Wimbome,  L. 
Windsor,  L. 
Wynford,  L. 


The  Eakl  of  PEMBROKE  moved, 
in  page  8,  line  23,  after  ('*  rent,")  to 
insert— 

C'  Provided  always,  that  where  application  is 
made  to  the  court  under  this  section  in  respect 
of  any  tenancv,  and  the  court  is  of  opinion  that 
the  tenant  of  the  holding  in  which  such  ten- 
ancy subsiflts,  or  his  predecessors  in  title,  has  or 
have  caused  or  suffei^  such  holding  to  become 
deteriorated,  contrary  to  the  express  or  implied 
conditions  constituting  the  contract  of  tenancy, 
the  court  may  refuse  the  application,  or  ma^ 
postpone  the  further  hearing  of  the  same  until 
after  the  performance  by  the  tenant  of  such 
conditions  as  the  court  may  think  proper.") 

He  Baid,  that  this  Amendment  was  a 
very  important  one.  Its  obiect  was  to 
prevent  the  deterioration  of  the  holding. 
One  of  the  greatest  dangers  which  wouM 
arise  under  the  Act  was  that  it  would 
hold  out  a  strong  temptation  to  the  ten- 
ant to  allow  his  farm  to  get  into  a  bad 
condition  during  the  last  year,  with  the 
view  of  obtaining  a  lower  rent  for  the 
next  15  years.  The  Irish  landlords  had 
a  right  to  demand  that  they  should  be 
protected  against  that  kind  of  thing.  He 
doubted  whether,  as  the  Bill  stood,  the 
Court  would  hold  that  such  conduct  was 
''  unreasonable  "  within  the  meaning  of 
the ' '  eqmties  "  clause,  and  would,  on  that 

f round,  refuse  a  statutory  term.  The 
mendment  was  the  outcome  of  persons 
who  had  thoroughly  considered  the  sub- 
ject. It  would  be  a  wise  and  fair  way 
of  meeting  a  difficulty,  and  no  honest 
tenant  in  Ireland  need  fear  anything 
whatever  from  it. 

LoBD  GAELINOFOKD  said,  that  such 
a  case  as  was  contemplated  in  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  prevented  by  Clause  8, 
which  provided  that  where  the  Court 
was  of  opinion  that  the  conduct  of  either 
landlord  or  tenant  had  been  unreason- 
able, the  Court  might  refuse  the  appli- 
cation or  accede  to  it,  subject  to  certain 
oonditionB. 

Amendment  agrnd  to. 


Lord  VENTBT  moved,  in  page  8, 
line  23,  after  ("rent,")  insert- 
er Provided  always,  that  the  court  shall  not 
entertain  an  application  made  under  this  sectioii 
by  any  tenant  who  owes  more  than  ono-balf 
year's  rent  until  satisfied  that  such  tenant  has 
tendered  to  his  landlord  within  one  year  pnvioni 
to  his  making  such  application  a  sum  or  Bums 
equivalent  to  one  year's  rent  of  his  holding.") 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  the 
Amendment  was  inconsistent  with  the 
intentions  and  with  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill. 

Lord  YENTRY  pointed  out  that  the 
Amendment  ran  on  the  same  lines  as 
the  clause  relating  to  arrears  of  rent. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB 
moved,  in  sub-section  3,  which  provides 
that  where  the  judicial  rent  of  any  pre- 
sent tenancy  has  been  fixed  by  the  Court 
such  present  tenancy  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  a  tenancy  subject  to  statutory  con- 
ditions, to  leave  the  following  words 
out:  — 

(*'With  this  modification,  that,  during  the 
statutory  term  in  a  present  tenancy  consequent 
on  the  &:st  determination  of  a  ju<ncial  rent  of 
that  tenancy  by  the  court,  application  bv  the 
landlord  to  authorise  the  resumption  of  the 
holding  or  part  thereof  by  him  for  some  purpose 
having  relation  to  the  good  of  the  holding  or  of 
the  estate,  shall  not  be  entertained  by  the  court, 
subject  nevertheless  to  the  provisions  in  this 
Act  contained  for  the  benefit  of  labourers  in 
respect  of  cottages,  gardens,  or  allotments.  Pro- 
vided also,  that  such  application  for  resumption 
may  be  entertained  by  the  court,  if  it  is  satisfied 
that  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  the  reversion 
expectant  on  the  determination  of  a  lease  of  the 
holding  ¥ras  purchased  by  the  landlord  or  his 
predecessors  m  title  with  a  view  of  letting  or 
otherwise  disposing  of  the  land  for  builcung 
purposes  on  the  determinatiun  of  such  lease,  SBd 
that  it  is  bon&  fide  required  by  him  for  siu^ 
purpose.'*) 

He  remarked  that  he  could  discover  no 
reason  for  drawing  this  distinction  be- 
tween the  first  statutory  term  of  15 
years  and  a  subsequent  term. 

LoBD  CARUNGFOBD  said,  he  oould 
not  consent  to  the  Amendment.  The  GkH 
vernment  thought  it  of  mat  importanoe 
that  every  tenant  in  Irdand  should  feel 
that  he  had  it  in  his  power  to  obtain 
a  fixed  term  of  at  least  15  years,  not 
liable  to  the  chances  of  resumption  by 
the  landlord. 

The  Duke  of  ABOYLL  was  entire^ 
at  a  loss  to  understand  what  objeot  the 
Oovenmient  bad  in  patting  so  neafjra 
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penalty  noon  landlords  as  thiEtt  proposed 
Dj  the  3rd  sub-section  of  the  clause. 

Thx  Mabqxtbss  of  SALISBURY  re- 
marked, Uiat  the  object  of  the  Gtovem- 
ment  was  to  show  the  tenantry  of  Ire- 
land that  they  were  extremely  zealous 
in  punishing  the  Irish  landlord ;  and  the 
Srd  sub-section,  which  the  Gbvemment 
wished  to  retain,  was  an  example  of  their 
zeal  in  that  direction. 

Thb  Eabl  of  EIMBESLEY  said,  the 
object  of  the  clause  wasof  the^eatestim- 
pcntance  in  the  estimation  of  uie  Govern- 
ment.   Its  object  was  to  give  the  tenants 
of  Ireland  15  years'  rest;   and  if  the 
noUe  Marquess  thought  that  a  laughing 
matter,  those  who  were  responsible  for 
the  government  of  the  country  took  a 
Afferent  view.     He  might  remind  the 
Committee  that  nearly  all  their  Lordships 
were  landlords.    They  might  not  agree 
with  many  of  the  tenants'  ideas  on  the 
subject — and  he  certainly  did  not  agree 
wim   them    all  —  but   it   was   unrea- 
sonable to    think    that   because    their 
Lordships  held  certain  views  that  they 
were  to  dominate  entirely  over  the  opi- 
nions of  all  who  were  concerned  in  a 
Bettlement  of  this  question.    He  warned 
their  Lordships   m>m  looking  at    the 
matter  in  sucn  a  light;   and  as  there 
was  an  obvious   reason   why  Ireland 
should  have  a  respite  from  disturbance 
for  15  years,  he  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  not  resist  the  retention  of  the 
words  proposed  to  be  omitted. 

Thb  £abl  of  ATRLTE  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Thb  Duke  of  ABQYLL  said,  he  quite 
imderstood  the  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment. But  the  unrest  of  Ireland  was 
not  due  to  the  inequality  of  the  laws,  for 
Uie  Prime  Minister  himself  had  said  that 
the  laws  of  Ireland  were  more  favour- 
able to  the  tenant  than  those  of  any 
other  country.  The  imrest  was  caused 
by  the  false  doctrines  which  had  been 
preached  in  Ireland,  and  which  had  been 
encouraged  by  the  language  of  Minis- 
ters. It  was  most  important  that  this 
privilege  should  be  left  to  the  owners  of 
land  for  the  good  of  the  country.  He 
ooold  not  support  the  Amendment,  be- 
cause he  did  not  think  it  fair  and  just, 
and  he  wanted  nothing  to  be  given  to 
the  hmdlord  that  was  not  fair  and  just. 

Thb  Eabi.  OF  ANNESLEY  asked,  how 
it  was  possible  to  expect  to  obtain  a  re- 
spite mmi  the  agitation  existing  in  Lre- 
wd  if  th^  refosed  Booh  an  Amondment 
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as  thid,  ^hlch  would  prevent  landlords 
from  having  the  power  Of  doing  good  to 
the  country  when  tiiey  wished  f 

Thb  LOBD  OHANOELLOB  said, 
that  he  would  be  exceedingly  glad  to 
believe  that  there  would  be  a  respite  to 
agitation.  Nothing  would  be  more  grati- 
fying to  all  of  them,  and  it  was  simdiy  to 
bring  about  that  result  that  the  oimae 
was  framed.  They  felt  that,  as  land- 
lords, it  was  necessary  that  they  should 
make  some  little  saonfice  to  avoid  fric- 
tion as  liar  as  possible.  They  therefore 
thought  it  well  to  postpone  fbt  a  titine 
the  exercise  of  those  privileges  of  the 
landlord,  which,  fliough  in  themselves 
reasonable,  might  cause  great  harm  if 
too  freely  exercised. 

Eabl  FOBTESOUE  said,  that,  for  i3ie 
first  time,  he  would  vote  with  the  Govern- 
ment. There  was  a  good  deal  in  the 
reasons  they  had  given ;  but  there  was 
no  justice  in  the  course  they  proposed  to 
take.  He  was  afraid  that  the  ijK>vem- 
ment  were  too  hopeful  in  thinking  that 
there  would  be  a  respite  of  agitation. 

On  question.  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  clause  ? 
Their  Lordships  tfM^fdl^i:— Contents  77; 
Not-Oontents  195  :  Majority  118. 
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dOB,I). 

Oitifton,  D. 
X^eedis,  D. 
Manchester,  D. 
Marlborough,  D. 
Norfolk,  D. 
Northumberland,  D. 
Portland,  D. 
Richmond,  D. 
Somerset,  D. 
Sutherland,  D, 
WeHington,  D. 

Aborcom,  M.  (2>.  Abtr* 

e&m.) 
AbiKTgavenny,  M. 
Bristol,  M. 
E3tflti;r,  M. 
Hertford,  M. 
Lanadowne,M.  [Teller,} 
Saliabury,  M. 
Winchester,  M. 

AirHe»  E. 
Amherst,  E. 
Auaesley,  E. 
B&ndon,  E. 
Bathurst,  E. 
Botiuchiuoip,  E. 
Bdmore,  E. 
Bradford,  E. 
Bro  willow,  E. 
C&dogan,  E. 
CairDB,  E. 
Oaledon,K 
Oamperdown,  E. 
Caraarron,  E. 
donmell,  E. 
Coventry,  E. 
Denbigh,  E. 
Be  von,  E. 
Doncaster,  E.  (D.  Sue* 

etmeh    and    Queens^ 

herry,) 
BldoD,  E. 
ELleflmere,  E. 
Fc  vexsham,  E. 
Gainsborongh,  K 
Haddington,  E. 
Miirdwioke,  E. 
BarewoodyE. 


Ilchester,  E. 
Jersey,  E. 
Lanesborongh,  E. 
Lathom,  E.    [Teller,] 
Leven  and  Melville,  E. 
Loyelace,  E. 
livtton,  E. 
MACclesfield.  E. 
Mansfield,  E. 
Manyers,  E. 
Mar  and  Eellie,  E. 
Morton,  E. 
Mount  Edgcumbe,  E. 
Nelson,  E. 
Onslow,  K 
Pembroke  and  Mont- 

gomOTV,  E. 
Powis,E. 
Badnor,  E. 
Ravensworth,  E. 
Redesdale,  E. 
Romney,  E. 
Rosse,  E. 
Bos8lyn,E. 
Somers,  E. 
Sondes,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Strange,E.  (D.^^AoZ.) 
Stratmnore  and  Eing- 

hom,  E. 
Suffolk  and  Berkshire, 

E. 
Yerulam,  E. 
Waldegrave,  E. 
Winton,  E.  {E,  Eglin- 

Unm,) 
Zetland,  E. 

Clancarty,  V.  {E,  Clan- 

early,) 
CombOTmere,  Y. 
Cranbrook,  Y. 
Doneraile,  Y. 
Gk)Uffh,  Y. 

H^^^^,Y. 
Hereford,  Y. 
Hill,Y. 
Hood,Y. 
Hutchinson,    Y.     {E. 

Jhnoughmwe.) 
Lifford,  Y. 
MelyiUe,Y. 


Sherbrooke,  Y. 
Sidmouth,  Y. 
Templetown,  Y. 

St.  Albans,  L.  Bp. 

Abinger,  L. 
Amherst,L.  (  V^SblmeS' 

dale.) 
Annaly,  L. 
Aydilftw",  Ij; 
Amndell  of  Wardour, 

L. 
Ashford,  L.  (F.  Bury,) 
Aveland,  L. 
Balfour  of  Burlei|i^,  L. 
Bateman,  L. 
Beaumont,  L. 
Berth  wick,  L. 
Botreaux,  L.  {E,  Lou» 

d<nm,) 
Braboume,  L. 
Branoepeth,    L.     ( F. 

Boyne,) 
Brodrick,L.(F.irtV^- 

tOH,) 

Car3rsfort,L.  {E,Caryt' 

fart.) 
Castlemaine,  L. 
Chelmsford,  L. 
Clements,  L.    (E,  Lei' 

trim.) 
Clifton,L.  {E.Damley.) 
Clinton,  L. 
Cloncuiry,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Colville  of  CulrosB,  L. 
Cottesloe,  L. 
Crofton,  L. 
De  Freyne,  L. 
De  L'liue  and  Dudley, 

li. 
de  Ros,  L. 
Digby,  L, 
DinoTor,  L. 
Donington,  L. 
Dunsandle  and  Clan* 

conal,  L. 
Dunsany,  L. 
Ellenborough,  L. 
Elphinstone,  L. 
Foxford,L.  {E.  Lime- 
rick.) 
Gage,  L.    (V.  Qaye.) 
Gk>rmanston,  L.     (F. 

OormanetoH.) 
Grey  de  Radoliffe,  L. 

(F.  Orey  de  WilUm.) 
Harlech,  L. 
Hartismere,  L.  ( L,  Ben- 

niker.) 
Hatherton,  L. 
Hay,  L.   {E.  Kinnoul.) 
Heytesbury^L. 
Howard  de  Walden,  h. 
Hylton,  L. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  SAUSBIT] 
that  the  Amendment  he  now 
move  was  complementary  to  on 
had  been  alreadv  aooepted.  It 
waa  to  oaizy  faxther  flie  ezoeptii 
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vith  regard  to  Engliah-mana^^  estates. 
By  the  Amendment  made  m  the  Ist 
danse,  it  was  decided  that  free  sale 
should  not  exist  upon  English-managed 
flttatesy  and  the  Amendment  which  he 
wts  now  aboat  to  propose  would  exempt 
nch  estates  from  application  to  the 
Gout  to  fix  a  judicial  rent.  It  was 
nmecessaxy  to  argue  at  length  in  favour 
of  this  exemption.  For  many  years  a 
peat  deal  of  money  had  been  expended 
u  hrinsing  those  estates  up  to  the  leTol 
of  Knglish  estates,  and  unless  this  ex- 
ception was  made,  such  efforts  would  be 
disooaraffed.  He  begged  to  move  in 
iwe  9,  Bne  14,  to  leaye  out  (''  may  if  it 
Sunk  fit ")  in  order  to  insert  («  shaU  if 
the  landlord  so  requires.'') 

LoBD  CAHLINGFOBD  said,  he  would 
be  willing  to  accept  the  Amendment  if 
the  noble  Marquess  would  consent  to 
zetain  the  words  with  regard  to  the  im- 
prorements  that  they  should  be  "  sub- 
■tantially  maintained." 

The  Mabquess  of  8ALISBT7BY  said, 
that,  practically,  the  improvements  were 
msintained  by  Uie  landlord ;  but  if  the 
taoant  occasionally  cleared  out  a  ditch, 
it  might  be  alleged  that  the  improve- 
Bsnts  were  not  substantially  maintained 

iby  the  landlord. 
The  £ael  of   KIMBERLEY  said, 
Aat  the  word  ''  substantially  "  implied 
Aat  the  landlord  in  the  main  maintained 
the  improrements. 

The  Duke  of  ABQTLL  remarked, 
flat  in  Scotland  the  tenant  was  under 
the  obligation  to  maintain  the  improye- 
BMHitB,  sabject  to  wear  and  tear.  What 
he  wanted  to  know  was  whether  the 
vootd  ''  substantial "  was  put  in  to  give 
ease  to  the  Court  in  its  interpretation  of 
the  dansOi  or  whether,  on  the  contraxy, 
it  was  intended  to  make  it  more  rigid  r 
Lord  LEOONFIELD  objected  to  the 
ue  of  the  wend  ''  substantial,"  on  the 
groond  that  if  it  were  employed  the  ten- 
aat  might,  under  the  clause,  require  the 
Ividlord  to  carry  out  any  substantial 
npaizB  which  were  rendered  necessary 
I    \s  flie  neglect  of  the  former. 

r      Amendment  agreed  to. 

I  lABDCABLINOFOBDmoyed,inpage 
■  !,■&»  sub-section  (5.)  insert  as  a  sepa- 
W  nteiab-seetion — 

^^  Jt*^  Mject  to  mlM  made  under  this  Act, 
^^  ■ikaDart  sad  tenant  of  any  present  tenancy 
v^MditUi  Act  applies,  may,  at  any  time  if 
'       riiaofcrnjeottoaitatutoryterm, 


or  if  the  tenancy  is  subject  to  a  statutory  term, 
then  may,  during  the  last  twelve  months  of  such 
term,  by  writing  under  their  hands,  agree  and 
declare  what  is  then  the  fair  rent  of  the  hold- 
ing; and  such  agreement  and  declaration  on 
bemg  tiled  in  court  in  the  prescribed  manner, 
shall  have  the  same  effect  and  consequences  in 
all  r€»pects  as  if  the  rent  so  agreed  on  were  a 
judicial  rent  fixed  by  the  courii  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act." 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  ex- 
pressed approval  of  the  Amendment. 
Amendment  agreed  to, 

LoED  INCHIQUIN  moved  to  insert, 
in  page  9,  line  39,  after  the  word 
("term,")— 

(*'  IVovided,  that  nothing  in  this  section  shall 
apply  in  the  case  of  any  tenancy  in  a  holding 
the  rent  payable  in  respect  of  which  amounts 
to  or  exceeds  one  hundred  pounds.") 

The  Maequess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord 
was  one  of  the  greatest  importance,  and 
he  had  looked  forward  to  its  being 
pressed  in  their  Lordships'  House.  His 
mterest  in  it  was  the  greater  because  it 
was  moved  by  a  near  Kelative  of  his  in 
"another  place,"  where  it  received  a 
large  amount  of  independent  support. 
The  arraments  brought  forward  in  sup- 
port of  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  un- 
answerable. On  the  one  hand,  it  affected 
only  a  very  small  number  of  tenants, 
and  on  the  other  it  recognized  a  prin- 
ciple upon  which,  till  now,  they  had  al- 
ways insisted — the  principle  that  these 
large  tenants  were  men  perfectly  able 
to  protect  their  own  interests  and  not 
requiring  the  protection  of  exceptional 
legislation.  They  could  not,  however, 
consider  the  proposal  on  its  merits  alone. 
When  it  was  made  in  **  another  place  " 
it  encoimtered  the  strenuous  opposition 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  who  founded  his 
opposition  on  the  statement  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  agreed  to,  and  these 
12,000  tenants  excepted  from  the  bene- 
fit of  this  clause,  there  would  remain  in 
Ireland  a  focus  round  which  the  discon- 
tent of  the  future  would  centre,  and 
which  would  prevent  the  Bill  from  hav- 
ing the  good  effect  which  he  anticipated 
for  it.  These  words  were,  no  doubt, 
weighed  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  it 
was  their  Lordships'  duty  to  weigh 
them  also.  They  must  look  forward  to 
the  events  with  which  they  were  likely 
to  be  brought  face  to  face  during  the 
coming  winter.  He  could  see  no  rea- 
son for  anticipating  that  this  Bill  would 
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allay  the  agitation  now  prevalent  in 
Ireland.  Abeady  there  were  sinister 
indications  that  that  agitation  was 
likely  to  be  renewed  in  a  shape  not  less 
dangerous  than  that  which  it  had 
hitherto  assumed.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, what  would  happen  if  this 
Amendment  were  insisted  on?  The 
agitation  would  continue,  and  they 
would  be  told  that  it  was  attributable 
to  the  alteration  made  in  the  Bill  by 
their  Lordships.  They  had  already  had 
some  experience  of  the  manner  in  which 
tGe  House  of  Lords  **  mutilations"  had 
been  misrepresented,  and  they  might 
depend  upon  it  that  in  this  case  the  agi- 
tation would  be  justified  as  a  legitimate 
protest  against  their  Lordships'^  action. 
There  was  another  reason  which  in- 
duced him  to  think  that  this  Amendment 
might  be  dispensed  with.  They  had  al- 
ready inserted  in  the  Bill  provisions 
dealing  specially  with  holdings  which 
had  been  improved  by  the  landlords,  and 
in  a  later  part  of  the  measure  an  Amend- 
ment would  be  moved  dealing  with  the 
question  of  leases.  Both  of  these 
Amendments  would  principallv  affect 
the  larger  holders,  whom  the  noble  Lord 
wished  to  exclude.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  ventured  to  ask  his  noble 
Friend  whether  the  inconvenience  which 
might  arise  from  the  acceptance  of  his 
Amendment  might  not  outweigh  any 
advantages  to  be  derived  from  it  by  the 
landlords? 

The  Marquess  op  WATERFORD 
hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  withdraw 
his  Amend^nent.  If  the  line  were  to  be 
drawn  anywhere  it  ought  to  be  at  £20  ; 
but  it  was  the  larger  tenants  whoso 
number  it  was  desirable  to  increase,  and 
to  agree  to  the  Amendment  would  be  to 
discourage  men  from  taking  or  buying 
holdings  of  £100  in  value. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  he  was  disposed  to  join  in  the  ap- 
peal made  to  the  noble  Lord.  If  the 
Amendment  were  inserted  the  tenants 
to  whom  it  applied  would  think  after 
the  language  of  the  Prime  Minister  that 
the  vote  of  the  House  was  specially 
levelled  against  them.  The  advantage 
to  the  landlords  would  be  very  slight, 
and  would  not  compensate  for  the  dis- 
content and  disaffection  which  it  would 
excite. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  heartUy  con- 
curred in  what  had  been  said  against 
the  Amendment.    The  tenants  against 

Thf  Matqueu  of  Zansdowno 


whom  it  was  directed  were  the  very  men 
whom  the  Government  wished  to  protect, 
for  they  wore  the  tenants  who  were  most 
ready  to  make  their  own  improvements, 
and  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  would 
be  to  discourage  them  from  laying  out 
any  of  their  capital  on  their  holding^. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

Lord  VENTRY  moved,  in  page  9, 
line  39,  after  C**  term  ")  insert- 
er Provided  that  if  tho  tenant  has  not  beforo 
the  expiration  of  tho  statutory  term  paid  and 
satisfied  the  rent  payable  during  the  same  a 
further  statutory  term  shall  not  commence,  and 
the  tenant  shall  become  a  future  tenant.") 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
said,  he  hoped  the  Amendment  would 
not  be  pressed. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

House  resumed ;  and  to  be  again  in 
Committee  To-morrow. 


•     ECCLESIASTICAL  COURTS  REGULATIOK 
BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Parliament 
holden  in  the  Third  and  Fourth  Years  of  the 
reign  of  Uer  present  Majesty,  chapter  ninety- 
three — Was  presented  by  The  Earl  Beaucuamp  ; 
read  1».     (No.  201.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

One  o'clock  a.m.,  till 

Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  4th  August,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  JEUpoH — 

RaUways  [No.  374]. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee— Abmy  EiTi* 

MATE8. 

Resolutions  [August  3]  reported. 
Public  Bills — Second  Riding — Irish  Ghvich 
Act  Amendment  [235]  ;  Corrupt  Practioei 
(Suspension  of  Elections)  [238]  ;  Bxitidi 
Honduras  (Court  of  App^)  [283] ;  PedbM 
(Certificates)  [2841;  Univeisitiefl  (Sootiud) 
Kegistration  of  Parliamentary  Votfin,    4bQ» 

Withdrawn— VooT  Relief  and  Audit  of  Aecoaati 
(Scotland)  {xe-eomm.)  *  [239] ;  Exemptioa 
from  Distress  1116] ;  Canal  Boats  Act  (1877) 
Am«CLdm6nt*fL97j. 
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WITHDRA  WAL  OF  RE80L UTION. 

POUGE  SUPERANNUATION  (GREAT 
BRITAIN). 

OoLosncL  ALEXANDER  said,  that 
akhoDsli  he  had  for  the  fourth  time 
Mcured  the  first  place  for  his  Motion  re- 
ipec^ng  Police  Superannuation,  he  did 
not  intend  to  bring  it  forward,  and  for 
two  reasons — first,  because  he  did  not 
viih  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  GoTem- 
noit  in  their  natural  desire  to  obtain 
8v^y,  especially  at  this  period  of  the 
jetr;  and,  secondly,  on  account  of  the 
snaroidable  absence  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bsr  for  West  Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibhetson),  who  presided  over  the  Select 
Oommittee  which  was  appointed  by  the 
kke  Ooyemment,  and  wno  was  anxious 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion.  He  re- 
netted  this  the  more  because  he  believed 
me  Home  Secretary  intended  to  accept 
the  principle  of  the  Motion ;  but  if  next 
Session  the  Government  did  not  deal 
with  the  subject  of  Police  Superannua- 
tion, both  in  England  and  Scotland,  he 
■bonld  be  prepared  to  brins  forward  the 
Bssolution  of  which  he  had  already 
given  Notice. 

QUESTIONS. 


BULGARIA— ARREST  OF  M.  ZANKOFF. 

Mn.  LABOnCHEBE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  confirma- 
tion of  the  statement  in  the  public 
joomals,  that  M.  Zancoff,  the  President 
of  tiie  late  Ministry  in  Bulgaria,  has 
been  arrested ;  and,  whether,  if  so,  he 
win  instract  Her  Majesty's  Kepresenta- 
tive  in  that  country,  to  urge  that  M. 
Zanooff  be  secured  in  every  respect  the 
Oonatitational  and  le^  rights  assured 
to  him  by  the  Constitution  which  was 
adopted  by  Bulgaria  in  1878  with  the 
fionciurenee  of  SH  the  GFreat  Powers  ? 

See  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  ;  Sir, 
seeoidinff  to  the  information  received 
\n  Mr.  lisacelles  from  the  Bulgarian 
Mmister  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Mr.  Zan- 
Mr.  Slaveikoff,  after  leaving 
held  meetings  at  various  places 
kmodtion  to  the  new  order  of  things ; 
aa  cm  their  arrival  at  Plevna,  which  is 
k  a  state  of  siege,  the  authorities  placed 
ftsB  moAm  anest,  and  infbrmed  them 


that  they  were  not  to  remain  in  the 
town.  On  their  expressing  a  wish  to 
proceed  to  Rustchut,  they  were  set  at 
liberty  and  allowed  to  go  there. 

TOST    OFFICE  —  ^lETROrOLITAN 
LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr.  SCHREIBER  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether,  before  the  Post 
Office  Vote  is  taken,  he  will  arrange  to  re- 
ceive a  deputation  from  the  Metropolitan 
letter  carriers,  who  desire  to  be  heard 
by  him  in  support  of  the  statements 
contained  in  their  Petitions  of  the  26th 
April? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  could  only  repeat  what  he  had  already 
stated  on  this  subject.  He  had  received 
numerous  Memorials  from  the  letter- 
carriers  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
and  those  Memorials  were  now  being 
carefully  considered.  As  yet  he  had  not 
found  it  necessary  to  supplement  the 
statements  contained  in  them  by  personal 
interview ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  unable 
to  accede  to  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  would  receive  a  depu- 
tation. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION  —  THE  NEW 
ROYAL  WARRANT— PURCHASE  LIEU- 
TENANTS AND  CAPTAINS. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  he  would  explain 
why  a  purchase  lieutenant,  who  may 
possibly  have  invested  about  £800  in 
the  State,  is  not  allowed  some  recom- 
pense on  compulsory  retirement  for  the 
retention  of  that  sum,  while  a  purchase 
captain  with  (say)  £2,400  invested  in  the 
State  is  allowed  £100  a-year  for  life  for 
its  use  on  being  compulsorily  retired  ? 

Mr.  CHnJ)ER8  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  cases  of  the  purchase 
captains  and  purchase  lieutenants  are 
altogether  different.  The  former,  who 
have  not  been  promoted,  wore  compen- 
sated by  the  Warrant  of  1877  for  the 
loss  of  their  over-regulation  money,  and 
now  will  receive  further  compensation  to 
the  extent  of  £50  a-year,  in  considera- 
tion of  their  compulsory  retirement  at 
42  instead  of  at  55.  The  purchase 
lieutenants  who  become  non-purchase 
captains  were  liable,  under  the  Warrant 
of  1877,  to  compulsory  retirement  at  40. 
They  are  benefited,  not  injured,  by  the 
Warrant  of  1881,  which  enables  non- 
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The  Bombay  Goyemment  resolved,  oa 
both  occasions,  stating  no  reason,  "  not 
to  interfere  with  the  sentence  appealed 
against."  The  Government  of  Bombay 
appear  to  have  acted  entirely  within  the 
limits  of  their  authority,  and,  no  doubt, 
on  legal  advice.  There  was  no  obliga- 
tion on  them  to  state  the  reasons  for 
their  decision,  and  it  would  have  beea 
unusual  for  them  to  have  done  so.  As 
at  present  advised,  I  do  not  see  that 
there  is  on  the  face  of  these  proceedings 
any  ground  for  calling  for  further  ezpl&- 
nation  from  the  Government  of  Bombay. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION^THE  NKW 
ROYAL  WARRANT,  SEC.  66. 

Sib  ALEXANDEE  GOBDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  case  (as  has  been  stated) 
that,  by  Article  66,  of  Section  1,  Part 
1,  of  the  new  Army  Warrant,  command- 
ing officers  of  battalions  of  Infantry 
will  be  unable  to  exchange  with  other 
commanding  officers  (as  hitherto  allowed 
when  such  exchanges  were  approved  by 
the  Commander  in  Chief)  without  losing 
their  position  as  commanding  officersp 
and  becoming  subordinate  officers  under 
the  command  of  the  newly  created 
second  lieutenant  colonels;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  alter  the  Warrant  so  as  to 
rectify  sogreat  an  injustice  ? 

AIb.  CHILDERS  :  Yes,  Sir ;  my  hon, 
and  gallant  Friend  has  rightly  inter- 
preted the  New  Warrant ;  but  I  have 
no  intention  to  amend  it  in  the  way  he 
suggests.  We  deprecate,  on  the  score 
of  efficiency,  exchanges  between  liea- 
tenant  colonels  commanding  battalions 
of  different  regiments,  and  I  have  no 
wish  to  make  such  exchanges  more  easy. 

UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA  — BB- 
PORTS  OP  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE. 

Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing Question  on  the  Paper: — 

"  To  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  lot 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  will  endeavour  to  axrangs 
for  the  tranflmiadon,  each  month,  as  soon  as 
published,  of  the  Reports  issued  by  the  Agii* 
cultural  Department  of  the  United  States  st 
Washington ;  and,  if  he  will  place  a  Copy  ia^ 
the  Library  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
send  a  Copy  to  the  Central  Chamber  of  AgrU 
culture,  witii  a  view  of  securing  the  oiroolauoa 
of  the  information  to  all  interested  in  afoiool- 
tureP" 

said,  that  in  consequence  of  a  priTSte 
oonmLunioation  reoeiyed  fiN>ni  the  Uiid^ 


purchase  captains  to  obtain  half-pay  ma- 
jorities, and  ultimately  honorary  lieuten- 
ant-colonelcies. Of  the  £800  mentioned 
in  the  Question,  only  £100  was  over- 
regulation  money,  and  this,  in  1877,  was 
considered  to  be  fully  met  by  the  pro- 
motion given  to  the  officer.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  is  manifest  that 
I  should  not  be  justified  in  disturbing 
the  settlement  of  1877  as  to  these 
officers. 

INDIA— LAW  AND  JUSTICE— CASE  OP 
JADHAVRAI  HARISHANKAR. 

Sib  DAVID  WEDDERBUEN  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
the  Petition  of  Jadhavrai  Harishankar, 
now  a  prisoner  in  Tanna  Gaol,  praying 
for  a  new  trial,  or  for  the  revision  of  his 
case  by  an  independent  judge ;  whether 
the  principal  witness  against  Jadhavrai 
has  oeen  subsequently  tried  and  con- 
victed, and,  in  the  course  of  this  sub- 
sequent trial,  certain  missing  documents 
relied  upon  by  Jadhavrai  to  prove  his 
innocence,  were  actually  produced ;  whe- 
ther the  Judge  and  Sessions  Judge  of 
Tanna  reported  to  the  Bombay  Govern- 
ment in  favour  of  a  review  of  Jadhavrai's 
case  by  an  independent  judge  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  Bom- 
bay Government  for  refusing  to  grant 
the  petition  for  a  new  trial  or  a  revision 
of  this  case  ? 

The  AIabquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  my  attention  has  not  been  previously 
directed  to  the  Petition  referred  to.  It 
appears,  however,  from  the  political  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Bombay  Government 
that  Jadhavrai  Harishankar,  a  prisoner 
under  sentence  for  forgery,  has  su  omitted 
to  that  Government  two  Petitions,  in 
which  he  has  alleged  that  fresh  evidence 
has  been  discovered  which  went  to  estab- 
lish his  innocence,  and  he  prayed  to  be 
released.  It  appears  that  Mr.  Oo^hlan, 
the  Sessions  Judge  of  Tanna,  did  re- 
present to  Government  **  as  an  official 
visitor  of  the  gaol,"  that  the  case  of  the 
prisoner  Jadhavrai  Harishankar  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  one  which  deserved 
consideration.  Several  Reports  have 
been  made  on  the  case  by  the  two  ju- 
dicial officers,  Mr.  Candjr,  who  had  tried 
and  sentenced  the  prisoner,  and  Mr. 
Aston,  who  had  tried  and  sentenced  one 
of  the  witnesiBes  against  the  prisoner, 
and  by  the  political  officer  at  Kattiawar. 
J^r.  ChUden 
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Seoretarr  of  State  for  Foreign  AffiEdrs, 
for  wliion  he  thanked  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, it  wonld  not  be  necessary  for  him 
to  pnt  the  Question. 

SiK  CHAELES  W.  DILEE  said, 
that  instructions  to  the  effect  stated  in 
the  Question  had  now  been  despatched 
to  Her  Majesty's  Chargi  ^  Affavrei  at 
Washington. 

ARMY— BARRACK  SERGEAKTS. 

Mb.  B  .H.  PAGET  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
will  avail  himself  of  the  present  oppor- 
tunity, when  the  position  of  Non-Oom- 
missioned  Officers  in  the  Army  is  being 
generally  improTod,  to  review  the  con- 
ditionB  of  service  of  Barrack  Sergeants ; 
and,  whether  in  view  of  the  onerous 
and  highly  responsible  duties  performed 
by  Barrack  Sergeants,  when  in  sole 
charge  of  stations  and  stores,  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  consider  the  advisability 
of  improving  their  position,  as  to  pay 
and  pension  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  No,  Sir;  I  am 
not  prepared,  so  long  as  barrack  ser- 
vants are  chosen  from  pensioners,  to 
mcrease  their  emoluments;  but  I  am 
not  ^uite  satisfied  that  the  present  sys- 
tem IS  a  good  one,  and  that  it  would 
not  be  better  to  select  barrack  sergeants 
from  men  still  in  their  Army  engage- 
ments, which  might  possibly  be  ex- 
tended. I  will  look  into  the  question 
during  the  Autumn. 

PROTECTION  OP  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— 
MESSES.  M'DONOUGH  AND  FINN, 
PRISONERS  UNDER  THE  ACT. 

Mb.  D.  0'(X)N0R  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  has  further  con- 
sidered the  case  of  Messrs.  M'Donough 
and  Finn  who  have  been  arrested  under 
the  Ck>ercion  Act  at  Gurteen,  county 
Bligo ;  and,  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
Finn  is  a  man  of  weak  intellect,  and  not 
hkely  to  be  the  leader  of  any  conspiracy 
against  Law  and  order? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  carefully  consideied  the 
case  of  the  two  men,  and  he  did  not 
believe  it  would  be  consistent  with  the 
peace  of  the  county  to  release  them  at 

rient.    Their  cases,  however,  should 
carefully  reconsidered  at  the  end  of 
three  monws.    He  understood  that  al- 
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though  Finn  suffered  occasionally  from 
an  attack  of  sunstroke,  that  was  only 
occasional,  and  did  not  affect  him  to  any 
very  serious  extent. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— UNION 
RATING. 

Colonel  00LTHTJR8T  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  consider 
the  possibility  of  introducing  next  Ses- 
sion a  Bill  to  Assimilate  the  Law  of 
Union  Eating  in  Ireland  to  that  prevail- 
ing in  England  ? 

Mb.  W.  B.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  considered  that  the  argument  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  assimilation 
of  the  law  of  union  rating  in  the  two 
countries ;  but  he  was  aware  that  there 
would  be  a  good  deal  of  opposition  to 
such  a  measure  in  Ireland.  He  should 
be  disposed,  however,  to  consider  very 
carefully  the  possibility  of  carrying  it 
into  effect;  but  he  could  not  pledge 
himself  that  a  Bill  on  the  subject  would 
be  brought  in  next  Session. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  aware  that  the 
opposition  to  the  proposal  came  from 
tne  landlords  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  was 
not  aware  of  that.  He  repeated  that, 
in  his  own  opinion,  there  were  strong 
arguments  in  its  favour. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— OUT-DOOR 
RELIEF. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  will  cause  an  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  exclusion  of  certain 
non-able-bodied  classes  from  outdoor 
relief  in  Ireland,  the  same  classes  being 
entitled  to  it  in  England  ? 

AIb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  would  certainly  ascertain  the 
precise  position  of  this  matter ;  but  he 
was  not  quite  sure  that  his  hon.  and 
gfdlant  Friend  was  not  under  some  mis- 
apprehension. The  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians had  considerable  power  in  this 
case.  Section  1  of  the  Poor  Law  (Ire- 
luid)  Act  provided — 

<'  That  GoardianB  of  the  poor  of  every  union 
in  Ireland  shall  make  proyimon  for  the  dae  relief 
of  all  snch  destitute  poor  persons  as  are  found 
to  be  disabled  from  labour  by  reason  of  old  age, 
infirmity,  or  bodily  or  mental  defect,  and  of 
such  destitute  poor  persons  as  may  be  disabled 
from  labour  by  reason  of  severe  sickness  o? 
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terious  accident,  and  who  are  thereby  depriTod 
of  the  power  of  earning  a  subsistence  for  thcm- 
Belvcs  and  their  families,  and  of  poor  widows 
having  two  or  more  legitimate  children  de- 
pendent upon  them  ;  and  it  shall  be  lawful  to 
the  GuardianR  to  rolicvo  such  poor  persons  in 
or  out  of  the  workhouse  as  to  them  may  seem 
fitting." 

If  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  found 
that  that  section  did  not  cover  all  cases, 
he  should  be  very  glad  to  receiTO  pri- 
vate information  of  cases  that  it  did  not 
cover. 

STATE  OP  IRELAND— DISTURBANCE 
AT  NEW  ROSS. 
Mr.  REDMOND  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  an  outrage  com- 
mitted by  soldiers  in  New  Ross  on  Fri- 
day the  22nd  instant,  the  circumstances 
of  which  are  reported  as  follows  in  the 
•'Wexford  People"  of  the  27th  in- 
stant:— 

"  Shortly  after  eleven  o'clock  on  Friday  night 
last,  Edward  ^lurphy,  who  is  employed  as  a 
driver  by  Mr.  Kcoly,  of  Cross  Lane,  New  Ross, 
was  returning  home  from  Kilkenny,  where  he 
had  been  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties.  He 
had  reached  the  locality  known  as  Sugarhouse 
Lane,  when  he  was  met  by  a  crowd  of  drunken 
soldiers.  One  of  the  number,  who  has  the 
privilege  of  going  out  in  plain  clothes,  and 
who  is  said  to  bo  an  officer's  servant,  jumped  up 
on  the  car  upon  which  Murphy  sat  and  de- 
manded to  be  driven  to  the  barrack.  Murphy 
refused,  when  the  soldier  struck  him  with  all 
his  might,  felling  him  to  the  earth.  Several 
others  of  the  party  immediately  set  upon  the 
unfortunate  man,  whom  they  beat  and  kicked 
in  the  most  savage  manner.  Murphy  was  un- 
able to  defend  himself,  and  lay  entirely  at  the 
mercv  of  his  assailants,  who,  when  they  ren- 
dered their  victim  insensible,  went  to  amuse 
themselves  Yfith.  the  horse  and  car.  Alurphy's 
cries  for  assistance  having  been  heard  in  the 
meantime,  his  wife  and  some  neighbours  soon 
arrived  and  conveyed  the  wounded  man  to  his 
residence.  At  i)re8ent  he  is  in  rather  a  critical 
condition,  his  head  and  shoulders  being  a  mass 
of  wounds ; '' 

whether  the  foregoing  report  is  sub- 
stantially accurate ;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  he  has  taken  to  insure  the  punish- 
ment of  the  perpetrators  of  this  outrage 
and  to  protect  the  inhabitants  from  a 
repetition  of  such  scenes ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  continual  complaints  have 
been  made  of  the  conduct  of  these  sol- 
diers since  they  have  been  stationed 
at  New  Ross ;  and,  whether  he  will  in- 
form the  House  of  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  Gbyernment  deem  it  neces- 
aaiy  to  maintain  a  military  force  in  the 
town? 

Jfr.  W.  E.  F^%Ur 


iliac 

fifes 


aaij 


Mb.  OHILDEBS  :  No,  Sir ;  I   am 

satisfied  that  the  report  in  TKb  Wst^grm 
People  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  ii 
greatly  exaggerated.    I  find  that  a  ler^ 
geant,  two  corporals,  and  a  prirate,  all 
of  whom  were  sober,  were  retundoff  t9 
barracks  on  the  evening  of  the  22na  of 
July,  when  the  priyate  slipped  and  hmt 
his  knee.    They  hailed  a  paaaing  car, 
and  the  carman  at  first  offered  to  take 
them  to  barracks,  but,  being  in  liquor, 
he  afterwards  refused,  although  the  lare 
was  tendered,  pushed  two  of  them  off 
the  car,  and  struck  them  aeroes  their 
faces  with  his  whip.     A  scuffle  ensuadi 
and  he   was  knocked  down,  but  Teif 
slightly  injured.    The  matter  was  settlei 
between  the  soldiers  and   the  oannaa, 
who,  at  first,  complained  at  the  barraoh^ 
but  afterwards  aedined  to  pursue  liia 
complaint.     I  am  also  satisfied  that  con- 
tinual complaints  are  not  made  against 
the  soldiers  at  New  Ross,  whose  conduct 
is  exemplary.    They  have  on  several  _  _ 
casions  been  pelted  with  stones,  but  hava 
never  retaliated.    In  answer  to  the 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  troops 
sent  to  New  Ross  on  the  reoommeni 
tion  of  the  magistrates. 

Mb.  REDMOND  said,  that,  in 
sequence  of  the  reply  which  had  p 
been  given  to  his  Question,  and  whioh 
was  at  variance  with  the  detaHa  sup- 
plied to  him  from  information  the  crem- 
bility  of  which  he  could  not  for  a  moment 
question,  he  thought  it  his  duty  tomale^ 
two  or  three  observations,  and^  In  ordet 
to  enable  him  to  do  that,  he  would  con- 
clude with  a  Motion.  P*  Oh,  oh  I  **J 
He  was  not  surprised  to  find  that  some 
hon.  Members  were  impatient  to  hear 
that  he  proposed  to  do  so; but  he  ofFer^d 
no  apology  for  taking  this  course,  Th& 
exceptional  and  unconstitutional  manner 
in  which  government  in  Ireland  wa^ 
being  carried  on  at  present,  not  onl^^ 
warranted,  but  seemed  to  him  to  deman^^ 
the  strictest  investigation  and  the  utaici^^ 
vigilance  from  the  Irish  M^^m bars,  ^x^^ 
ing  the  prolonged  discussioQB  ^^i*^^\^^^ 
taken  place  on  the  Land  Bill  they  Ofi^  ^^t 
Irish  Benches  sat  in  patietice  and  ^  i^^ 
cence,  while  events  had  been  hap^^^^^^^H 
which,  under  other  circumstances  f  >^^  *^i^^ 
certainly  have  called  for  the  P':^"*:i^f*^ 
interference  on  their  part;  bv^^  * 
Bill  having  been  taken  from  th.^  -^ 
of  Commons,  ikej  tiiought  it  to  "Vj  ^' 
imperative  duty  to  draw  **^^fcx«Li 
things  which  were  b^g  <^^l^«k    :!r 
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BUM  of  law  and  order.    With  regard 

to  Ais  outrage  in  New  Bosa,  he  could 

rtate  deliberatahr  that  this  was  not  an 

isolated  caae.     It  was  one  of  many  in« 

stanffes  of  this  conduct  which  had  dis- 

paeed  these  troops  while  they  had  been 

statioiied  in  New  Boss.    In  tiie  present 

condition   of  feeling  in    Ireland,    and 

especially  in  a  place  like  New  Boss,  this 

was  a  matter  of  very  grave  importance. 

It  waa  not  alone  that  the  people  looked 

upon  their  presence  there  as  an  absolute 

iBsnlt  to  them.    It  was  not  alone  that 

Aeir  feelings  were  continually  outraged 

I17  the  presence    and   conduct  of   the 

troopa ;  but  actually  the  peace  and  good 

aameof  the  town  were  imperilled  bj^  their 

•onduct  and  pTe8eLce.    He  held  in  his 

hand  letters  which  he  had  received  from 

nnectable  men — from  men  who  were 

iaIaBately  concerned  in  maintaining  the 

aaUio  peace  and  order  of  New  Boss — 

mm   (UergymeUr  ^m  gentlemen  who 

haU  offices  of  public  responsibility  and 

taa^  and  every  one  of  these  men  in- 

IkiDcd  him  tiiat  the  presence  of  these 

taops  in  New  Boss  was  not  only  a  source 

«f  anxiety  to  them^  but  was  a  constant 

amce  of  Irritation  to  the  people.    Last 

f  ibmaxy  he  had  occasion  to  ask  the 

Qiiflf  Secretary  for  Ireland  if  he  would 

upon  whoio  representation  these 

were  sent  to  New  Boss,  and  of 

therlght  hon.  Oenfleman  refused  to 

m  <iid  names  of  the  individuals  who 

leftBonablyauspected"  the  locality; 

riCr.  Bedmond)  happened  to  know 

nng  about  the  circumstances  un- 

rhifih  these  troops  were  sent  there. 

Be  liB^eoed  to  know  that  a  memorial 

na  got  up  in  New  Boss  which  pretended 

to  ipeak  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  New 

ImL     He  had  reason  to  know  that 

inxe  1^  the  local  magistrates  actually 

^  to  ei^  this  memorial,  and  that 

dj  it  only  receiyed  the  signature 

%  !ev  mdiriduab  in  no  sense  repre- 

watatJTe  men,  every  one  of  whom  was 

^WiLj  mterested  in  creating  a  state  of 

^^  which  would  warrant  coercion. 

^^^^  ^osa  WM  absolutely  peaceful  at 

"^  titii&  \  bat  it  was  absolutely  essential 

^4u  excuse  for  coercion  should  be 

¥m^  ^x^^  consequently  this  demand 

J^  fflaie  for  military  protection.     He 

**  ^  iieiitation  in  saying,  from  his 

S.^Sy°**  knowledge,  and  the  in- 

|f"w  implied  to  him  from  respon- 

^  that  these  troops  since  they 
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had  been  sent  to  New  Boss  had  been 
the  perpetrators  of  outra&^es  which  had 
more  than  once  almost  led  to  serious  col- 
lision and  conflict  with  the  people.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  the  Chairman 
of  the  New  Boss  Town  Commissioners, 
who  stated  that  there  was  no  doubt  that 
the  soldiers  were  concerned  in  a  very 
brutal  and  cowardly  attack  upon  poor 
Murphy,  a  most  inoffensive  man.  They 
attacked  him  without  the  least  shadow 
of  reason,  beat  him,  dragged  him,  and 
kicked  him  off  the  car,  made  his  head 
one  mass  of  bruises,  inflicted  several 
wounds  upon  him,  and  then  drove  off. 
The  fact  that  the  soldiers  paid  £5  to 
hush  the  matter  up  formed  a  strong  case 
against  them.  Murphy  would  not  accept 
the  money,  but  his  employer  induced 
him  to  do  so,  as  if  he  took  further  pro- 
ceedings it  might  injure  the  employer  in 
certain  quarters.  More  than  one  of  the 
attacking  parties  were  sergeants  or  cor- 
porals. He  (Mr.  Bedmond)  would  re- 
commend the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, if  he  wanted  **  dissolute  ruflians," 
to  go  to  the  men  who  perpetrated  such 
outrages  as  these,  and  leave  alone  the 
peaceable  respectable  men  upon  whom 
he  was  now  laying  hand  in  Ireland. 
He  sincerely  hoped  that  the  announce- 
ment that  appeared  in  that  day's  papers 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended 
to  give  up  the  reins  of  government  in 
Ireland  would  turn  out  to  be  true.  The 
Chairman  of  the  New  Boss  Commis- 
sioners further  stated  that — 

"Tho  conduct  of  these  soldierfl  had  given 
much  annoyance,  and  caused  much  offence  to 
the  people.  They  were  not  required  to  estahlish 
law  and  order ;  but  they  irritated  public  feel- 
ing, and  increased  the  dissatisfaction  of  the 
population  generally  with  British  institutions." 

He  had  another  letter  from  a  well-known 
and  esteemed  clergyman,  stating  that 
the  facts  set  forth  in  his  Question  wore 
substantially  correct,  and  adding  that 
Murphy,  who  was  one  of  the  most  in- 
offensive of  mortals,  was  brutally  beaten 
by  the  soldiers  out  of  mere  drunken 
wantonness.  In  another  portion  of  the 
letter  the  rev.  gentleman  stated  that  be- 
fore Murphy  came  up  that  night  the  sol- 
diers were  engaged  somewhere  near  or 
outside  the  chapel,  mimicking  the  con- 
fessional, one  representing  the  priest, 
and  another  representing  a  girl  supposed 
to  be  confessing  to  him.  He  need  not 
say  that  an  outrage  more  insulting  to 
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the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people,  or  more 
Hkelv  to  lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace, 
coula  not  have  been  committed.  Would 
the  Government  undertake  that  the  men 
who  committed  these  outrages  would  be 
sought  out  and  punished  ?  Thej  heard 
a  great  deal  about  disturbance  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  when  provocation  of  this  kind 
was  given  to  the  people,  how  was  it  pos- 
sible that  peace  and  order  could  be  main- 
tained in  the  country  ?  How  long  more 
would  these  soldiers  be  kept  in  a  town 
that  was  utterly  free  from  outrage  ?  The 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  looked  at 
him,  as  much  as  to  say  that  he  knew 
&om  his  myrmidons  that  certain  threat- 
ening notices  had  been  posted  up  there. 
So  they  had,  but  he  now  stated  advisedly 
that  a  deliberate  attempt  was  being  made 
by  certain  people  in  New  Boss  to  induce 
the  Government  to  proclaim  the  district; 
that  the  outrages  reported  were  bogus 
outrages,  got  up  by  tne  enemies  of  the 
popular  party  in  New  Hoss.  He  now 
challenged  the  Government  to  sift  this 
matter  to  the  bottom,  and  to  withdraw 
these  troops  from  the  town  where  they 
were  not  required,  and  where  their  pre- 
sence was  a  source  of  danger  to  peace 
and  order.  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
Houseik 

Mb.  HEALY,  in  seconding  the  Mo- 
tion, said,  all  the  ill  feeling  between  the 
people  and  the  soldiers  in  Ireland  arose 
xrom  the  fact  that  the  Government  were 
now  sending  over  English  regiments  in- 
stead of  Irish  regiments,  which  used  to 
be  popular  in  the  countiy.  Unfortu- 
nately, the  Government  did  not  seem  in- 
clined to  trust  Irish  regpiments  at  pre- 
sent, and  the  Englishmen  they  sent  to 
Ireland  despised  the  population,  and  in- 
sulted them  in  every  possible  way.  He 
received  a  letter  a  few  days  ago  from 
Birr  charging  the  28th  Eegiment,  sta- 
tioned there,  with  serious  misconduct, 
and  he  intended  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  investigate  the  very  grave  alle- 
§ations  his  correspondent  made.  Again, 
lat  morning,  they  had  a  report  of  an 
outrage  by  Marines  in  Bantry.  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  no  doubt,  only 
stated  his  account  of  the  affair  as  it  was 
represented  to  him.  But  it  had  not  even 
an  air  of  rraisemhlanee.  It  was  not  likely 
that  one  of  these  soldiers,  who  were 
generally  pretty  steady  on  their  pins, 
would  fall  down  and  cut  his  knee  in  the 
way  described.    There  was  no  necessity 
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whatever  for  these  soldiers  in  tiiis  dis- 
trict. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  Redmond,) 

Me.  OHILDEHS  said,  that  the  prac- 
tice of  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  had  grown  very  much  of  late 
years,  and  in  some  cases  the  xi^ht  to 
make  that  Motion  had  been  abased. 
There  was  no  doubt,  however,  that  in 
this  instance  the  hon.  Member  had 
adopted  a  course  which  had  been  taken 
in  no  other  instance.  Generally,  when  a 
Motion  of  thiskind  was  made,  it  was  made 
on  the  sudden,  in  consequence  of  some 
unexpected  answer,  or  in  consequence  of 
some  excitement  of  the  moment ;  but  in 
this  instance  the  hon.  Member  had  come 
down  with  a  number  of  cases  in  his  hand 
and  with  volumes  of  notes  of  minute 
particulars  relating  to  them,  and  fully 
prepared  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  House.  In  his  opinion,  that  was  a 
manifest  abuse  of  the  liberty  of  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  House ;  and  u 
such  a  practice  were  to  become  g^end 
it  woula  be  utterly  impossible  to  transact 
Public  Business.  The  hon.  Member  had 
asked  him  a  definite  Question  with  re- 
ference to  an  occurrence  at  New  Boss, 
and  he  had  asked  the  hon.  Member  to 
give  him  time  to  make  inquiries  into  &e 
matter ;  but  now  the  hon.  Member  came 
down  with  a  number  of  other  cases,  such 
as  the  priest  and  the  girl  who  were  in- 
terrupted in  the  course  of  confession, 
and  of  the  two  soldiers  who  assaulted  a 
woman,  of  which  cases  he  had  had  no 
Notice,  and  with  regard  to  which  he  had 
received  no  information  whatever. 

Mr.  EEDMOND  said,  that  he  had 
only  referred  to  those  cases  in  reply  to 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  no  other  outrages  had  been 
committed  by  soldiers  in  the  district. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  he  must  repeat 
that  the  course  that  had  been  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  was  extremely  incon- 
venient. With  regard  to  the  case  re- 
ferred to  in  the  hon.  Member's  Question, 
he  could  only  say  that  inquiry  showed 
that  the  soldiers  were  sober  and  that  the 
carman  was  drunk,  and  that  a  scuffle 
having  ensued  between  them,  blows 
were  exchanged  after  the  carman  com- 
menced the  affray.  Eventually  the 
matter  had  been  settled  by  the  carman 
receiving,  he  believed,  the  sum  of  £$ 
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in  oompenoation,  on  wUcli  he  ^thdrew 
liifl  complaint.  In  these  ciicumBtanoee, 
he  did  not  think  that  he  was  called  upon 
to  re-open  the  matter.  With  regard  to 
the  case  of  the  priest  and  the  girl,  he 
asked  whether  the  former  had  made  any 
complaint? 

Mb.  BEDMOND  said,  that  the  priest 
had  complained  to  him  on  the  day  of  the 
ooonrrenoe. 

Mb.  GHILDEBS  asked  whether  com- 
jdaint  had  been  made  to  the  military 
aathorities  ? 

Mb.  BEDMOND  said,  that  he  had 
been  asked  to  take  the  matter  up. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  that  it  was  the 
daty  of  the  priest  to  hare  made  a  com- 
plaint to  the  militaiT  anthorities,  who 
would  have  inquired  into  the  matter. 
If  the  soldiers  had  done  anything  wrong, 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  person  injured  to 
make  an  application  to  the  ofiBcer  in  the 
first  instance,  and  he  would  have  in- 
quired into  the  case.  As  to  the  second 
Question,  apparently  the  case  to  which 
it  referred  was  not  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  commanding  officer.  And 
yet  the  hon.  Gentleman,  without  Notice, 
moyed  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
thereby  causing  great  delay.  He  hoped 
that  the  answer  he  had  giyen  to  the 
hon.  (Gentleman  would  be  satisfaotory, 
at  all  events,  to  the  House^^ 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CABTBrr  said,  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  had  complained 
bitterly  of  the  practice  of  moving  the 
adjounmient  of  the  House ;  but  it  was  no 
unoommon  thing  even  for  ri^ht  hon. 
Members  to  come  down  prepared  to  move 
adjournments  of  the  House  if  answers 
▼ere  not  satiafaotory.  It  was  not  so  long 
Binoe  a  noble  Lord  on  the  Front  Oppo- 
Bition  Bench  had  given  Notice  that  he 
would  come  down  the  next  day,  and  if 
a  certain  Question  was  not  satisfactorily 
azLBwered,  would  move  the  adjourn- 
ment. Was  it  not  true  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  nothing  about 
the  £6  which  had  been  paid  ?  That 
&ct  should  make  him  more  inclined  to 
make  further  inqxiiries  into  the  matter, 
10  as  to  provide  for  justice  bein^^  done. 
The  question  was  not  a  question  be- 
tween the  men  and  the  soldiers,  but  it 
▼as  a  question  affecting  the  public  of 
Ireland,  and  the  payment  of  £5  had  not 
dianged  the  character  of  the  case ;  there- 
fore, he  trusted  that  the  riffht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  mf^e  further  inquiries 

into  the  matter. 

TOL.   OGLXIY.      [IHIBD  8SBIES.] 


Hb.  ANDERSON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers)  hf^  com- 
plained bitterly  of  the  adjournment 
being  moved,  and  it  was  undeniable 
that  the  privilege  of  moving  an  ad- 
journment of  the  House  at  Question 
time  had  been  abused  during  this 
Session,  and  especially  for  about  two 
months  past ;  but  the  Government  had 
themselves  adone  to  thank  for  that,  be- 
cause, about  two  months  ago,  he  had  the 
first  place  on  the  Notice  Paper  for  a  Mo- 
tion to  put  an  end  to  this  practice,  and  if 
the  Government  had  come  down  to  keep  a 
House  that  night,  his  Resolution  would 
have  been  passed  with  the  greatest 
fadlity,  and  these  Motions  for  ^joum- 
ment  could  not  have  been  made.  They 
had  been  made  very  often  since  then,  and 
had  taken  up  a  great  deal  of  the  Govern- 
ment time  most  unnecessarily,  and  had 
tended  greatlv  to  prolong  the  Session. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATS  said,  he  trusted 
that  the  House  would  retain  some  means 
of  entering  a  protest  against  Motions 
for  adjournment.  They  placed  the  House 
in  a  most  ridiculous  position.  They  were 
asked  to  take  the  command  of  the  Army, 
and  he,  as  an  humble  Member  of  the 
House,  protested  against  being  placed  in 
the  position  occupi^  by  the  Dutch  Oom- 
missioners  during  Marlborough's  wars, 
as  he  knew  nothing  of  the  subject. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  when  he 
complained  of  very  grave  outrages  com- 
mitted in  Dungarvan  by  a  body  of  troops, 
the  only  reply  he  got  from  the  respon- 
sible Minister  was  an  account  read 
by  him  which  had  been  communicated 
to  him  by  the  colonel  of  the  regiment, 
who  stood  up  for  his  soldiers.  The 
people  of  Dungarvan,  finding  from  the 
way  in  which  the  Question  was  answered, 
that  no  attention  was  paid  to  their  com- 
plaints, formed  a  local  popular  police, 
which  resulted  in  the  removal  of  the 
riotous  soldiers  from  Dungarvan.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  able  to  put  some  check  upon  the  con- 
duct of  those  mHitarians  in  Ireland ;  at 
all  events,  he  ouffht  to  be  able  to  do  so. 
And  he  ought  suso  to  be  able  to  give 
better  information  than  he  had  been 
able  to  do  on  the  present  occasion.  It 
was  a  very  disagreeable  thing  to  the 
parish  priest  or  to  the  people  of  the  place 
to  have  to  go  to  the  barracks  and  make 
complaints  to  the  officers  about  the 
soldiers ;  for  the  officers,  as  a  rule,  did 
not  disguise  the  very  slight  respect  they 
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held  for  Iriah  opinion.  In  his  opinion, 
the  best  way  was  for  the  people  to  make 
appeals  direct  to  their  Members  of  Par- 
liament, who  could  bring  the  subject 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  LEAMT  said,  he  thought  it  was 
hardly  to  be  wondered  that  so  many 
complaints  were  made  about  the  sol- 
diers in  Ireland,  when  it  was  borne 
in  mind  that  wherever  a  case  was 
brought  against  a  soldier  it  was  gene- 
rally dismissed  by  the  magistrate.  About 
six  weeks  ago,  a  tradesman  and  his  wife 
and  sister  were  walking  through  the 
streets  of  Dublin,  when  they  were  met 
by  a  couple  of  soldiers.  One  of  the 
soldiers  used  some  infamous  language 
towards  the  women.  The  tradesman 
turned  round  and  asked  what  he  meant. 
The  answer  he  got  was  a  blow  with  a 
stick.  He  prosecuted  the  soldier.  Four 
witnesses  proved  the  case ;  the  soldier, 
however,  denied  it.  An  officer  came  for- 
ward and  gave  him  a  good  character, 
and  the  magistrate  dismissed  the  charge, 
notwithstanding  all  the  witnesses  who 
proved  the  assault.  The  very  next  case 
on  the  list,  before  the  same  magistrate, 
was  one  in  which  a  labourer  was 
charged  with  assaulting  a  soldier.  The 
labourer  denied  the  charge;  but  the 
magistrate  held  it  was  proved,  and  he 
passed  sentence  of  seven  weeks'  hard 
labour.  The  course  that  was  being  pur- 
sued now  by  the  soldiery  in  WeMord 
was  very  similar  to  that  pursued  by  the 
soldiery  sent  there  by  OastlereaKh  to 
precipitate  the  rebellion.  The  soldiers 
insulted  the  priests  and  their  religion, 
until  at  length  the  men  of  Wexford  rose 
to  arms  and  made  such  a  splendid  re- 
sistance, that  the  name  of  Wexford  has 
become  an  inspiration  and  a  hope.  If, 
at  the  time,  every  county  in  Ireland  had 
done  as  well  as  Wexford,  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  have  been  under  the 
necessity  of  coming  here  and  asking 
foreigners  to  redress  outrages  done  to 
the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  he  wished  to 
explain  that  he  had  not  said  anything 
about  the  payment  of  £5  as  compensation 
in  his  reply,  because  nothing  had  been 
said  about  it  in  the  Question.  What  he 
sidd  was  that  the  carman  had  settled 
with  the  soldiers. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  practice  of  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  was  the  only  safe- 
guard which  the  Irish  Members  had  that 

4fr.  ffDannell 


any  attention  would  be  paid  by  the 
Treasury  Bench  to  their  applications. 
Mischief  was  likely  to  arise  wnen  soldiers 
were  placed  in  a  position  where  they 
were  not  required,  and  when  they  acted 
the  part  of  a  riotous  mob  in  a  peaceable 
town,  the  charges  made  against  them  for 
their  misconduct  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  be  withdrawn  simply  because  a  par- 
ticular complainant  might  not  choose  to 
ai3T)ear 

Ur.  EEDMOND  said,  he  would  have 
thought  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
knew  sufficient  of  the  incorrigible  cha- 
racter of  the  Irish  Members  to  prevent 
his  taking  up  the  time  of  the  House  by 
addressing  lectures  to  them.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  promised 
to  re-investigate  that  case,  he  would  cer- 
tainly press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  11 ;  Noes 
191:  Majority  180.  — (Div.  list,  No. 
352.) 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS   COMMISSIONERS 
—CHRIST'S  HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  BEYOE  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  Whether  he  will  state 
what  is  the  present  position  of  the  scheme 
for  the  future  management  of  Ohrist't 
Hospital  which  the  Endowed  Schools 
Oommissioners  have  been  oooupied  in 
framing;  and,  when  it  is  likely  to  be  laid 
before  l^arliament  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELL  a  :  Sir,  I  have  caused 
inquiry  to  be  made  of  the  Charity  Gouoi- 
missioners  as  to  the  position  and  pros- 
pects of  the  Christ's  Hospital  sohemei 
and  I  have  received  the  following  an- 
swer : — 

<*  The  draft  scheme  spared  by  the  Charity 
CommisBionerB  for  Chnst  a  ^Hospital  was  pub- 
lished last  August,  and  the  Governors  and  otnen 
were  allowed  until  the  3 1st  of  December  to 
state  their  objections  and  suggestions.  The  ob- 
jections and  suggestions  received  are  very  nume- 
rous and  weighty,  and  in  respect  to  some  of  the 
points  raised  further  investigations  are  requisila 
and  are  in  progress.  It  is  impossible  at  preaent 
to  say  when  the  Commissioners  will  be  in  a 
position  to  submit  tho  scheme  to  the  Education 
Department." 

Mb.  CAINE  asked  whether  the  Yioe 
President  of  the  Council  was  aware  that 
the  Governing  Body  of  Christ's  Hospital 
insisted  upon  the  production  of  a  cer- 
tificate of  baptism  before  admission  to 
the  benefits  of  the  foundation,  therebry 
excluding  members  of  the  Sodety  A 
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lUflndi,  Baptists,  and  oihen;  and 
wlifltlier,  in  framing  a  new  soheme,  he 
wold  Bappreas  sooh  an  aggresave  and 
VBJnst  prohibition?  Such  a  case  had 
hamanad  that  day  with  regard  to  the 
child  of  a  Baptist. 

Ma.  ICUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  not  aware  that  such  a  provision 
eiisted ;  bnt  when  the  aoheme  came  into 
the  hands  of  ^e  Education  Department 
he]shoald  be  ready  to  omit  any  inequality 
of  that  description. 

ABirr— FBOMOnON  BY  SELECTION. 

The  Eabl  of  BEOTIVE  asked  the 
Seeretazy  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
owing  to  the  promotion  on  the  1st  July 
1881  of  a  Migor  from  the  hfdf-nay  list 
to  the  rank  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  in  the 
6th  Dragoon  Ghiards,  the  senior  Major 
of  that  Kegiment  has  been  superseaed 
by  thirty  Majors  of  Oavalry  and  one 
hmidred  and  forty-nine  Majors  of  In- 
bntry ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  will  explain  the 
reason? 

Mb.  OHTTiPEBS  :  Sir,  Igather  £rom 
Ae  Question  of  the  noble  I^rd  that  he 
eonsiders  that  the  senior  major  of  a 
rj^giment  is  entitled  to  be  promoted  to  a 
Haatenant-ooloners  vacancy.  That,  no 
doubt,  is  a  common  practice ;  but  since 
Lrad  Oardwell's  declarations  in  Feb- 
nsiy,  March,  and  June,  1871,  to  the 
dbct  that  while  promotion  in  the  lower 
repmental  ranks  would  generally  be  by 
aamority,  those  to  the  hieher  ranks 
would  be  generally  by  selection,  the 
Boyal  Warrants  have  made  it  quite  clear 
Aat  no  officer  has  a  right  to  consider 
Aat  he  has  a  daim  to  this  promotion, 
and  the  responsiblLity  is  thrown  on  the 
Gommander-in-Chiers,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  select  lieu- 
tsnant-eolonels.  In  the  present  case,  the 
Duke  of  Oambridge  proposed,  and  I  ap- 
proved the  ezerdse  of  this  responsibility ; 
and  it  would  evidently  establish  a  had 
noedent  if  I  gave  the  reasons  for  taking 
uis  course. 

PfiOTEcnoy  OF  pebson  and  PRO- 

PKBTY(IBEI-AND)  ACT,  1881— GEORGE 
PAarZEBSON,  A  PRISONER  UNDER  THE 
ACT. 

Me.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
Blste  fixr  War,  Whether  his  attention 


i  called  to  a  paragraph  headed 

'A  Bomot^s  Career, '^  inSie  ''  Leinster 

»^— "  ef  tiie  16thTuly, in  giving  an 


account  of  the  career  of  Mr.  Oeorge 
Patterson,  of  Edenderry,  a  veteran 
soldier;  and,  if  he  has  ascertained  of 
what  offence  this  old  soldier,  who  has 
served  in  several  campaigns  and  shed  his 
blood  for  the  Queen  is  suspected  ? 

Mb.  CHELDERS  :  Sir,  m  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  I  have 
obtained  a  copy  of  the  paragraph  in 
question,  from  which  I  gather  mat  a 
Mr.  George  Patterson  had  been  arrested 
under  the  Act  of  this  Session,  and  that 
he  is  stated  to  have  enlisted  in  the  Army 
41  years  ago,  and  since  his  dischaxge  to 
have  been  until  lately  living  inNewl^uth 
Wales.  I  find  that  a  private  of  that 
name  was  discharged  in  1853,  and  I 
presume  he  is  the  same  man.  I  have  no 
information  as  to  the  offence  of  which  he 
is  suspected  beyond  the  statement  in  the 
Parliamentary  Paper  of  this  Session, 
No.  316,  item  155,  to  which  I  must  refer 
the  hon.  Member.  It  is  not  my  duty  to 
follow  up  the  career  of  soldiers  who  left 
the  Army  some  30  years  ago. 

POST  OFFICE  (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 
MENT)— TELEGRAPH  TO 
SHETLAND. 
Mr.  LAING  asked  the  Financial  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is 
the  fact  that,  owing  to  the  interruption 
of  the  Postal  Telegraph  to  Shetland 
from  the  delay  in  procuring  a  repairing 
ship,  storm  warnings  cannot  be  con- 
veyed there  by  telegraph,  which  might 
often,  and  especially  on  the  occasion  of 
the  late  disastrous  gales,  bo  the  means 
of  saving  the  lives  of  many  of  the  poor 
fishermen  ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  this 
lamentable  occurrence,  the  Treasury  will 
at  once  sanction  the  acquisition  by  the 
Post  Office  of  a  suitable  repairing  ship 
to  maintain  those  Telegraphic  Cables  to 
Orkney,  Shetland,  the  Lewis,  and  other 
islands  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  I  am  informed  that  the  Meteoro- 
logical Office  did  not  predict  the  gale  of 
Jidy  20  to  the  north  of  the  Shetlands. 
Storm  warnings  have  never  been  sent 
north  of  Kirkwall,  nor  has  there  been 
any  application  for  them  from  Shetland ; 
but  even  had  it  been  the  custom  so  to 
send  them,  no  warning  could  have  been 
sent  of  this  particular  gale.  I  can  only 
repeat  the  answer  I  have  previously 
made,  that  I  admit  the  inconvenience 
that  has  been  experienced  this  year  from 
I  having  no  repainng  ship,  and  that  I  will 
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careflilly  consider  the  question  in  con- 
nection with  next  year's  Estimates. 

FOREIGN  JEWS  IN  RUSSIA— EXPUL- 
SION OF  MR.  L.  LEWISOHN,  A  NA- 
TURALIZED BRITISH  SUBJECT. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
Russian  Government  has  not  made  any 
complaint  as  to  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Lewisohn  during  his  stay  in  Russia,  and 
that  the  sole  cause  of  his  expulsion  £rom 
that  Country  was  that  endorsed  on  his 
passport,  yiz.  that  he  is  a  Jew  ;  whether 
both  the  legal  adviser  of  Her  Majesty's 
Embassy  at  St.  Petersburg  and  tiie 
Law  Ofaoers  of  the  Crown  have  declared 
that  the  expulsion  of  Mr.  Lewisohn 
from  St.  Petersburg  was  illegal ;  if  so, 
whether  any  representations  have  been 
made  to  the  Russian  Government  on  the 
subject,  and  with  what  result ;  and, 
whether  Mr.  Lewisohn  will  now  be  per- 
mitted to  go  to  Russia  for  pun>oses  con- 
nected wiui  his  ordinary  busmess  as  a 
London  merchant,  and  be  enabled  to 
claim  the  protection  accorded  to  all  other 
British  subjects  in  that  Country  who  are 
not  Jews  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  it 
is  true  that  the  Russian  Gt)vemment 
have  made  no  complaint  against  Mr. 
Lewisohn,  and  that  we  are  not  aware  of 
any  reason  for  his  expulsion,  except  the 
fact  of  his  being  a  Jew.  Her  Majesty's 
Oharg6  d' Affaires  has,  under  instruc- 
tions from  Earl  Granville,  addressed  a 
Note  to  the  Russian  Gt)vemment  calling 
their  attention  to  the  proceedings  in 
Mr.  Lewisohn's  case ;  but  although  Mr. 
Wyndham  has  reported  a  conversation 
on  the  subject,  no  written  answer  has  yet 
been  received.  I  am  not  in  a  position, 
therefore,  at  present  to  state  whether 
Mr.  Lewisohn  will  be  allowed  to  return 
to  Russia. 

Baeon  henry  DE  WORMS :  Will 
the  Papers  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Yes, 
Sir.  I  have  promised  that  they  will  be 
produced;  but  they  cannot  be  laid  on 
the  Table  until  the  Correspondence  now 
going  on  is  completed. 

STATE    OF  IRELAND— LAND    LEAGUE 
MEETING  AT  DROGHEDA. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelcmd, 

lori  Hredmck  Ctw$nH%k 


Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  tiie  Correspondence  in  the  "Free- 
man's Journal"  between  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd,  R.M.  and  the  Rev.  H.  M'Eee, 
P.P.,  the  Rev.  W.  P.  Kearney,  O.C, 
and  others,  as  to  the  alleged  threat  made 
by  Mr.  Lloyd  to  cause  the  police  to  fire 
on  the  people  at  Drogheda  on  New 
Year's  Day ;  and,  whether  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  will  grant  a  sworn  investigation 
into  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  seen  the  correspondence  in  ques- 
tion, and  did  not  consider  the  case  one 
in  which  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  order  an  investigation  to  take 
place. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (EXPERIMENTS 
ON  STEEL). 

Mb.  DILLWYN  (for  Mr.  Cabbutt) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  has  seen  a  Blue 
Book  entitled ''  Merchant  Shipping  (Ex- 
periment on  Steel)."  —  Memorandum 
issued  by  Board  of  Trade  for  use  of  Sorr 
veyors,  containing  the  Remarks  of  the 
Engineer  Surveyor  in  Chief  and  his 
Asustants  upon  the  use  of  Milled  Steel 
manufactured  by  the  Steel  Company  of 
Scotland,  together  with  an  Apuendix 
showing  the  Tabular  Results  of  Experi- 
ments made  with  regard  thereto ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  would  take  into  his 
consideration  how  far  it  is  fair  to  other 
manufacturers  of  steel  who  have  been 
longer  engaged  in  perfecting  the  ma- 
terial, and  who  have  had  more  experi- 
ence, that  the  weight  of  the  Department 
should  be  used  to  brin^  before  the  public 
one  of  the  latest  estabnshed  steel  works 
in  Great  Britain ;  whether  he  will  give 
the  same  facilities  to  the  larg^  steel 
works  in  South  Wales,  Lancasmre,  and 
Yorkshire,  who  for  vears  have  supplied 
Her  Majesty's  Docxyards,  to  have  ex- 
periments on  their  steel  brought  under 
the  notice  of  Parliament  with  the  same 
publicity ;  and,  whether  he  would  state 
the  total  cost  of  the  Blue  Book  issue, 
which  is  charged  5«.  %d,  to  the  public  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Sir,  I  am 
glad  the  Question  has  been  adced,  as 
it  gives  me  an  opportunity  of  pubUolv 
correcting  a  misapprehension  on  whiw 
it  is  bas^.  The  &ots  of  the  case  are 
these.  The  Board  of  Trade  is  under 
statutory  obligation  to  fix  the  maximum 
pressure  beyond  which  marine  boilers 
shall  ^ot  be  work^  and  recently,  ia 
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consequence    of    the    introduction    of 
miUed  steel,  out  of  which  these  boilers 
are   now  made,  applications  have  been 
made  to  the  Board  of  Trade  hy  the 
makers   of  steel   and    users   of   these 
boilers  to  reduce  the  prohibition  as  to 
safety.     The  Board  of  Trade  replied 
that    they  could  not  do  that  witnout 
proper  evidence,  and  then  the  makers  of 
steel  requested  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
nndertake  experiments  for  that  purpose. 
The  Board  of  Trade  replied  that  they 
had  no  funds  out  of  wnich  to  conduct 
snoh  experiments,  but  that  they  would 
liave   no  objections  to  allowing  their 
officers  to  attend  and  supervise  the  ex- 
periments, and  to  publish  the  results  if 
conducted  at  the  expense  of  the  oom- 
panies    concerned.      Six    considerable 
firms  accepted  the  offer  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  the  first  experiments  were 
made   by  the   Northern  Company  of 
Scotland,  and  were  the  first  completed. 
The  Blue  Book  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 
tion gives  the  result  of  those  experi- 
ments.   There  are  five  other  series  of 
experiments  to  be  made,  and  the  results 
will  be  published  in  their  turn.    The 
Board  of  Trade  will  be  ready  to  extend 
the  same  facilities  to  any  other  Oom- 
panies  under  the  same  conditions.    I  do 
not  think  the  Blue  Book  has  been  an 
expensive  one;  but  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  the  results  of  the  experi- 
ments should  be  published  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
the  Admiralty. 

GROUND  GAME  ACT— PROSECUTION 
FOR  TRESPASS. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAEOLAY  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  trespass  case  tried  at  Stone- 
haven on  Wednesday  last  where  the 
sheriff  substitute  inflicted  on  a  farm  ser- 
vant a  fine  of  one  pound,  with  four 
pounds  expenses,  for  walking  over  rough 
pasture  on  his  master's  farm  with  ajran, 
nia  master  having  the  benefit  of  the 
Ground  Ghtme  Act,  and  the  servant 
having  alleged  he  had  a  written  per- 
mission from  his  master,  which  he  had 
left  at  the  farmhouse ;  whether  he  did 
not  say,  when  the  Bill  was  passing  this 
House,  that,  under  circumstances  as  de- 
scribed, production  of  the  written  per- 
mission at  the  fiurmhouse  would  be  held 
ta  be  production  on  demand^  and  no 
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judge  would  convict ;  and,  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  will  remit 
the  sentence  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  had  made  inquiry  into  the 
case  mentioned,  and  he  had  received  a 
report  from  the  sheriff.  It  was  not  a 
case  in  which  the  man  had  left  his  written 
permission  behind  him,  as  he  never  had 
any  permission  at  all.  Even  if  he  had, 
however,  he  would  have  violated  the  law 
by  going  in  search  of  game  in  the  month 
of  June,  which  was  an  unlawful  time 
under  the  Act ;  therefore,  the  point  did 
not  at  all  turn  upon  his  leaving  his  per- 
mission behind  him.  He  had  received 
a  statement  of  the  gentleman  who  acted 
for  the  landowner  in  the  nrosecution, 
and  he  stated  that  if  it  had  oeen  shown 
to  Dr.  Young  or  his  factor  that  the 
accused  had  a  permission,  the  proceed- 
ings would  have  been  withdrawn ;  but 
no  such  permission  was  ever  shown  to 
have  existed. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL— RELEASE 
OF  PRISONERS  UNDER  THE  PROTEC- 
TION OF  PERSON  AND  PROPERTY 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1881. 

Mb.  J.  CO  WEN  asked  the  Krst  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  the  Government  will 
accompany  the  "  message  of  peace  " 
which  they  are  about  to  send  to  Ireland 
either  by  the  release  of  the  two  hundred 
persons  kept  in  prison  without  trial,  or 
accord  them  the  constitutional  right  of 
having  an  opportunity  of  defendmff  them- 
selves before  being  punished  ?  The  hon. 
Member,  after  putting  his  Question,  said, 
he  would  not  put  it  at  the  present  mo- 
ment if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
the  period  inopportune. 

ifii.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  hardly  feel 
justified  in  asking  my  hon.  Friend  to 
delay  this  Question,  because  if  I  were 
to  ask  him  to  do  that,  it  would  be  like 
making  myself  a  party  to  the  Question, 
and,  probabl]^,  giving  occasion  to  ex- 
pectations wmch  I  might  not  be  able  to 
fulfil.  I  think  it  would  be  better  to 
take  the  Question  as  it  now  stands,  and 
to  say  this.  Naturally  and  necessarily 
when  a  Bill  of  an  exceptional  character 
is  in  force  under  which  a  number  of  indi- 
viduals have  been  confined  upon  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Government,  it  is  the 
desire  and  duty  of  the  Government  at 
aU  times,  in  connection  with  any  Land 
Bill  or  any  other  way,  to  look  at  the 
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question  whether  at  all,  and  if  so  how 
far,  it  is  in  their  power  to  counteract  or 
put  an  end  to  such  a  state  of  things. 
That  is  a  standing  duty.  This  Ques- 
tion, however,  places  the  exercise  of  the 
duty  in  especial  connection  with  the  Land 
Bill,  which  is  glanced  at  in  the  Question 
as  a  "  message  of  peace."  Of  course,  it 
will  be  obvious  to  my  hon.  Friend  that 
we  do  not  at  all  know  what  decisions  the 
House  of  Lords,  in  the  exercise  of  its 
discretion,  may  arrive  at  with  regard  to 
the  Land  Bill,  nor  what  view  this  House 
may  take  in  respect  of  that  decision. 
Oonsoquently,  the  contingency  which 
my  hon.  Friend  has  proceeded  upon  is 
one  that  is  not  yet  realized  as  one  which 
it  is  possible  for  us  to  have  before  us,  as 
one  of  the  facts  of  the  case.  But,  in 
making  that  declaration,  I  must  beg  not 
to  be  understood  as  conveying,  in  any 
manner  or  decree,  any  anticipation  of 
any  decision  of  the  Oovemment  in  one 
of  the  gravest  matters  it  could  have  to 
consider,  which  it  only  can  consider  from 
time  to  time,  according  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  on  a  comprehensive 
view. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL— 
THE  CX)NVENTION. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  A  Question  having 
been  put  to  me  more  than  once,  very 
naturally,  on  the  subject  of  the  Conven- 
tion with  respect  to  the  Transvaal,  I  may 
mention  that  the  Government  have  to- 
day received  a  brief  intimation  that  that 
Oonvention  has  been  signed;  that  the 
transfer  of  the  functions  of  Government 
will  take  place  upon  the  8th ;  and  that 
the  Commission  is  breaking  up.  The 
Chief  Justice  and  the  President  of  the 
Orange  Free  State  had  actually  de- 
parted; Sir  Evelyn  Wood  has  gone 
back  to  Natal;  and  on  the  6th  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  was  to  return  to  the 
Cape. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— A  SATURDAY  SITTING. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  stated  that  it  would 
be  necessary  for  the  Government  to  ask 
the  House  to  sit  oni  Saturday,  in  order 
to  proceed  with  the  Business  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

NAVY— TORPEDO  BOATS. 
Captaik  AYLMEB  asked  ihe  Seore- 
tai7  to    the  Admiralty,  Whetheri  as 
lb'.  QM%Um$ 
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stated  in  the  "  Nautical  Guzette  of  New 
York  "  of  the  9th  ultimo,  two  vedette  or 
torpedo  boats  have  just  been  built  in  the 
United  States  for  the  British  Gkrvem- 
ment;  whether  these  boats  are  faster, 
cheaper,  and  better  than  any  that  can 
be  produced  in  this  Country ;  when  he 
expects  these  boats  to  arrive ;  and,  if  he 
will  be  ffood  enough  to  state  the  size  and 
cost  of  uiese  boats  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  two  vedette 
boats  have  been  built  of  wood  in  the 
United  States  for  the  British  Govern- 
ment. They  are  48  feet  long,  and  are 
designed  for  a  speed  of  14  knots.  They 
have  been  delivered  in  England,  but 
have  not  been  tried  yet.  Their  cost  is 
£2,500  each,  delivered  in  England. 
English-built,  wooden  vedette  boats  are 
a  little  slower,  and  cost  something  less. 
Enfflish-built  torpedo  boats  of  steel, 
wim  16  knots  speed  and  67  feet  long, 
cost  no  more  than  these  Herei^off 
vedette  boats ;  which  will,  however,  put 
us  in  possession  of  a  vexr  novel  form  of 
boiler,  which  is  supposea  to  be  remark- 
ably  free  &om  danger  of  explosion. 


NAVY— H.M.S.  "  INFLEXIBLE." 

Caftaut  AYLMEB  asked  the  Seare- 
taiy  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is 
true,  as  reported,  that  H.M.S.  ''  In- 
flexible" draws  some  three  feet  more 
water  than  was  calculated  in  her  desim; 
and,  if  not,  if  he  will  state  the  exact  dif- 
ference between  the  contemplated  and 
real  draught  of  said  ship  ? 

Me.  TBEVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  Infl^xu 
hie,  equipped  and  stored,  with  bunkers 
full,  and  with  the  rig  which  would  not 
be  used  in  time  of  war,  when  only  the 
two  lower  masts  will  be  retained,  will 
have  a  mean  draught  of  25  feet  6  inches. 
Since  the  Inflexible  was  designed  first 
her  guns  have  been  changed  from  60 
to  80  tons,  her  torpedo  equipment  and 
torpedo  boats  have  been  added,  and  her 
complement  of  men  has  been  raised  by 
100.  Allowance  was  made  for  all  these 
changes  in  the  amended  estimate  from 
time  to  time,  and  the  InflescibU  draws 
within  an  inch  and  a-half  of  what  she 
was  expected  to  draw  by  the  Oonstrao* 
tive  Department. 

JAPAN— TBEATY  BEVIBION. 

Sib  EDWABD  BEED  asked  tlM 
Under  Secretazy  of  State  fi»  Foreiga. 
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Afflm,  Wliethtr  the  GoyoniixMBt  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  Houee  the 
OKTMpoodenee  which  Ims  taken  place 
with  tiSe  Qarennnent  of  Japan  respect- 
ing the  application  of  tiie  Laws  of  Japan 
Id  foftekmnen;  the  trade  in  opitnn ;  and 
theoloBing  of  the  Foreign  Poet  (MSces; 
if  he  will  atate  the  present  position  of  l^e 
qnestkm  of  Treaty  of  Berision ;  and, 
when  the  Papers  upon  this  subject  will 
be  presented  to  Parliament? 

&B  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir,  the 
qnestion  of  the  application  of  the  laws 
of  Japan  to  foreigners  is  dealt  with  in- 
eidentally  in  the  general  Correspondence 
relating  to  Treaty  revision.    The  impor- 
titioB  of  oj^mn  into  Japan  is  prohibited 
b^  Treaty,    bvt  a  question  nss  arisen 
mdi  reference  to  the  supply  of  opium 
for  medicinal  imrposeB  to  the  foreign 
oomnumilrf,  and  it  is  proposed  to  discuss 
tiiis  question  in  the  course  of  the  nego- 
tiatkms.    The  foreign  Post  Offices  were 
cftoeed  by  agreement  in  1879,  and  there 
will  be  no  ol^ection  to  lay  the  Papers 
relating  to  this  subject  on  the  Taole, 
together  wi&  the  general  Correspond- 
iooe,  when  the  negotiations  are  con- 
duded.    At  the  request  of  the  Japanese 
Government,  it  has  been  agreed  that 
the  negotiations  fbr  ^e  Treaty  revision 
shall  take  place  in  Japan,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment  are  at  the  present 
moment  in  oonmiunication  on  the  sub- 
ject witii  the  other  Treaty  Powers,  and 
with  the  Chambers  of  Commerce  in  this 
ooontiy,  and  the  principal  firms  inte- 
rested in  the  trade  with  Japan.    Her 
Majesty's   Government  have    signified 
their  willingness  to  proceed  with  the 
negotiations  on  the  basts  of  Article  22 
of  the  Treaty  of   1858,    under  which 
Botioe  of   revision  was  given    by  the 
Jananese  Government,  and  which  pro- 
vim  tiiat  either  party  may  demand  a 
wviaon  <rf  that  TreaJ^  witii  a  view  to 
the  insertion  therein  of  such    amend- 
ments as  eamerienoe  shall  prove  to  be 
deeirable.     It  is  not  poseoDle  at  pre- 
Mnt  to  state  how  soon  the  Papers  on 
^  sabjeot  may  be  presented  to  JParlia- 
ment 

TUNIS— THE  ENFmA  CASE. 

In  Eakl  of  BECTIVE  asked  the 
IlBder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AAun,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
▼«mment  are  aware  that  the  ioey  of 
Tmds,  under  the  instigation  oi  M.  Mxuh 


tan,  has  issued  a  decree  removing  the 
Enfida  case  from  the  Hanafi  local  court 
to  the  Meliki  local  court,  although,  eturly 
in  the  present  year,  he  declared  he  had 
no  power  to  control  the  action  of  those 
courts;  if  HerM^esty's  Government 
are  aware  that  the  Meliki  court  formerly 
declared  itself  incompetent  to  entertain 
the  suit,  and  that  tli^  French  Govern- 
ment, j>nor  to  the-  12th  May,  decKned 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  loceu  Tunisian 
courts  for  the  Enfida  case;  whether 
Her  Majes^'s  Government  consider 
these  acts  of  M.  Boustan  and  the  Bey 
are  an  infringement  of  the  Anglo* 
Tunisian  Trea^  of  1863,  and  contrary 
to  the  tenor  of  Lord  Granville's  Lettw 
of  the  21st  Apiil,  and  therefore  viola- 
tions of  the  riffhts  of  a  British  subject ; 
and,  if  Her  Majesty's  Govemm^ait  can 
inform  the  House,  whether  or  not  the 
acts  aforesaid  are  approved  by  the 
French  Government,  and  if  they  are 
prepared  to  take  any  st^s  in  the 
matter  ? 

Sm  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  l^r,  the 
Enfida  case  has  be<Mi  removed  by  a  de- 
cree of  the  Bey  £pom  the  Hanafi  to  the 
Meliki  Court,  and  Mr.  Levey  having  pro- 
tested against  this  measure,  further  pro- 
ceedings have  been  suspended.  As 
regards  the  second  part  of  the  Question, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been 
fldven  to  understand  that  the  Maliki 
Court  had  formerly  deolfu'ed  itself  in- 
competent to  entertain  this  suit ;  and  it 
appears  from  Lord  Lyons'  despatch  of  the 
16th  of  February — ^which  has  been  laid 
before  the  House— that  the  French  Go- 
vernment had  declared — 

''  That  it  was  imposiible,  under  the  oiroum- 
stances,  that  the  French  Government  could 
ocAsent  to  leare  the  Enfida  question  to  the  de- 
oiSLon  of  the  Tunisian  local  aathorities.'' 

Her  Majesty's  Government  are  await- 
ing a  further  Beport  as  to  the  facts  of 
the  case,  and,  in  the  meanwhile,  they 
are  not  in  a  position  to  form  an  opinion 
as  to  whether  the  proceedinffs  that  have 
taken  place  constitute  a  violation  of  the 
Anglo-Tunisian  Treaty  of  1863,  or  of 
Mr.  Levev's  rights  as  a  British  subject. 
Her  Majesty's  GK>vemment  have  di- 
rected Mr.  Arpa,  the  Judge  of  the  Con- 
s^ar  Court  at  Tunis,  who  was  absent 
on  leave,  to  return  to  his  post,  and  fur- 
jioA  a  Beport  on  the  legal  bearings  of 
tiie  case.  Beoent  communications  have 
passed  between  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
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ment  and  the  French  OoTemment  on 
the  subject  with  a  view  to  a  satisfactory 
solution. 

TRINIDAD— OUTBREAK  OF  MALARIAL 
FEVER. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  the  attention  of  the  Colonial  Office 
has  been  drawn  to  an  unusual  amount 
of  mdarial  fever  of  a  malignant  kind 
existing  in  Trinidad,  by  which  a  number 
of  valuable  lives  have  been  lost ;  if  he 
is  aware  that  the  inhabitants  have  had 
indignation  meetinfi^  blaming  the  Go- 
vernor for  his  supineness  and  apathy 
in  not  taking  steps  for  improved  sanita- 
tion, and  particularly  for  not  insisting 
on  the  removal  of  one  spefjial  nuisance 
arising  from  the  lees  pond  of  the  Colo- 
nial Company  to  which  much  of  the 
sickness  is  attributed ;  and,  whether  he 
will  send  out  such  instructions  to  the 
Oovemor  as  will  lead  to  the  allaying 
of  the  dissatisfaction  that  exists  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  no 
official  Report  on  this  matter  has  been 
received,  but  the  local  newspaper  con- 
tains a  report  of  a  meeting  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  lees  pond  of  the  Colonial 
Company  which  is  alleged  to  be  a  nui- 
sance and  to  have  caused  serious  illness 
in  its  neighbourhood.  One  of  the  re- 
solutions at  this  meeting  complains  of 
the  Executive  not  having  taken  decided 
steps  to  abate  the  alleged  nuisance.  A 
Report  from  the  Governor  will  probably 
be  received  by  next  mail,  as  it  appears 
that  the  resolutions  of  the  meeting 
were  to  be  sent  to  him  with  a  request 
that  he  would  forward  them  to  the  Colo- 
nial Office.  I  may  add  that  a  letter  has 
been  received  from  the  Colonial  Com- 
pany, in  which  they  assert  that  it  is 
quite  impossible  that  the  outbreak  of 
&ver  in  question  can  be  in  any  way  attri- 
butable to  the  lees  pond,  and  that  the 
nuisance  was  entirely  removed  when  the 
rains  set  in. 

COOLIES  (INDIAN)  AT  LA  REUNION. 

Mb.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  *'decret"  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Indian  labourers  in  the  Island 
of  La  Reunion  has  yet  been  received  by 
the  Colonial  Office ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  can  make  any  statement  as  to  the 
views  of  the  Colonial  Office  with  regard 
to  the  ''  deoret,"  and  as  to  tiiie  expe- 

Sir  Charhi  W.  Dilie 


diency  of  sanctioning  farther  emigration 
from  India  to  La  Reunion  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
''  decret"  has  been  communicated  to  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)verment  by  that  of  France, 
and  is  now  imder  the  consideration  of 
Commissioners  appointed  on  the  part  of 
the  Foreign  and  India  Offices  to  discuss 
the  question  of  coolie  emigration  to 
La  Reunion  with  the  French  Govern- 
ment. 

IRELAND— CROPS  IN  MITNSTER— 
HARVEST  LABOUR. 

Mb.  WARTON  (for  Lord  Abthto 
Hill)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  in  Munster  some  crops 
are  likely  to  be  lost,  owin^  to  the  fact 
that  labour  cannot  be  obtained ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  give  directions  that 
assistance  shall  be  rendered  by  the 
troops,  when  practicable,  or  whether  he 
will  devise  some  other  mode  by  means 
of  which  those  crops  will  be  saved  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOkSTER,  in  rely,  said, 
he  was  aware  that  there  was  a  dispute 
between  the  labourers  and  the  farmers 
in  regard  to  wages  and  other  matters, 
and  he  saw  some  hope  that  it  might  be 
arranged,  and,  therefore,  could  not  say 
that  Sie  crops  would  not  be  obtained. 
As  to  assistance  being  rendered  by  the 
troops,  it  was  a  very  serious  matter  indeed 
to  give  directions  to  the  troops  to  inter- 
fere in  what  was  after  all  a  wages  dispute 
between  the  parties.  A  very  strong  case 
would  be  necessary  to  warrant  such  in- 
terference. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  whether  ihe 
constabulary  had  assisted  in  mowing 
and  storing  hay  on  farms  in  possessioii 
of  the  Emergency  Committee,  and  whe- 
ther an  aide-de-camp,  a  member  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant's  household,  had  been 
used  as  an  agent  for  the  purpose  of 
making  extensive  purchases  of  amcul- 
tural  implements  on  behalf  of  the  Emer- 
gency Committee  ?        

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  asked  the 
hon.  Member  to  give  Notice  of  his 
Questions. 

COURTS  MARTIAL— INDIA. 
Mb.  GRANTHAM  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  has 
received  anyoommunioationsfiN)m  India 
as  to  an  alleged  refusal  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  in  India  to  reimburse 
Lieutenant  Colonel   Maloohnson,  03. 
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and  Major  Ourrie,  the  expenses  they 
were  respectively  put  to  in  defending 
themselvee  at  the  trial  hy  court  martial, 
ordered  to  he  held  in  consequence  of 
charges  made  against  them  hy  Brigadier 
Oeneral  Burrows  and  Nuttall,  which 
charges  were  disproved  at  the  trial  on 
which  Colonel  Malcolmson  and  Major 
Currie  were  honourahly  acquitted  ? 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  HAETINQTON, 
in  reply,  said,  no  communication  had 
heen  received  £rom  India  on  the  subject 
of  the  refusal  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  reimburse  the  officers  mentioned, 
nor  had  the  Home  Government  received 
any  applications  in  any  other  form.  Of 
course,  if  any  such  appHcation  were 
made  it  would  be  considered;  but  it 
would  be  contraiy  to  all  precedent  to 
grant  it. 

WATS  AND  MEANS-TERMINABIiB 
ANNUITIES  BILL. 

Mb.  HUBBAED  said,  on  the  second 
xeadinfi^  of  this  Bill  he  should  move  an 
Amen£nent  which  he  had  not  yet  formu- 
lated, and  asked  the  Prime  liUnister  for 
information  as  to  when  the  Bill  would 
be  proceeded  with? 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Sir, 
▼ith  reference  to  the  Notice  that  has 
just  heen  given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London,  I 
Bhonld  like  to  ask  the  IPrime  Minister 
▼hether  it  is  of  great  public  importance 
that  this  measure  should  be  proceeded 
with  this  Session,  because  I  tnink  that 
it  would  lead  to  more  discussion  than  it 
was  originally  thought  would  take  place 
npon  it  ?  I  do  not  put  the  question  in  a 
hostile  spirit,  and  if  it  is  inconvenient 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  to  reply  to 
it  just  now  I  shall  not  require  an  answer 
at  this  moment. 

}£^  GLADSTONE :  I  certainly  will 
consider  the  matter.  I  have  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  any  considerable  opposi- 
tion will  be  ffiven  to  the  measure ;  but 
nothing  has  been  determined  in  refer- 
SQoe  to  the  matter  at  present. 

NAVY— THE  EOYAL  MARINES. 

Sib  HENBY  FLETOHEB  inquired 
whether  the  proposed  re-organization 
Mheme  for  the  Koyal  Marines  would  be 
Ittd  upon  the  Table  in  time  for  it  to  be 
^iKUflsed  during  the  present  Session  ? 

Mb.  TEEYMjYAN  :  Sir,  there  is 
nothing  that  can  fairly  be  called  a  ze- 


organization  scheme  for  the  corps  of 
Boyal  Marines,  nor  has  any  such  been 
promised  or  foreshadowed.  The  altera- 
tions that  are  to  be  made  will  date  back 
to  the  1st  of  July,  so  that  no  one  who  is 
to  be  benefited  by  those  alterations  will 
suffer  by  the  delay.  I  think  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member's  request  a  very 
fair  one ;  and  I  will  see  if  the  details  of 
our  proposals  can  be  laid  before  the 
House  before  it  rises. 

EAST  INDIA  REVENUE  AOCOUNTS- 
THE  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  when  the  Indian 
Budget  would  be  taken ;  and  whether  it 
would  be  taken  before  facilities  were 
given  for  bringing  on  the  Welsh  Sunday 
ClosiDgBill? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Indian  Budget,  being  a  matter 
of  Imperial  concern,  must  undoubtedly 
be  taken  into  consideration  before  the 
Welsh  Sunday  Olosing  Bill  was  brought 
on.  At  the  same  time,  there  was  no 
reason  why,  if  the  promoters  of  the 
latter  measure  found  themselves  in  a 
position  to  bring  it  on  previously,  they 
should  not  do  so.  He  could  not  fix  a 
day  for  the  Indian  Budget  until  further 
progress  had  been  made  with  Supply. 

CATTLE  DISEASE— THE  SIBERIAN 
PLAGUE. 

Mr.  BIBKBEOK  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  Eeport  of 
Mr.  Spear  relative  to  the  Siberian 
Plague,  and  the  extreme  danger  of  its 
spreading  to  our  flocks,  and  also  the 
danger  of  fatality  to  the  wool  sorters ; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  upwards  of 
100,000  bales  of  Eastern  wool  are  annu- 
ally imported  into  England,  and  proved 
to  be  capable  of  much  dan^ ;  and, 
whether  ne  has  considered,  m  view  of 
its  dangerous  properties,  the  desira- 
bility of  prohibiting  the  sale  of  the 
sweepings  from  the  manufacturers'  sort- 
ing rooms,  and  also  the  sale  of  the  old 
bags? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  Mr.  Spear's 
Heport  has  been  considered  by  the 
Yeterinaiy  Department,  and  Professor 
Brown  has  written  a  Memorandum  on 
the  subject,  which  I  propose  to  lay  upon 
the  Table.  Outbreaks  of  "anthrax" 
are  not  uncommon  in  Bussia,  and  have 
ooouired  occasionally  in  this  oountrv, 
althaagh  the  disease  has  not  general)^ 
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extended  beyond  the  farm  where  the 
outbreak  took  place.  There  is  only  a 
single  instance  recorded  where  the  dis- 
ease arose  on  lands  which  had  been 
partly  manured  with  refuse  from  woollen 
factories.  Under  these  circumstances, 
there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  neces- 
sity for  the  prohibition  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT-ELEMEN- 
TARY SCHOOLS— GRANTS  FOR 
DRAWING. 

Mr.  a.  PALMER  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education,  If  he  is  aware  that  the  pay- 
ments for  results  in  drawing  in  the  Ele- 
mentary Schools  have  been  this  year  in 
many  cases  unsatisfactory  to  the  teachers 
and  managers;  and,  is  he  willing  to 
state  to  the  House  why  the  payments 
are  so  much  less  this  year  in  comparison 
with  last  year  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  have  been 
made  aware  by  numerous  complaints 
that  the  pa3nnents  for  results  in  drawing 
in  the  elementary  schools  have  this  year 
been  unsatisfactory  to  teachers  and  ma- 
nagers as  compared  with  last  year.  The 
reason  why  the  payments  are  much  less 
this  year  than  last  is  that  in  1879  a 
Circular  was  issued,  the  Department 
announcing  a  change  in  the  mode  of 
assessing  the  grant.  This  change  was 
made  with  the  view  of  securing  better 
instruction  in  drawing,  and  in  lieu  of  a 

Eayment  of  la,  for  every  child  who  had 
een  taught  drawing,  Is.  would  be  paid 
for  each  satisfactory  exercise,  not  being 
more  than  three  in  number.  The  Cir- 
cular also  gave  notice  that  the  standard 
of  examination  would  bo  raised  **  suffi- 
ciently to  coimterbalance  the  increase 
in  the  number  of  payments.*'  It  would 
appear  that,  instead  of  both  these 
changes  being  brought  into  operation 
simultaneously,  the  schools  had  the 
benefit  of  the  increased  grants  in  1880, 
but  that  the  raising  of  the  standard  was 
deferred  till  1881.  Hence  there  is  a 
falling  off  in  the  grant  this  year  as  com- 
pared with  last. 

PARLIAMENT— ORDER— MOVING   AD- 
JOURNMENTS AT  QUESTION  TIME. 
Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  the  Government  had 
arrived  at  any  conclusion  as  to  what 
they  would  do  with  regard  to  his  Mo- 
tion as  to  propoMls  for  ad|joaniment 
Mr.  Mund$Ua 


during  Question  time?  If  the  Prime 
Minister  desired  it,  he  would  move  the 
Motion  that  evening. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  not  ready  to  make  any  announce* 
ment  on  the  subject — ^not  because  the 
intention  of  his  hon.  Friend  did  not  com- 
mend itself  to  him,  or  that  he  did  not 
agree'very  much  with  the  proposal  which 
he  believed  he  intended  to  make,  but  be- 
cause the  question  connected  itself  with 
so  many  matters  of  detail  relating  to  the 
Business  of  the  House  that  it  was  a  grave 
question  whether  it  was  desirable  to  deal 
with  it  as  an  isolated  matter,  or  whether 
it  would  not  be  more  advantageously  in- 
cluded in  the  general  consideration  of 
the  arrangements  of  the  House  and  the 
despatch  of  Public  Business. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  said,  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  he  would  not  move 
his  Eesolution. 


PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE  (MR,  BRAD- 
LAUGH)— NEW  WRrr  FOR  NORTH- 
AMPTON. 

Sir  WILFBID  LAWSON  said,  that 
he  wished  to  put  the  following  Question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
Chair: — Whether,  as  the  House  has 
decided  forcibly  to  prevent  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  one  of  the  duly  elected  Members 
for  Northampton,  obeying  the  statutory 
obligation  under  which  alone  he  can 
serve  his  constituents  in  this  House,  the 
seat  for  Northampton  is  now  vacant; 
and,  whether  it  is  competent  for  any 
Member  to  move  that  a  Writ  be  issued 
for  the  election  of  a  Bepresentative  to 
serve  in  Parliament  for  the  boroueh  of 
Northampton  in  the  room  of  Mr.  Srad« 
laugh  ? 

Mr.  SFEAKEB  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  will  allow  me  to  state  that 
the  Speaker  is  bound  to  answer  all 
Questions  on  points  of  Order  that  may 
be  put  to  him  as  they  arise ;  but  I  most 
respectfully  observe  that  the  Question 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  now  puts  to  me  is 
one  which  relates  to  a  matter  which  is 
for  the  determination  of  the  House  it- 
self. I  may  say,  however,  that  ^e 
House  does  not  entertain  any  proposal 
for  issuine  a  new  Writ  for  any  consti- 
tuency unless  the  seat  be  vacant. 

Sir  WILFBID  LAWSON  asked  how 
the  seat  was  to  be  declared  vacant  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  That  is  not  a  matter 
for  me  to  determine. 
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ORDERS   OF  TEE  BAT. 

SXJPPLY.—COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

ARMY— MOUNTED  INFANTRY. 
BESOLUTIOK. 

8iB  EGBERT  LOTD  LINDSAY,  in 
rising  to  move — 

*^  That,  in  order  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
modem  war&ure,  and  to  secure  rapidity  of  move- 
ment for  troops  armed  with  oreech-loading 
nflfcs,  some  provision  he  made  in  this  year's 
Anny  Estimates  for  the  formation  of  corps  of 
mounted  infantry,  and  that  a  proportion  of  such 
coips  form  part  of  the  Army  estohlishment  in 
futare," 

8ud,  he  did  not  desire  to  see  a  new 
branch  of  the  Servioe  established ;  but 
he  wanted  greater  mobility  to  be  given 
to  our  Infantry,  who  were,  nevertheless, 
not  to  relax  their  efforts  to  improve 
themselves  in  the  use  of  the  rifle.  Almost 
inestimable  service  was  rendered  in  a 
campaign  by  giving  additional  power  of 
loeooiotion  to  the  troops  engaged  in  it. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  hon.  Members 
who  had  taken  interest  in  modem  cam- 
pjiigns  had  observed  that  themselves. 
Th^  might  remember  the  very  wonder- 
ful marches  which  Sir  Hugh  Eose  made 
in  India  with  troops  mounted  on  ponies 
and  mulea.    If   his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  late  Metnber  for  Sunderland 
(Sr  Henry  ELavelock)  had  been  in  the 
House  he  would  have  said  something  in 
support  of  the  Motion  he  had  brought 
icrward.      The  success  of   Sir  Henry 
Havelook's  mounted  riflemen  was  re- 
corded in  Malleson's  HUimry  of  India, 
from  which  he  begged  to  quote  the  fol- 
lowing passage : — 

"That  60  men,  organized  on  a  novel  plan— 
thit  is  to  say,  as  mounted  riflemen — ^had  effected, 
vith  shnost  nominal  loss,  in  five  days,  during 
which  they  marched  ahout  40  miles  a-day,  what 
3,000  regular  troops  had  for  six  months  failed 
to  ftooomplish — ^namely,  the  complete  expulsion 
of  4,600  rebels  from  tiie  province,  and  in  the 
infliction  on  them  of  a  punishment  which  has 
not  to  thU  day  been  effaced." 

^^ith  reference  to  operations  in  Oa- 
bol  in  December,  1880,  the  advantage 
of  having  a  body  of  mounted  infantry 
availaUefor  service  was  fordbly  brought 
to  notiee,  and  Lieutenant  Oeneral  Sir 
Aodttiok    Boberta    accordingly   gave 
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orders  for  the  ^rmation  of  such  a  body. 
A  committee  was  assembled  to  consider 
the  subject,  and  the  result  was  as  fol- 
lows :— One  oflficer  and  60  rank  and  file 
were  selected  from  each  regiment  from 
men  best  able  to  ride.  Each  man  was 
provided  with  a  pony  or  mule  from  the 
regimental  transport.  The  baggage 
saddles  were  so  far  converted  as  to  make 
them  suitable  for  riding,  and  were  fur- 
nished with  stirrups.  JSach  man  was 
provided  with  a  pair  of  **  khoojins,"  or 
native  saddle  bags,  and  in  these  were 
carried  60  rounds  of  ammunition  in  two 
tin  cases  holding  80  rounds  each,  three 
days'  rations,  and  one  day's  grain  for 
the  pony ;  the  total  weight  of  these  ar- 
ticles was  17  lb.  Blankets  were  carried, 
folded  under  the  seat,  and  fastened  bv  a 
surcingle ;  greatcoats  were  carried,  rolled 
up  bemnd ;  also  a  picketting  rope  and 
peg ;  spare  shoes  and  nails  were  carried 
in  a  pocket  in  the  saddle.  For  British 
soldiers  a  small  Warren's  cooking  pot 
was  adopted  for  every  four  men,  earned 
by  one  of  each  squad  in  a  bag  specially 
suited  for  the  purpose.  The  equipment 
of  the  infantry  soldier  was  not  changed ; 
but  when  mounted  the  men  carried  &eir 
rifles  slung  across  their  backs.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  a  body  of  infantry  pos- 
sessed of  such  mobility  might  on  many 
occasions  prove  invaluable,  whether  the 
object  was  to  relieve  or  re-inforce  a  dis- 
tant post,  or  seize  a  point  of  vantage ; 
while  the  increased  distances  they  would 
traverse  might  be  of  the  greatest  service. 
In  an  essay  written  for  the  Wellington 
Prize  in  1871,  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
said — 


''The  next  time  we  take  the  field,  if  the 
general  has  the  same  views  as  the  writer,  he 
wiU  be  as  strong  in  mounted  infantry  as  he  can, 
with  due  regard  to  the  forage  resources  of  the 
country  to  ba  operated  in." 

He  added — 

*'  The  offensiye  operations  of  mounted  infan- 
try must  be  by  flank  attacks.  Its  great  power 
of  moving  enables  it  to  make  wide  turning 
movemento,  knowing  that,  if  beaten  off,  the 
enemy's  infantry  cannot  pursue,  and  that  from 
his  cavalry  it  has  nothing  to  fear." 

In  the  same  essay  he  said — 

"With  reference  to  the  use  of  cavalry  in 
attacks  upon  an  enemy's  position,  the  more  one . 
studies  the  battles  lately  fought  in  France,  the 
more  one  is  convinced  that  the  chief  use  of 
cavalry  henceforth  will  be  as  the  eyes  and  ears 
of  an  army.  The  days  of  grand  imposing 
charges  of  horsemen  in  massoo  are  past^  and 
cmly  to  be  remanbered  among  the  q^t-stimng 
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deeds  of  a  bygono  era.  During  the  late  war 
(Franco- German),  the  cavalry  on  both  sides  re- 
mained idle  listeners  to  the  roar  of  distant  guns, 
or,  when  this  course  wiis  departed  from,  the  re- 
sult proved  the  folly  of  the  proceeding.  We 
read  of  whole  regiments  of  French  cavalry 
being,  as  it  were,  crushed  to  death  by  the  in- 
fantrv  fire  at  Sedan  in  their  efTorts,  not  so  much 
for  victory,  as  to  prove  that  all  chivalrous  gal- 
lantry had  not  departed  from  their  army.'* 

The  deductions  which  Sir  Garnet  Wolse- 
ley  drew,  therefore,  from  the  most  re- 
cent lessons  in  war  was  that  during  an 
action,  cavalry,  as  a  combatant  arm, 
could  seldom  be  of  much  decisive  use  ; 
while  the  duties  of  obtaining  informa- 
tion of  the  enemy's  doings  and  of  pro- 
tecting the  flanks  could  be  more  effec- 
tively performed  by  corps  consisting  of 
mounted  infantry  and  cavalry  in  the 
proportion  of  four  to  one  in  favour  of 
the  mounted  infantry.  In  a  lecture  on 
mounted  riflemen  at  the  United  Service 
Institution,  delivered  in  1 873,  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood,  now  second  in  command  in  the 
Transvaal,  said — 

"  The  experience  gained  during  the  war  of 
1870-1  has  confirmed  the  opinion,  long  hold  by 
many  soldiers,  that  mounted  riflemen  are  now 
essential  to  every  enterprising  army." 

In  the  course  of  that  lecture,  delivered 
seven  years  ago,  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  then 
Colonel  Wood,  urged  with  great  energy 
— and,  let  him  say,  with  great  courage 
— as  an  army  reformer,  the  necessity  of 
forming  such  corps,  and  he  laid  down 
this  resolute  proposition — namely,  that 
before  the  next  war  a  scheme  for  estab- 
lishing mounted  riflemen  must  be  de- 
cided upon.  And  on  that  question,  be 
said, 

"  all  thinking  soldiers  are  agreed,  and  that  it 
only  remains  necessary  to  ascertain  which  plan 
is  the  most  suitable  for  the  British  nation.*' 

But  he  added — 

*'  If  the  formation  of  such  troops  is  postponed 
until  war  is  imminent,  it  will  be  hurriedly  and, 
therefore,  badly  executed." 

He  would  read  an  extract  from  Sir 
George  CoUey,  written  from  the  camp, 
at  Newcastle,  January  17,  1881,  which 
showed  that  Sir  Evelyn  Wood's  words 
were  almost  prophetic.  In  that  letter 
Sir  George  Colley  said — 

"I  confess  that  I  ¥ra8  greatly  disappointed 
that  the  effect  of  the  artillery  fire,  which,  even 
when  the  Boers  came  out  of  their  cover,  and 
crowded  the  ridges  pretty  thickly,  seemed  abso- 
lutely nil;  and  to  this  and  the fulure  of  Brown- 
low's  charge  I  attribute  the  loss  of  the  day. 
But  in  juftioe  to  Brownlow't  lecond  troop  it 

Sir  BoUrt  Loyd  Zind$ay 


must  be  remembered  that  they  consisted  only  of 
mounted  infantry  very  recently  organized.  It 
was  a  steep  and  bold  charge,  and  some  of  their 
horses,  wiUi  little  training,  could  not  be  brought 
to  face  the  fire." 

It  was  rather  curious  that  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  should  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  proving  the  very  thing  that  he  said 
nine  years  ago,  when  he  remarked  that 
unless  that  matter  was  taken  in  band  at 
leisure  and  done  in  time  of  peace,  they 
would  have  it  done  in  time  of  war,  and 
done  badly  and  insufficiently.  Now,  he 
himself  was  not  an  alarmist  as  to  this 
country,  with  its  small  Regular  Force, 
being  able  to  hold  its  own  in  every  part 
of  the  world,  as  it  was  called  upon  to  do ; 
but  it  was  a  matter  of  grave  considera- 
tion how  that  could  best  be  done  in 
future.  In  every  war  in  which  we  had 
been  engaged,  from  the  Peninsular  down 
to  the  Zulu  War,  the  British  troops  liad 
invariably  met  other  troops  who  were 
not  so  well  armed  as  themselves.  Even 
in  the  Indian  Mutiny,  the  Sepoys,  al« 
though  trained  by  English  officers,  were 
only  armed  with  Brown  Bess,  while  our 
troops  used  breech-loading  rifles.  But 
things  were  reversed  in  the  case  of  the 
late  contest  with  the  Boers  of  the  Trans- 
vaal. Breech-loading  rifles  were  now  so 
cheap  and  so  easily  obtained  that  every 
nation,  and  even  every  savage  tribe  thift 
intended  to  go  to  war,  would  take  care 
to  provide  themselves  with  those  weapons. 
Unless,  therefore,  we  took  such  steps  to 
keep  ourselves  in  advance  and  to  alter 
our  tactics  and  the  equipments  of  our 
Army  as  our  most  experienced  officen 
recommended,  we  might  be  placed  in  a 

Sosition  of  great  difficulty  at  no  distant 
ay.  He  trusted  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  would  take  the  matter  into  con- 
sideration;  and  he  (Sir  Bobert  Loyd 
Lindsay)  believed  that  if  it  were  shown, 
as  he  thought  it  could  be,  that  the  ad« 
ditional  outlay  requisite  for  that  import- 
ant purpose  was  not  large,  the  ELouse 
would  cheerfully  vote  the  funds  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  deemed 
necessary.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber concluded  by  moviziff  the  Besolution 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

SiE    BALDWTN   LEIGHTON,    in 
seconding  the  Besolution,  observed  that 
its  importance  could  hardly  be  over-eati-    j 
mated.     He  was  convinced  of  the  neoee-    j 
sity  of  organizing  a  mounted  infieuitiy 
force  in  time  of  peace,  instead  of  lesv^ 
ing  it  to  be  improvised  to  meet  emor-. 
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gendes  when  war  broke  out.  He 
Sioiight  that  the  men  employed  in  the 
foroe  contemplated  by  the  Kesolution 
thoold  be  men  £rom  5  feet  3  inches  to  5 
feet  4  inches  in  height.  In  fact,  the 
Bnuller  and  lighter  they  were  the  better ; 
ind  the  horses  on  whidi  they  should  be 
mounted  should  be  small  and  under 
15  hands  high.  They  should  be  taught 
to  act  in  very  small  bodies.  He  agreed 
in  ereiy  word  which  had  fallen  from  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  he  thought 
that  tiie  object  in  yiew  might  be  carried 
oat  without  adding  anything  to  the  Army 
Estimates,  or,  at  least,  with  only  a  trifling 
increase  of  their  present  cost. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Qnestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
''in  order  to  meet  tiie  requirementa  of  modem 
vazfue,  and  to  secure  rapidity  of  moyement  for 
Uoops  armed  with  breech-loading  riflea^  aome 
proTifion  be  made  in  thia  year' a  Army  Eatimatea 
tor  the  formation  of  corpa  of  mounted  infantry, 
•ndthat  a  proportion  of  auoh  corpa  form  part  of 
the  Army  eatabliahment  in  future,"  —  {Sir 
Bskrt  Lh^  Lindsmy,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Qasstion  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qaestion." 

Sib  THOMAS   AC!LAND   said,  he 
viahed  to    take    that    opportunity  of 
thftnVing  the  hon.  and  gatlant  Member 
tot  Berkshire   for  haying  brought  the 
question  forward,  and  for  the  trouble  he 
had  taken  in  directing  the  attention  of 
the  military  authorities  to  it.     He  had 
himaelf,  as  a  civilian  and  as  a  retired 
Volunteer,  made  inquiries  on  the  sub- 
jecty  and  was  convinced  of  its  impor- 
taaoB,  but  saw  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
giving  practical  effect  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member.     There 
iraa,  in  the  first  place,  the  difficulty  of 
canying  the  rifle  on  horseback.    They 
had,  however,  a  regiment  of  Carbineers 
in  the  Service,  and  he  believed  they 
Yould  never  get  the  Yeomanry  of  the 
eountiy  to  cany  firearms  until  the  ex- 
ample was  set  them  in  the  Army.    The 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  gallwt  Gen- 
tleman was  one  which  ought  to  be  taken 
upirith  more  spirit ;  and  he  trusted  .hat, 
betireen  this  time  and  next  year,  the 
QMtion  would  be  considered  at  the  War 
OiBce  in  all  its  bearings. 

Hb-OHHiDEBS  said,  he  looked  upon 
^  question  as  being  a  very  important 
Wf  and  though,  tec&iically,  the  ques- 


tion could  not,  he  thought,  be  put,  as 
it  would  involve  an  addition  to  the  Esti- 
mates, he  very  cordially  thanked  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  for  having 
brought  me  question  before  the  House. 
So  anve,  indeed,  were  they  to  its  im- 
portance that,  in  connection  with  the 
outbreak  of  hostilities  in  South  Africa, 
thev  acted  in  the  direction  suggested  by 
making  an  experiment,  which,  however, 
did  not  bear  fruit,  as  hostilities  had 
ceased  before  the  troops  reached  the  Cape. 
In  the  first  place,  they  did  what  had 
been  urged  by  many  officers  of  experi- 
ence— they  armed  a  certain  number  of 
Cavalry  with  the  long  rifle.  The  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  Cavalry  could  con- 
veniently carry  the  long  rifle  had,  no 
doubt,  been  a  matter  of  much  dispute  ; 
but  there  were  those  in  the  War  Office 
who  thought  it  could  be  accomplished, 
and  that  it  might  be  possible  to  arm  a 
large  proportion  of  British  Cavalry  with 
that  weapon.  In  the  second  place,  they 
organized  and  sent  out  to  South  Africa 
under  Major  Barron  a  body  of  Mounted 
Eifles.  As  he  had  stated,  owing  to  the 
cessation  of  hostilities,  they  were  not 
brought  into  action,  but  if  they  had, 
then  there  would  have  been  a  good  test 
of  the  value  of  the  suggestion  made  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. The  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Berkshire  contained  the 
words  '*  corps  of  mounted  infantry." 
Now,  the  formation  of  a  regular  stand- 
ing corps  of  Mounted  Infantry  was  a 
matter  which  required  to  be  well 
weighed.  They  had  already  Dragoons, 
Carbineers,  Hussars,  and  LiEincers,  and 
to  add  a  fifth  denomination  would  be  a 
movement  in  the  wrong  direction.  What 
they  wished  to  do  was  to  simplify  the 
divisions  of  the  Cavalry  rather  than  to 
add  a  special  corps,  which  would  soon 
come  to  oe  regarded  as  a  Cavalry  regi- 
ment. What  he  hoped  might  be  done 
was  to  take  measures  to  have  among 
our  Infantry  soldiers  a  considerable  pro- 
portion of  men  who  knew  how  to  ride, 
and  to  provide  in  time  of  peace  a  suf- 
ficient store  of  saddles  and  other  neces- 
sary equipments.  If  this  could  be  done 
it  would  meet  the  object  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  had  in  view ;  be- 
cause we  should  then  have  ready  on  our 
hand,  when  the  time  came,  facilities  for 
using  our  Infantry  soldiers  in  the  way 
he  had  suggested.  He  was  very  much 
disposed  to  see  whether  something  could 
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Toundsi  and  it  did  not  poMOW  flie  dis- 
advantages of  the  spiral  spring.  Bnsaa 
bad  recently  purchased  20,000  of  tiisae 
rifles,  and  he  thought  a  trial  should  be 
made  of  them. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

ARMY— LONG  8ERVIGE  SOLDIERS. 
OBSEBYATIOmi. 

OoLONBL  OOLTKUBST,  who  had  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  to  call  attention 

"To  the neceaeity  that  exiats  for  mtiriiiiiig  a 
oertam  Dropoition  of  aoldiers  serving  lor  poa- 
sion  exoliuiye  of  non-oominieaioiied  oifioen, 

said,  he  would  not  delay  the  time  of  the 
House  by  discussing  the  question ;  but, 
believing  that  men  of  taat  character 
would  give  increased  strength  to  tiie 
British  Army,  he  would  ask  the  li^t 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretazy  of  State 
for  War  whe^er  soldiers  who  had  a 
moral,  if  not  a  legal,  daim  to  re-engage, 
provided  their  characters  and  phynque 
were  satisfactory,  would  be  allowed  to  do 
so  ?  To  make  short  servioe  effeotive  it 
was  necessary  to  hare  a  oonaiderable 
leaven  of  old  soldiers.      

Sm  HENBY  FLETOHEB  said,  he 
approved  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  GFentleman  oppoeite.  It  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  Uie  maintenanee 
of  discipline  that  there  should  be  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of  old  soldiers  in  a  regi- 
ment. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  that  tiie  soldier 
—  other  than  the  non-commissioned 
officer — had  no  right  or  expectation  to 
be  re-engaged ;  but  he  had  stated  that 
it  had  been  determined  to  allow  com- 
manding officers  to  make  recommenda- 
tions of  individual  soldiers  enlisted  under 
the  former  rules  for  re-engagement,  and 
each  case  would  be  consi^red  on  its 
merits.  But,  as  a  general  rule,  if  a  man 
was  not  fit  to  be  a  non-commissioned 
officer  within  the  first  12  years  of  Ins 
service,  he  would  not  be  likely  to  give 
fair  value  for  his  money  during  the  sno- 
ceeding  nine  years.  Part  of  the  attrac- 
tion of  the  new  system  was  that  after  a 
non-commissioned  officer  had  served  14 
or  15  years,  it  was  very  likely  that  he 
would  ^et  on  to  the  permanent  staff  of 
the  Militia  or  the  Yolunteeiv.  Ai^ 
by  an  arrangement  between  the  war 
IXepartment  and  Hie  Gk>vemment  of 
India  a  ceirtain  proportioQ  of  abort  ter- 
I  vMA  men  would  be  allowsd  to 


not  be  done  which  would  give  us,  in 
time  of  actual  service,  a  good  Mounted 
Lifantry,  trained  in  the  use  of  the  rifle, 
and  with  the  simplest  accoutrements. 
There  were  at  the  War  Office  several 
experienced  officers  who  had  given  this 
question  their  careful  consideration,  and 
with  their  assistance  he  hoped  before 
next  year  to  be  able  to  arrive  at  some 
decision  which  would  be  generally  ac- 
ceptable to  the  House. 

LoB3>  ETTSTAGE  GEGIL  said,  he 
wished  to  express  bis  pleasure  that  this 
important  question  had  been  raised  by 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  his 
satisfaction  at  uie  answer  given  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  There  would,  however,  as  he 
feared,  be  a  difficulty  in  providing  the 
horses.  He  suggested  that  as  there  was 
at  present  a  light  companv  in  each  regi- 
ment, there  should  also  be  a  mounted 
company,  which  could  act  either  upon 
foot  or  upon  horseback,  as  the  case 
might  require.  There  had  never  been 
a  better  corps  than  the  Cape  Mounted 
B^es.  It  did  very  good  service,  and 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  model  for  mounted 
infantry.  He  was  only  sorry  that  that 
body  had  been  done  awav  with,  and  he 
should  be  very  glad  if  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  come  down  to  the  House 
and  say  that  he  would  revive  it  in  another 
form. 

Oaftain  AYLMEB  said,  it  would  be 
useless  to  arm  the  Cavalry  with  long 
rifles,  unless  the  whole  of  ti^e  accoutre- 
ments were  altered,  and  even  then  he 
doubted  their  efficiency.  What  was 
wanted  was  a  corps  of  small  men,  with 
light  sling  rifles,  and  mounted  on  small 
borses,  lightly  accoutred,  so  that  they 
could  gallop  up  to  a  given  point  without 
unnecessary  fatigue,  dismount,  and  fire 
as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  then  be  ready 
in  a  moment  to  mount  and  ride  off. 

Sm  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT 
urged  the  Secretary  for  War  to  act  upon 
the  lines  which  he  had  suggested  with- 
out delay. 

GbcNBBAL  BITBNABY  said,  he  should 
be  glad  to  see  a  larger  distribution  of 
pistols  amongst  soldiers  than  there  was 
at  present.  The  foreign  Armies  were 
extensively  armed  with  them.  The 
Evans'  pistol,  of  American  make,  was 
the  best.  As  to  magazine  rifles,  t^ose 
of  the  Evans'  make  were  admirably 
adiqpted  to  use  by  mounted  in&ntry. 
The  magazine  of  this  lifle  carried  31 
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flifiir  period  of  semoe  wiih  the  Oolours 
bam  8  to  10  or  even  12  yean.  As  to 
the  influenoe  of  old  soldiers,  he  doubted 
yery  much  whether  the  influence  of  the 
re-ensaffed  private  was  good ;  and,  on 
the  wnole,  he  thought  it  better  not  to 
establish  any  general  principle  as  to  re- 
engagement. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  was  glad  to  hear  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  he  was 
satisfied  that  young  soldiers  in  India 
were  not  capable  of  performing  the  work 
required  £rom  them. 

Goix>ifEi.  NOETH  said,  that  in  1870 
Mr.  Card  well  spoke  of  *'  the  impor- 
tance of  retaining  in  the  Army  that 
most  valuable  member,  the  old  soldier," 
and  that  the  late  Duke  of  Wellington 
said  the  old  soldier  was  the  life  and  soul 
of  the  whole  Army.  But  at  present  no 
veterans  were  to  be  found  in  the  Army, 
He  was  ready  to  give  every  credit  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  for  hisdesire  to  promote  the 
efficiency  of  the  Army ;  but  ne  thought 
the  greatest  mistake  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman made  was  to  intenere  with  the 
regimental  system  of  our  Army.  The 
recent  changes  had  given  great  dissatis- 
faction to  the  Service,  especially  the 
ehanging  of  the  names  of  the  regiments. 
There  was  also  very  &;reat  dissatisfaction 
at  regiments  losing  weir  numbers. 

Notice  taken,  that]  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  found  present, 

ABMY  (AT7XILIARY  FORCES)— ANTKIM 
AETILLERY  MTLITIA. 

OBSEBYATIOKS. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  to  the  irregularities  committed 
by  some  of  the  officers  and  men  in  the 
ioitrim  Artillery  Militia.  He  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  institute 
a  searching  inquiry  into  the  charges 
against  them ;  otherwise  it  might  be 
necessary  early  next  Session  to  move  for 
a  Select  Committee  to  investigate  them. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  no 
right  to  speak  again ;  but  by  permission 
of  the  House  he  would  do  so.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oavan  would  allow 
him  to  ask  a  question.  He  spoke  of 
charges.  What  chaises  were  they,  and 
iho  made  them  ?    The  matter  had  not 


recentlv  been  raised  in  a  formal  manner. 
Fart  of  the  chaises  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  referred  originated  in  1879, 
and  had  been  disposed  of  in  an  answer 
given  to  the  hon.  Member  on  a  Motion 
which  he  raised.  Now,  he  spoke  of 
something  that  occurred  this  year ;  but 
some  conversation  was  going  on  in  the 
House,  and  the  hon.  Member's  words 
were  difficult  to  follow.  But  if  he  referred 
to  charges,  he  this  year  must  ask  who 
had  made  those  charges,  and  where 
were  they  made  ? 

Mb.  BIGGAB  explained  that  the 
charges  he  referred  to  arose  out  of  the 
1879  business,  and  the  general  want  of 
discipline  in  the  regiment  at  the  time  ; 
and,  though  one  of  the  persons  impli- 
cated had  resigned,  there  were  others 
who  since  had  obtained  promotion  in- 
stead of  censure. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  that  being  the 
case,  he  had  to  say  that  the  matter  was 
fully  looked  into;  and  last  year  the 
r^ment  was  reported  as  in  a  thoroughly 
efficient  state.  He  must  decline  to  ac- 
cept a  proposal  for  any  further  inquiry 
next  year  when  the  hon.  Member  made 
his  MotioD,  unless  some  new  facts  came 
to  his  knowledge. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  he  did  not  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  a  pro- 
mise for  an  inquiry,  but  only  that  he 
would  himself  make  inquiries. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ORDER—  SUSPENSION 
OF  MR.  O'KELLY. 

OBSEBYATIONS. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  rose  to  draw 
attention  to  a  Motion  which  had  stood 
on  the  Paper  in  his  name  for  a  month 
in  regard  to  the  suspension  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  junior  Member  for  the  county 
of  Boscommon  (Mr.  O'Kelly).  It  was 
to  the  effect — 

'*  That  it  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  orders 
and  ^ecedents  of  this  House  that  a  Member  of 
this  House  should  be  suspended  from  its  senrioe 
for  describing  as  lying  and  calumnious  state- 
ments reflecting  on  the  honour  of  the  same 
Member." 

It  was  not  desirable  that  a  Motion  of 
that  kind,  which  might  seem  to  bear 
on  the  action  of  the  highest  authority 
in  the  House,  and  to  dispute  the  ruling 
of  the  highest  authority  of  the  House, 
should  remain  any  longer  on  the  Paper 
than  was  absolutely  necessary.  There- 
fore, although  he  could  not  now  take  i^ 
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division  or  submit  his  Motion  formally, 
he  would,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  bring  the  matter  forward  by 
way  of  discussion,  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  finally  disposing  of  it.  The 
circumstances  in  which  the  suspension 
of  his  hon.  Friend  took  place  were  of 
rather  a  peculiar  character.  On  the  8rd 
of  June  last,  a  Question  was  asked  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Lei- 
trim  (Mr.  Tottenham)  with  reference  to 
a  false  report  as  to  firing  at  a  Mr.  Daly, 
near  Loughrea,  in  the  county  of  Galway. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim,  as  he 
was  much  in  the  habit  of  doing,  accom- 
panied that  Question  with  reference  to 
the  truth  of  that  report,  which  had 
turned  out  to  be  false,  with  an  innuendo 
against  the  organization  known  as  the 
Irish  National  Land  League,  of  which 
several  Members  of  that  House  were 
members.  The  hon.  Member  asked  whe- 
ther that  was  not  the  third  murder  or 
attempted  murder  within  the  last  three 
weeks  in  the  same  locality  attributable 
to  the  Land  League  ?  A  point  of  Order 
was  then  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  city  of  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
— namely,  **  whether  a  Question  menda- 
ciously attributing  to  the  Land  League 
the  responsibility — "  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  city  of  Galway  was  thereupon 
interrupted  by  loud  cries  of  "  Order  !  " 
and  by  the  rising  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  to  another  point 
of  Order.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  asked 
whether  the  word  **  mendacious  "  could 
properly  be  applied  by  one  Member  of 
the  House  to  another  ?  And  the^Speaker 
ruled  that  if  the  hon.  Member,  when  he 
used  the  word  "  mendacious,"  applied 
it  to  a  Member  of  the  House,  he  was 
clearly  out  of  Order,  and  called  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  it,  and 
he  did  withdraw  it  and  substituted  the 
expression  **  inaccurately."  Then  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Eoscom- 
mon  (Mr.  O'Kelly),  after  some  further 
conversation  had  taken  place,  rose  to 
another  point  of  Order,  and,  with  a  con- 
siderable appearance  of  very  natural 
indignation,  asked  the  Speaker  whether 
it  was  proper  for  an  hon.  Member,  in 
putting  Questions  in  that  House,  to 
make,  in  regard  to  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  those  Benches,  statements  that  were 
**  lying  and  calumnious  ?"  At  once  there 
broke  forth  loud  cries  of  **  Order !  "  and 
''  Name !  "  The  Speaker  thereupon  said 

Mr.  Pameli 


that  he  was  bound  to  name  Mr.  CKoUy, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  made  the  Motion 
that  Mr.  O'Kelly  should  be  suspended 
from  the  service  of  the  House  during 
the  Sitting,  which  was  carried  by  a  con- 
siderable majority.  He  would  presently 
show  that  the  words  used  by  Mr.  O'Kelly 
had  been  ruled  by  two  former  Speakers 
— Mr.  Denison  and  Mr.  Lefevre — to  be 
not  out  of  Order.  The  Standing  Order 
under  which  Mr.  O'Kelly  was  suspended 
was  adopted  by  the  House  in  pursuance 
of  a  recommendation  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Business  of  the  House  which  sat 
in  1877  to  consider  the  question  of  Ob- 
struction and  the  best  means  of  dealinff 
with  it.  Among  the  witnesses  examinea 
were  the  then  Chairman  of  CommitteeB 
(Mr.  Baikes)  and  the  Speaker,  and  their 
evidence  was  directed,  not  to  the  obstroo- 
tion  of  a  particular  measure  by  those 
who  were  interested  in  it,  but  to  the 
question  of  general  obstruction  by  re- 
peated and  long  speeches,  repetition  of 
arguments,  the  movine  of  the  adjoom- 
ment  of  the  House  and  of  Progress,  and 
by  other  means.  It  was  to  meet  the 
case  of  general  obstruction  that  theBnle 
was  framed ;  but  Mr.  O'Kelly  had  not 
been  guilty  of  particular  or  general  ob- 
struction of  any  kind.  His  hon.  Friend 
was  one  of  the  most  inoffensive  Members 
of  the  House,  and,  so  far  from  obstruct- 
ing its  proceedings,  had  only  addressed 
the  House  twice  that  Session  and  once 
only  last  Session.  His  suspension  did 
not  take  place,  because  he  had  committed 
the  offence  against  which  clearly  the 
Eulo  in  question  was  adopted.  But 
even  if  his  hon.  Friend  had  offiended 
against  the  Eule,  he  might  at  least  haye 
been  warned  before  the  penalty  of  sus- 
pension was  inflicted  upon  him.  That, 
however,  was  not  the  case,  and  he  was 
suspended  without  having  been  called 
to  Order  or  asked  to  withdraw  the  ex- 
pressions ho  had  used,  and  was  so  on  the 
ground  that  the  hon.  Member  for  County 
Galway  had  used  the  word'*  *  mendacious, 
and  was  called  to  Order  for  doing  so, 
which  fact,  it  was  said,  ought  to  have 
warned  Mr.  O'Kelly  to  be  careful  of  the 
language  he  used.  He  would  now  come 
to  the  precedents  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred. On  the  27th  of  April,  1855,  a 
discussion  took  place  in  reference  to 
some  charges  made  by  a  Member  of  ihe 
House  against  the  Commander-in-Chief 
of  the  Army,  and  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  dolonel  Knox  said  that  thero 
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"  was  aot  a  word  of  truth"  in  the  charge 
made  bj  the  hon.  Member  for  Aylesbury 
against  GFeneral  Cunningham.  The 
word  used  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Eoscommon  was  '4ying," 
a  rougher  word,  but  conveying  the  same 
meanmg  as  the  words  **  not  a  word  of 
truth."  The  hon.  Member,  however, 
usbff  those  words  was  not  suspended 
for  doing  so.  He  was  asked  to  with- 
draw them  as  un-Parliamentary,  and  he 
did  so.  In  the  course  of  the  same  de- 
bate Lord  Palmerston  said  that  "  every 
Member  who  heard  the  charges  made 
must  be  convinced  that  they  were  false 
and  calumnious."  The  words  "Iving 
and  calumnious  "  were  used  by  his  non. 
Friend ;  but  here  were  words  used  by 
Lord  Palmerston  which  were  the  equi- 
Talent  of  those  words.  On  that  occasion 
Mr.  Otway  drew  the  attention  of  the 
Speaker  (Mr.  Lefevre)  to  the  words 
"false  and  calumnious,"  and  what 
happened?  The  Speaker  on  the  oc- 
casion ruled  that  tine  words  were  not 
ont  of  Order.  But  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
oiher  precedents  and  more  recent  ones 
in  the  spirit  of  his  contention.  In  the 
debate  on  the  Besolution  moved  by  Mr. 
IHaraeU  on  the  27th  July,  1864,  Mr. 
Oathome  Hardy — now  Lord  Cranbrook 
^said  an  hon.  Member  had  used  lan- 
^aage  which  did  no  credit  to  himself  or 
tiie  Qovemment  which  he  represented ; 
and  he  pointed  out  that  the  words 
"  false  and  calumnious  "  had  been 
used.  Mr.  Denison,  who  was  then 
Speaker,  said  there  was  nothing  in  those 
▼Olds  calling  for  his  interference.  The 
ChanceUor  <S  the  Exchequer — the  Pre- 
sent Prime  Minister — ^intervened  in  the 
debate,  and  although  he  was  present 
when  these  words  were  uttered,  said  he 
had  not  heard  the  disorderlv  words,  and 
he  agreed  with  the  Speaker  that  the 
words  ''false  and  calumnious  statement " 
▼ere  within  Parliamentary  limits.  Yet 
it  was  for  using  these  words  that  the 
Prime  Minister  asked  a  few  weeks  since 
that  the  Member  for  Boscommon  should 
be  suspended.  He  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
established  that  these  words  were  within 
the  right  of  debate ;  and,  consequently, 
the  inotive  or  reason  for  condemning  lus 
hon.  Friend  because  he  used  those  words 
was  not  sufficient.  His  hon.  Friend 
wonld  have  withdrawn  the  words  if  he 
had  been  aeked  to  do  so  ;  but  he  got  no 
ppportqnity  of  withdra,wing[  th^n,  hav- 
ing been  imn^ediately  subjected  to  the 
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very  summary  and  stringent  ruling  of 
the  Chair.  He  (Mr.  Pamell)  wished  to 
say  that  a  question  of  this  kind,  brought 
forward  without  Notice,  and  imputing  an 
offence  of  a  highly  criminal  and  scan- 
dalous character  to  an  oz^anization  with 
which  Members  of  that  House  were  con- 
nected, was  one  very  likely  to  excite 
angry  feelings.  Although  he  was  will- 
ing to  admit  that  the  words  of  his  hon. 
Pnend  were  stronger  than  should  be 
used,  yet  he  submitted  the  hon.  Member 
was  entitled  to  be  told  that  his  words 
were  un-Parliamentary.  When  such 
precedents  had  been  set  and  deliberate 
rulings  given  them  before  a  Member 
was  suspended  for  using  such  words  he 
was  entitled  to  receive  warning  from 
the  Ohair.  It  was  because  the  Irish 
Members  felt  the  injustice  of  that  ruling 
that  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  put  this  Mo- 
tion on  the  Paper,  and  which  he  was 
now  precluded  from  moving;  but  he 
was  satisfied  he  had  said  enough  to 
show  the  injustice  done  to  his  hon.  Iraend 
by  the  suspension  on  the  occasion  in 
question. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  I  must  impugn  the  course  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  me  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  in  a  wider  sense  than 
merely  contesting  his  argument.  I  do 
not  quite  understand  the  liberty  which 
he  assumes  to  himself,  for  he  seems  on 
one  night  to  appeal  to  the  Bulee  of  the 
House  for  protection,  and  on  another  to 
ruthlessly  trample  those  very  same  Bules 
under  foot.  He  knows  very  well  to 
what  I  refer,  because  the  facts  are 
recent. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  I  submit  that  the 
Prime  Minister  is  out  of  Orde?  in  re- 
ferring to  a  past  matter  which  has  been 
definitely  decided  by  the  House. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  cannot  see  that 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
are  irrelevant. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Why,  during  the 
whole  of  the  discussion  the  hon.  Member 
has  himself  been  referring  to  a  past 
matter  which  has  been  definitely  decided 
by  the  House.  But  in  applying  to  the 
Chair  he  was  perfectly  consistent,  for, 
as  I  said  before,  he  aopealsto  the  Bules 
of  the  House  one  night,  and  on  another 
night  he  not  only  tramples  the  Bules 
under  foot,  but  insults  the  authorities  I 
object  to  the  proceeding  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  thxs  Hoi^e  ^ap.  I  admit  fiilly 
that  every  Me.mb^  of  the  House  is  en- 
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titled  to  impngn  and  pronounce  oensore 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  Speaker  on  grave 
and  sufficient  CTOunds;  but  if  he  does 
this,  I  contend  mat  he  is  bound  so  to  do  in 
a  manner  of  which  the  House  may  judge 
and  on  which  it  may  pronounce  a  judg- 
ment. This  the  hon.  Member  has  care- 
fully refrained  from  doing,  and  the 
House  can  only,  if  it  chooses,  bandy 
words  without  pronouncing  a  judgment. 
I  should  haye  thought  that  it  was  an  ele- 
mentary principle  of  conmion  sense  that 
charges  should  not  be  .  Hghtly  made 
against  the  Speaker  of  the  House.  The 
Chair  of  this  House  is  not  made  to  have 
dirt  thrown  upon  it — it  is  not  made  to  be 
the  subject  of  loose  and  random  talk 
such  as  that  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
indulges.  But  whether  such  charges 
are  lightly  made  or  not,  it  is  the  prime 
duty  of  the  hon.  Member  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  when  he  makes  such 
charges,  to  make  them  in  such  a  manner 
that  the  Chair  can  either  be  acquitted 
or  condemned.  The  hon.  Member,  how- 
ever, on  the  contrary,  makes  these 
charges  against  the  Chair  to-night  at  a 
time  when  he  himself  tells  us  the  Chair 
cannot  be  either  acquitted  or  condemned. 
The  Chair  can  be  made  the  subject  of 
abuse  or  of  vituperation ;  but  the  charges 
cannot  either  be  met  or  substantiated. 
The  hon.  Member,  in  the  course  he  has 
thought  fit  to  pursue,  therefore,  has  en- 
tirely mistaken  the  first  elements  of  his 
duty  as  a  Member  of  this  House.  The 
hon.  Member,  who  has  chosen  to  give  to  his 
censure  the  character  of  a  lecture  to  the 
Chair,  seems  entirely  to  forget  that  the 
proceeding  of  the  Chair  was  recognized 
and  adopted  by  an  enormous  majority 
of  this  House.  Why  had  not  the  hon. 
Oentleman  the  manliness  to  say  at  once 
that  he  was  inipugning  the  judgment  of 
the  House  ?  No  doubt,  that  judgment 
was  founded  upon  the  proceedmg  of  the 
Chair;  but  that  proceeding  was  taken 
up  and  adopted  and  made  the  basis  of 
the  judgment  of  the  House.  I  should 
have  thought  it  was  a  well-known  prin- 
ciple of  our  system  in  this  House — and 
I  am  astonished  that  a  man  with  one- 
tenth  part  of  the  discernment  of  the  hon. 
Member  should  not  have  perceived  it, 
and  had  the  hon.  Member  been  guided 
^  a  right  sense  of  his  dufr^  to  the 
House  he  would  have  perceived  it — that 
the  judgment  of  the  House  stands  be- 
tween himself  and  the  Chair,  and  pro- 
tects the  Chair  from  the  ohargee  that  he 
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has  brought  against  it.  Well,  Sir,  I 
think  I  have  shown  that  the  proceedings 
of  the  hon.  Member  recoil  upon  himseu, 
and  lead  us  to  pass  a  sentence  of  con- 
demnation upon  the  course  he  has 
thought  fit  to  adopt  on  this  occasion.  I 
now  turn  to  a  little  matter — a  very  little 
matter — the  argument  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. It  may,  perhaps,  be  said  that  I  have 
dealt  warmly  with  this  matter;  but  I 
feel  warmly  with  regard  to  it,  and  it 
will  be  a  bad  day  for  England,  and  a 
bad  day  for  us  all,  when  we  cease  to  fed 
warmly  upon  such  a  subject,  which  in- 
volves the  existence  of  the  essential 
Bules  of  debate.   The  hon.  Member  hat 

Eut  forward  two  contentions — ^the  fiztt 
eiuK  that  the  Bule  under  which  the 
Speaker  acted  was  not  intended  to  apply 
to  the  purpose  to  which  you.  Sir,  ap- 
plied it,  but  onl^  to  meet  a  case  of  per- 
sistent Obstruction.  With  all  submia- 
sion  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  am  prepared 
to  maintain  that  your  application  of  that 
Hule  was  stric%  justified.  The  Btde 
adopted  by  the  House  was  intended,  not 
only  to  meet  the  case  of  persistent  Ob- 
struction, but  to  insure  the  decency,  tho 
propriety,  and  the  order  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  House.  The  hon.  Member 
says  that  you.  Sir,  are  armed  with  a 
power  of  noticing,  and,  in  certain  cases, 
of  punishing  persons  whom  you  may 
think  require  such  notice  or  such  punish- 
ment ;  but  that  you  are  not  justified  in 
using  that  power  when  it  is  merely  a 
question  of  maintaining  the  decency  and 
propriety  of  the  language  used.  But 
what  proof.  Sir,  does  the  hon.  Member 
give  in  support  of  that  assertion  ?  That 
the  power  with  which  you  are  armed 
sprang  out  of  a  certain  set  of  cirouxa- 
stanoes  connected  with  a  system  of  pefw 
sistent  Obstruction  I  fully  admit — a 
system  which  came  into  existence  oon- 
temporaneously  with  the  entrance  of  the 
hon.  Member  into  this  House.  The 
hon.  Member  quoted  the  evidence  of- 
yourself.  Sir,  and  Mr.  Cecil  Baikes  in 
support  of  his  proposition.  But  although 
that  might  have  been  part  of  tiie  azga* 
ment  used  at  the  time,  it  did  not  limit 
the  terms  of  the  measure  that  wm 
adopted.  What  are  those  terms  ?  ''Dis- 
regarding the  authority  of  tiie  Chair." 
[Mr.  Fabnell  :  Wilfully  disregard- 
mg.]  Although  that  may  be  so,  what 
I  contend  is,  i£at  the  limitation  applied 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  limitatuai' 
imported  by  his  piivate  jud^ent  into 
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the  Order  of  the  Hoiue.  I  took  it  on 
the  credit  of  the  hon.  Gentleman;  but 
the  Standing  Order  has  just  been  supplied 
to  me  by  my  ^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Lyon  Playfair).  It  is  dated  the 
25th  February,  1880,  and  runs  thus— 

**WbeneTer  any  hon.  Mem1)6r  shall  have 
been  naxoed  by  the  Speaker  or  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  the  whole  Houm  as  disre- 
garding the  aothoiity  of  the  Chair." 

Therefore,  I  say  the  hon.  Gentleman 
ahould  not  supply  interpolations  of  that 
kind  without  yerifying  his  s^und  in  the 
first  instance.    The  meamng  of  those 
words  is  much  wider  than  that  which 
tiie  hon.  Member  placed  upon  them — 
namely,  that  the  Standing  Order  only 
referred  to  cases  of  persistent  Obstruction. 
But  the  hon.  Member  comes  finally  to 
this — that  the  words  which  were  used  by 
tiie  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  (Mr. 
O'Kelly)  were  covered  by  the  previous 
rulinff  of  the  Ohair.    I  will  consider 
i^ecificidlj  the  two  words  ''  lying  "  and 
''  calomnious."    I  remember  a  portion 
of  the  circumstances  cited  by  the  hon. 
Member — indeed,  I  took  the  opportunity 
of  referring  to  them  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, and  they  are  now  fresh  in  my 
mind.     I  feel.  Sir,  a  debt  of  gratitude 
to  Mr.  Speaker  Denison  as  a  very  able 
and  excellent  Speaker  of  this  House,  and 
who  possessed  an  acuteness  of  mind  and 
a  capacity  to  deal  with  difficult  questions 
which  I  think  was  not  exceeded  by  any 
of  his  Predecessors.    On  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to,  Mr.  Speaker  Denison,  on  the 
appeal  first  of  Lord  Falmerston  and  then 
of  myself,  declined  to  exclude  the  word 
^'  calumnious ' '  as  un-Farliamentary.  But, 
looking  at  the  matter  historically,  I  am 
not  bound  to  assume  that  Mr.  Speaker 
Denison  was  infallible  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  HEALY:  The  Irish  Members 
are  compelled  to  recognize  the  Speaker 
as  infiEdhble. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  is  so  carried  away  by  his  own 
feelings  in  this  matter  that  he  is  totally 
unable  to  comprehend  my  meaning.  1 
am  dealing  with  an  historical  review. 
It  is  one  thing  to  be  compelled  to  sub- 
niit  to  the  authority  of  the  Speaker  at 
the  moment,  and  it  is  another  to  look 
back  to  the  annals  of  history.  Though 
you  may  be  bound  to  accept  the  ruling 
at  the  moment,  there  is  nothing  to  pre- 
vent you  impeaching  that  rulmg  at  a 
fotore  time.    If  I  am  cast  by  what  I 


deem  to  be  an  unjust  verdict,  I  must 
submit  to  it  for  the  time,  though  after- 
wards I  may  condemn  it.  I  do  not 
hesitate,  therefore,  to  say  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  use  of  the  word  ''calum- 
nious "  I  should  have  felt  under  a  ereat 
obligation  to  you,  Sir,  if  you  had  re- 
versed the  decision  of  Mr.  Speaker 
Denison,  because  it  appears  to  me  that 
the  word  ''  calumnious  "  inevitably  and 
essentially  involves  the  imputation  of 
motive.  I  hope  the  one  result  of  the 
present  discussion  will  be  to  enable  us 
to  put  an  end  to  the  Parliamentary  use 
of  that  word.  I  come  now  to  the  most 
vital  part  of  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member,  in  which  it  appears  to  me  that 
his  reasoning  entirely  breaks  down.  The 
hon.  Member  argues  that  Ihe  word 
**  lying  "  is  also  covered  by  the  previous 
ruHng  of  the  Ohair.  The  speech,  how- 
ever, to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
in  support  of  his  contention  does  not 
contain  the  word  '*  lying,"  but  merely 
asserts  that  the  statement  in  question 
bad  not  a  word  of  truth  in  it.  Such  an 
expression  as  the  latter  may  be  dis- 
courteous; but  it  does  not  necessarily 
imply  that  the  Member  who  makes  it  is 
uttering  an  untruth  to  his  knowledge; 
but  the  use  of  the  word  "lying"  im- 
putes that  the  Member  knows  that  he  is 
telling  and  intends  to  tell  a  Ue.  One 
word  upon  the  case  itself.  The  word 
"  mendacious"  had  been  used  by  another 
Member,  and  there  had  been  an  appeal 
to  the  Chair,  and  immediately  after  the 
word  "mendacious"  had  been  used, 
censured,  and  withdrawn,  another  Mem- 
ber described  the  statement  to  which  the 
word  "  mendacious  "  had  been  applied 
as  "  lying  and  calumnious."  I  say,  in 
the  first  place,  that  the  expression  "lying 
and  calumnious  "  was  not  merely  a  repe- 
tition, but  it  was  a  heavy  aggravation 
of  that  which  had  been  just  before  de- 
clared to  be  offensive,  and  acknowledged 
as  offensive  and  withdrawn.  And  mis 
is  what  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
Cork  rises  to  cover  and  defend  to  the 
extent  of  sayine  that  it  ought  to  have 
been  treated  tenderly.  He  has  instructed 
us  as  to  what  the  Speaker  ought  to 
do,  and  says  hon.  Members  should  be 
guided  by  him  in  the  course  which  they 
should  aaopt.  You,  Sir,  have  very  fre- 
quently given  warnings  to  Members  as 
to  the  evu  way  in  which  they  were  walk- 
ing before  resorting  to  an  exercise  of 
your  authority.     \o\k  have  done  this 
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with  a  patienoe  that  is  astonishing — with 
a  patienoe,  let  me  tell  you,  that  some- 
times make  Members  impatient — and 
then  I  am  to  be  told  that  because  of  this 
patience,  by  which  you  are  even  spoiling 
Members  of  this  House — if  I  may  make 
such  a  charge — when  a  great  outrage  is 
committed,  when  most  violent  language 
is  used,  and  used  by  a  person  who  must 
have  known  it  was  a  very  great  aggra- 
vation, the  matter  should  be  taken  up  by 
an  hon.  Gentleman  who  occupied  about 
an  hour  of  the  time  of  this  House  in 
contending  that  you  came  down  too 
rapidly  upon  an  innocent  and  valuable 
Member.  [ '*  Oh  !  "]  I  beg  the  pardon 
of  the  hon.  Member.  Let  him  listen  to 
his  own  Leader.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Oity  of  Cork  urged  the  special  claims 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  be- 
cause he  was  innocent  and  valuable.  I 
deny  that  because  he  is  innocent  and 
valuable  he  is  to  be  allowed  to  violate 
the  Hules  of  this  House,  the  rules  of 
common  courtesy,  and  the  rules  which  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  ouffht  to  influence 
gentlemen  in  private  life.  I  hold  that 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  have 
not  been  maintained,  that  the  discussion 
is  ill-timed  and  ill-chosen,  and  that  by 
this  manner  of  impugning  the  Chair  by 
a  censure  directed  against  a  tribunal  of 
the  highest  authority,  a  tribunal  un- 
tainted with  the  least  suspicion  of  par- 
tiality, when  he  knows  that  no  issue  can 
be  taken,  and  no  verdict  of  conviction  or 
acquittal  pronounced,  the  hon.  Member 
does  no  credit  to  himself  or  to  those  with 
whom  he  acts. 

Mk.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  charge 
against  members  of  the  Land  League 
on  the  occasion  in  question  was  that  they 
were  participea  crimines  in  a  murder 
committed  in  a  particular  district.  Mem- 
bers of  the  Land  League  had  a  right  to 
repel  that  charge  with  indignation.  The 
Prime  Minister,  with  an  animation  of 
manner  which  he  had  so  much  at  his  com- 
mand when  Party  purposes  demanded 
his  warmth,  had  justified  the  conduct  of 
the  Speaker ;  but  that  was  not  the  course 
he  took  yesterday  when  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  supported  a  Ee- 
Bolution  which  virtually  condemned  the 
conduct  of  the  Speaker.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  Prime  Minister  sat  in  com- 
placent silence.  The  style  of  reply 
which  had  now  become  stereotyped  in 
the  case  of  Questions  put  by  Lish  Mem- 
bers to   Members  of  the  Government 
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oufi;ht  to  be  given  up.  There  were  pre- 
cedents for  the  use  of  the  word  **  menda- 
cious "  in  that  House.  One  of  the  Pre- 
decessors of  the  Speaker  had  decided 
that  it  was  not  un-Parliamentary  for  one 
Member  to  say  of  another  Member  that 
he  had  made  a  mendacious  statement. 
The  word  **  calumnious''  was  an  epithet, 
as  the  Prime  Minister  justly  observed, 
which  imputed  motives ;  yet  that  epithet 
was  actuedly  allowed  to  pass  by  two  Pre- 
decessors of  the  present  Speaker,  and 
its  use  was  not  discoiiraged  on  a  former 
occasion  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  Nothing  could  be  more  dan- 
gerous than  that  the  Irish  Members 
should  have  any  just  reason  to  sus- 
pect that  they  were  treated  with  a 
severity  which  was  not  extended  to  other 
Members  of  the  House.  ["Oh!"]  He 
was  not  asserting  that  that  was  now  the 
case.  The  rights  of  majorities  were 
always  safe ;  and  he  thought  it  was  ^e 
duty  of  the  Chair  to  be  the  guardian  and 
protector  of  any  Party  in  the  Houses 
however  small  it  might  be  numerically, 
which  was  likely  to  be  unfairly  dealt 
with  in  the  chances  and  struggles  of 
political  warfare. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  admitted 
that  the  words  *'  calumnious  and  lying'* 
were  somewhat  too  strong  for  fair  Par- 
liamentary discussion ;  and  he  confessed 
that  he  did  not  particularly  admire  even 
that  sort  of  invective  which  an  emi- 
nent authority  had  pronounced  to  be 
"  an  ornament  of  debate."  He  thought 
that  on  the  3rd  of  June  both  llie  hon. 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon 
(Mr.  O'Kelly)  had  offended  against 
the  unwritten  law  of  Parliament.  Bat 
the  latter  Gentleman,  it  should  be  re« 
membered,  was  a  prominent  member 
of  the  Executive  of  the  Land  Leagne, 
a  body  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leitrim  had  charged  with  inciting  to 
murder.  In  the  heat,  naturally  excited 
by  disgust  at  so  odious  and  oalunmious  a 
charge,  it  was  not  surprising  that  any 
hon.  Member  should  have  lost  his  tem- 
per, although  it  was  also  peifectly  fair 
that  the  Chair  should  have  interfered  to 
prevent  the  use  of  such  strong  epithets 
as  '*  lying  and  calumnious."  With 
every  respect,  however,  for  tiie  Speaker, 
he  thought  the  Chair  might  well  have  in-, 
terposedto  prevent  the  application  of  such 
an  abominable  charge  as  that  brought  ij 
the  hon.  Member  far  Leitrim  9j;|LuiAt  tjia 
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Executive  of  the  Land  League.  He 
oonld  not  refrain  from  protesting  against 
the  theory,  which  had  lately  been  en- 
eoaraged  by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
that  tiie  Members  of  the  House  were 
the  bondsmen  of  the  Ohair — that  the 
Speaker  was  the  master,  the  dictator,  and 
tiie  law-giver  of  the  House,  and  that  in 

Suestioning  anything  which  he  said  or 
id  they  were  ofifendmg  against  the  law 
and  order  of  Parliament.  Such  a  notion 
was,  to  quote  the  language  of  the  Prime 
Miidster,  a  gigantic  innovation  in  the 
history  of  this  country. 

Mk.  JOHN  BBIGHT  said,  reference 
had  been  made  to  something  whidhi  took 
place  in  the  House  yesterday ;  and  it  had 
be^  sought  to  make  it  appear  that  he 
tt^pedaUy,  and  some  others,  had  called 
in  question  the  action  of  the  Speaker 
yesterday,  and  had,  in  fact,  given  some 
sapport  to  a  Motion  which  was  intended 
to  censure  the  Speaker.  Both  of  those 
things  were  entirely  inaccurate.  In  the 
obflCHTvationa  which  he  made  yesterday 
he  said  distinctly  that  the  Speaker  had 
no  option ;  that  he  was  only  carrying 
out  me  instruction  of  the  House,  given 
in  a  oettain  Besolution  passed  some 
months  ago.  It  was  a  Eeisolution  which 
he  had  voted  against,  and  which  he  was 

Qto  say  was  one  of  the  most  foolish 
utions,  but  that  that  term  would 
not  be  respectful  to  the  House.    It  was, 
however,  ne  thought,  one  of  the  most 
onhappy  Beeolutions  which  had  been 
eome  to  in  his  time.    The  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  yesterday 
had  not  the  intention  of  censuring  the 
Speaker.    That  hon.  Member,  and  the 
seven  or  eight   other  Gentlemen  who 
had  voted    with    him,   voted  in    con- 
demnation of  the  general  proceedings  of 
the  House  on  the  question  in  regard  to 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.      No   Member  of  the 
House  had  the  slightest   intention  of 
eensnrmg  the  Speaker.  What  had  been 
done  was  most  unhappy ;  but  it  was  not 
to  be  attributed  to  the  Ohair,  but  to  the 
course  which  the  House  itself  had  taken, 
and  many  of  the  Irish  Members  sitting 
opposite  had  supported  the  policy  which 
liaa  led  to  the  umortunate  transaction  of 
yesterday.    It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
whole  discussion  was  beside  the  quee- 
laoD,  because  it  was  not  a  question  of 
precedent  at  all.    What  had  hajppiened 
was  this.    The  hon.  Member  for  Leitnm 
(Hr.  Tottenham)  put  a  Question  which 
was  not  a  v^y  friendly  one  to  the  Irish 


Members  who  sat  opposite.  The  Speaker 
himself  said  that  had  he  previously  seen 
the  words  (^  the  Question  he  should 
have  objected  to  them.  However,  the 
Question  was  put,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Qalway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  cha- 
racterized it  as  ''mendacious."  The 
Speaker  called  the  hon.  Member  to 
Oirder,  and  the  word  was  withdrawn. 
Almost  immediately  afterwards  the  hon. 
Member  for  Boscommon  rose  in  his 
place,  and  there  was  this  excuse  for  him, 
that  he  seemed  to  labour  under  the  in- 
fluence of  passion  that  was  not  emu- 
lated. ["  Hear,  hear !  "]  Well,  he  had 
seen  a  great  deal  of  passion  lately  which 
was  simulated.  The  hon.  Member,  with 
feeling  which  was  not  simulated,  said 
that  a  certain  statement  was  calumnious 
and  lying.  The  Speaker  thereupon 
called  him  to  Order.  [Mr.  Healt  :  No, 
no !]  What,  then,  was  the  state  of  the 
case?  The  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
had  withdrawn  words  he  had  used  as  un- 
parliamentary, and  almost  immediately 
afterwards  another  Member,  sitting  be- 
hind him,  got  up  and  uttered  words  in 
a  fierce  manner,  even  far  more  un-Par- 
liamentary  than  the  words  which  had 
been  withdrawn.  The  Speaker  imme- 
diately rose,  and,  in  accordance  with 
the  Standing  Order,  declared  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  was  dis- 
regarding the  authority  of  the  Oiair, 
because  he  had  risen  and  spoken  words 
far  more  blameable  than  those  the 
Speaker  had  just  been  condmnning.  It 
was  not,  then,  a  case  of  precedent.  It 
was  a  case  of  violent  disregard  of  the 
authority  of  the  Chair ;  and,  therefore, 
the  Speaker  was  not  only  within  his 
right,  but  within  his  duty — he  was 
sorry  to  say — when  he  found  it  neces- 
sary to  take  the  step  he  did.  He  must 
say  that  he  thought  at  the  time  the  lan- 
guage of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bos- 
common was  a  passionate  expression, 
which  possibly,  in  a  quieter  mood,  he 
would  not  have  made,  and  he  was  sorry 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  rise  imme- 
diately and  withdraw  it.  [Mr.  Hsalt  : 
He  had  no  opportunity.]  It  was  dear 
that  the  authority  of  tke  Ohair  had 
been  disregarded ;  and  the  Speaker  was 
not  only  within  his  right,  but  within  his 
duty,  in  taking  the  steps  he  had  adopted. 
If  &e  hon.  Member  had  withdrawn  the 
words,  the  necessity  for  the  Speaker 
taking  those  steps  might  have  been 
avoided;  but  as  to  the  piropriety,  legality, 
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and  consistency  of  those  steps,  he 
thought  there  could  be  no  doubt  what- 
ever. He  thought  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork,  notwithstand- 
ing some  rough  experience  which  he  had 
had  in  that  House,  would  admit  to  his 
own  conscience  that  the  Speaker  had 
been  entirely  free  from  blame,  and  that 
he  could  not  hope  for  either  that  As- 
sembly, or  the  visionary  Assembly  to 
which  he  was  looking  forward,  to  be 
presided  over  by  a  Speaker  that  was 
more  distinguished  for  impartiality  and 
a  wish  to  do  justice  to  every  side  than 
was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  now 
occupied  the  Chair. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  said,  he  desired 
to  state  the  reason  which  had  actuated 
him  in  putting  the  Question,  to  which 
reference  had  been  made,  upon  the 
Paper.  There  had  been  three  or  four 
murders  committed  within  a  very  few 
weeks  in  districts  governed  by  the  Land 
League,  and  the  perpetration  of  one  of 
those  murders  was  known  at  the  time  it 
took  place,  or  within  an  hour  after- 
wards, at  a  village  five  miles  from  the 
place  where  it  occurred.  The  prisoners 
who  were  arrested  on  a  charge  of  having 
committed  some  of  those  murders  were 
furnished  with  counsel  and  food  by  the 
Council  of  the  Land  League.  It  was, 
therefore,  a  justifiable  conclusion  to 
arrive  at  that  the  Land  League  were  at 
the  bottom  of  those  occurrences.  His 
conviction  was  as  strong  now  as  it  was 
then  that  the  Land  League  were  directly 
responsible  for  those  murders,  and  for 
the  outrages  which  had  disgraced  Lre- 
land  for  me  last  12  months. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leitrim  might  as  well  say 
that  the  Government  of  Lreland  were 
responsible  for  those  murders,  as  to  say 
that  the  Land  League  were  responsible 
for  them.  With  respect  to  the  question 
imder  discussion,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  spoken  admitted  the 
whole  case  when  he  said  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Boscommon  had 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  withdrawing 
the  words  he  had  used.  [Mr.  John 
Bbioht  :  What  I  said  was  that  I  re- 
gretted he  had  not  withdrawn  them.] 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ros- 
common (Mr.  O'Kelly )  had  not  an  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so ;  and  he  was  not,  in 
fact,  asked  to  withdraw  them.  In  his 
(Mr.  Healy's)  opinion,  the  remark  of  the 
xight  hon.  Ghmueman  strengthened  the 
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position  of  the  Irish  Members ;  for  it 
appeared  to  him  to  be  an  admission  that 
me  hon.  Member  had  been  suspended 
without  being  afifbrded  an  opportunity  of 
withdrawing  his  statement.  Having  re- 
ferred to  former  debates,  it  appeared 
that  because  one  hon.  Member  used  aa 
expression  not  so  strong  as  others  that 
had  already  been  allow^,  therefore  he 
was  to  be  suspended.  This  was  on 
the  principle  that,  because  Solomon 
was  a  wise  man,  because  someone 
else  was  a  strong  man,  therefore  some- 
one else  played  the  harp.  It  was 
astonishing  to  him  to  notice  the  way  in 
which  Irish  affairs  were  treated  by  the 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench.  A 
charge  of  murder  being  made  against 
Members  sitting  near  him  was  described 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  as 
being  not  particularly  friendly  ;  but  the 
same  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the 
most  deUcate  and  silken  words  when  re- 
ferring to  anything  that  might  be  alleged 
against  Members  sitting  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House.  As  far  as  he  and  those 
who  sat  near  him  were  personally  con- 
cerned, they  had  become  so  inured  te 
this  sort  of  thing  that  they  took  no  notioe 
of  anything  that  proceeded  from  the 
Treasury  Bench,  ana  were  simply  amused 
at  the  means  by  which  they  were  tried 
to  be  enmeshed.  When  the  Prime 
Minister  got  up  that  evening,  there  were 
few  Members  in  the  House;  but  the 
Liberal  Whip  soon  procured  an  audience 
to  witness  the  mechanical  passion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  hear  him 
work  himself  upto  that  pitch  of  wrath 
with  which  the  Mouse  was  so  familiar. 
It  would  have  been  more  in  consonance 
with  the  view  of  the  Irish  Members  if 
they  could  have  taken  a  vote  of  the 
House  upon  this  matter ;  but,  that  being 
impossible,  they  had  been  compelled  to 
content  themselves  with  calling  attention 
to  the  matter. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leitrim  had  declared  that 
the  Land  League  was  a  "  murderous 
organization,"  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gal  way  had  declared  to  be  a  "  men* 
dacious"  statement.  The  Speaker  having 
ruled  that  ''mendacious"  was  an  un- 
parliamentary expression,  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  for  Galwav  withdrew  it,  whereupoft 
the  hon.  Memoer  for  Bosoommon  aslnd 
whether  there  was  to  be  no  proteotum 
against  " lying  and  calumnious"  state- 
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Hients.  The  use  of  those  words  by  no 
means  imputed  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leitrim  that  he  was  knowingljr  stating 
that  which  was  fidse.  Speakmg  as  a 
joumalist,  and  as  one  accustomed  to 
write  the  English  language,  he  main- 
tained that  there  was  no  joiimalist  who 
did  not  know  the  vast  difiference  between 
Baying  that  a  statement  was  a  lying  and 
calumnious  statement,  and  saying  that  a 
statement  had  been  made  mend^ously 
by  any  man.  In  the  one  case  you  said 
a  man  was  a  liar,  in  the  other  that  he 
had  made  a  lying  statement,  and  you 
threw  on  him  the  onus  of  showing  how 
that  statement  got  into  his  paper. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
0fri$dto. 

SUPPLY— AKMY  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — eon$idered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(1.)  £52,400,  Divine  Service. 
GoLOKEL  ALEXANDER  said,  he  was 
not  going  to   raise   any   objection  to 
tills  Vote,  but  merely  desired  to  make  a 
suggestion  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.    There 
was  a  certain  number  of  military  chap- 
laincies provided  for  in  this  Vote  which 
were  in  the  gift  of  official  personages, 
amongst  these  were  the  chaplaincy  of 
the  Tower  and  the  chaplaincy  of  the 
Boyal  Hospital,  Chelsea.    With  regard 
to  these,  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was 
rather  an  anomaly  that  they  should  not 
be  in  the  gift  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.    He  had  nothing  whatever  to 
say  against  the  manner  in  which  these 
offices  had  been  filled  up.    The  present 
chaplains    were  both   known  to  him; 
they  were  Army  chaplains,  although  by 
no  means  senior  chaplains  of  the  Army, 
and  it  therefore. seemed  to  him  that  it 
would  be  advantageous  if  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  would  take  these  ap- 
pointments into  his  own  special  patron- 
age, and  reserve  them  in  future  for  men 
who  had  for  many  years  served  their 
oountty  at  home  and  abroad.    He  re- 
minded the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
there  were  very  few  prizes  for  Army 
AitplAiTiii  who  had  to  retire  from  the  Ser- 
Tioe  in  the  full  vigour  of  their  age. 

Mr.  CHILDEKS  said,  the  question 
railed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man opposite  should  be  looked  into. 

Vote  lyr^  to. 


(2.)  £39,800,  Administration  of  MiU- 
tary  Law. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
asked  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  fact  that  the  chains 
for  a  number  of  officials  under  this  Vote 
were  given  in  a  lump  sum,  instead  of  in 
detail.  For  instance,  there  was  one  item 
of  £9,229,  which  represented  the  pay  of 
the  Gfovemors,  chief  warders,  w^ers, 
assistant  warders,  messengers,  and  others, 
at  the  military  prisons.  The  same  ob- 
servations appUoGl  to  tiie  charge  for  the 
pay  of  the  provost  staff  and  miHtary 
police,  £7,000 ;  and  likewise  to  the  item 
of  £5,000  for  the  pay  and  extra  duty 
pay  of  provost  marshals  and  military 
police  in  garrisons  and  camps.  He  failed 
to  see  any  reason  why  these  items  should 
not  be  given  separately  in  detail,  and 
trusted  that  in  future  the  Estimate 
would  be  framed  on  Uiat  principle. 

Mb.  OHILDEHS  said,  he  would  look 
into  the  subject  to  which  his  attention 
had  been  drawn  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  opposite,  with  the  view,  if  pos- 
sible, of  giving  the  desired  informa- 
tion. 

OoLoiTBi.  ALEXANDER  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  do 
anything  to  improve  the  cumbrous  and 
dumsy  procedure  now  adopted  in  general 
oourts  martial.  The  Conamittee  might 
possibly  not  be  aware  of  the  dilatory 
way  in  which  the  proceedings  in  these 
cases  were  conducted.  Every  question 
originated,  either  by  the  prosecution,  by 
the  prisoner,  or  by  any  member  of  the 
court,  must,  in  the  first  instance,  be  re- 
duced to  writing;  it  had  then  to  be 
passed  to  the  Judge  Advocate  and  the 
President,  and,  if  approved  by  them,  it 
was  then  read  aloua ;  but,  if  it  was  not 
approved,  it  was  returned  to  the  person 
who  propounded  it.  In  the  case  of 
Colonel  Crawley  the  delay  was  so  in- 
tolerable that  the  two  sides  came  to  an 
arrangement  with  regard  to  the  questions ; 
and,  as  stated  in  The  Times,  after  a  few 
days,  the  plan  was  adopted  of  allowing 
each  party  to  read  its  own  questions.  He 
remembered  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  present  Home 
Secretary,  who  appeared  for  the  defence, 
was,  according  to  the  present  practice, 
which  permitted  a  lawyer  to  aovise  the 
prisoner  but  not  himself  to  address  the 
court,  not  allowed  to  read  the  speech 
which  he  had  j^repared  on  the  occasion^ 
and  which,  bemgread  by  another,  suf- 
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fered  very  much  in  consequence.  He 
was  aware  that  these  things  did  not 
occur  very  often ;  but  still  they  were  not 
80  infrequent  as  not  to  deserve  atten- 
tion. The  Committee  would  remember 
that  last  year  a  sergeant  was  tried  for 
fraud,  in  connection  with  the  marking 
at  Wimbledon ;  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  the  questions  which  had  occupied 
the  court  martial  for  so  many  days  in 
that  case  would  have  been  settled  in  one 
by  a  civil  court.  He  should  be  glad  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  see  his 
way  to  remedy  this  form  of  procedure. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  was 
much  obliged  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  for  calling  attention  to  the 
subject.  Under  the  Army  Discipline 
and  Regulation  Act  of  1870  it  became 
necessary  to  draw  up  a  totally  new  set 
of  rules,  which  would  very  much  sim- 
plify the  procedure  of  courts  martial; 
and  the  Government  had  had  to  consider 
whether  these  rules  should  be  included 
in  the  Bill  introduced  a  few  nights  since 
— ^the  Regulation  of  Forces  Bill — or 
whether  they  should  wait  until  the  Bill 
was  passed,  and  then  establish  one 
simple  and  entire  Code.  The  rules  were 
finished,  and  woidd  be  issued  before  the 
end  of  the  year.  With  regard  to  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, he  should  mention  that  he  was 
himself  rather  in  advance  of  the  opinions 
of  some  hon.  Members. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he 
had  given  Notice  some  time  ago  of  a 
Motion  for  a  Return  of  courts  martial  ; 
but  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
not  seen  his  way  to  grant  it.  He  thought 
the  present  was  not  an  unfitting  occasion 
on  which  a^ain  to  call  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  to  ask  what  objection  there 
was  to  a  Return  of  the  punishments 
awarded  by  courts  martial  being  fur- 
nished. It  might  be  urged  that  this 
Return  would  draw  invidious  distinc- 
tions between  some  regiments ;  but,  for 
his  own  part,  he  could  see  no  reason 
why  contrasts  should  not  be  made  be- 
tween one  regiment  and  another  in  re- 
spect of  the  punishments  awarded  by 
courts  martial.  On  the  contrary,  he 
thought  the  Return  would  be  of  great 
use  in  drawing  the  attention  of  com- 
manding officers  to  the  position  of  the 
various  regiments.  There  might,  of 
course,  be  reasons  why  the  authorities 
should  refuse  the  Return  he  asked  for ; 
but  the  question,  at  any  rate,  was  one 
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upon  which  information  should  be 
afforded. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  rather 
see  the  Return  asked  for  by  his  hon. 
Friend  included  in  the  General  Annual 
Return  of  the  British  Army  than  given 
separately.  The  Return  would  be  veiy 
voluminous ;  but  his  hon.  Friend  miffht 
rely  that  the  subject  should  receive  niii 
attention. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  pointed 
out  that  the  present  system  of  procedure 
in  courts  martial  was  very  much  in  favour 
of  the  prisoner.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  content  with  the 
changes  he  had  already  made  this  year 
in  Army  affairs. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £300,500,MedicalEstablishment8 
and  Services. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
here,  again,  the  whole  charge  for  the  pay 
of  the  officers  in  this  Department  were 
lumped  together  in  one  sum  of  £227,728. 
As  he  had  said  before,  there  was  no 
reason  whatever  why  the  Committee 
should  not  know  what  these  officers  re- 
ceived. Further  details  were  also  de- 
sirable in  the  case  of  Netley  Hospital  on 
paee  30. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  believed 
that  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
would  refer  to  the  Appendix  he  would 
find  there  much  of  tne  detail  that  he 
desired.  At  the  same  time,  he  would 
look  further  into  the  matter. 

Sir  harry  VERNEY  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  that 
the  class  of  men  best  qualified  for  the 
duty  were  placed  in  the  position  of 
hospital  attendants.  Short  service  men 
were,  in  his  opinion,  not  the  best  toft 
the  piirpose  of  nursing  soldiers ;  and  he 
thought  that  when  men  were  found  to 
be  good  orderlies  they  ought  to  be  re- 
tained in  that  position. 

Mr.  FINDLATER  wished  to  nm 
upon  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  the 
claims  of  the  Army  medical  officers. 
Many  of  these  genuemen,  in  addition 
to  risking  their  lives  in  the  field,  in- 
curred serious  illnesses  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties ;  and  he  contended  that  thej 
should  be  placed  in  the  same  categoiy 
as  combatant  officers  of  the  Army.  It 
must  be  dear  to  hon.  Members  that  the 
medical  officer  who,  without  the  excite* 
ment  to  support  him  which  was  felt  hy 
the  combatant  officer,  really  dispUiysa 
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the  highest  degree  of  tme  courage  in 
attending  to  the  wounded.  The  records 
of  our  recent  wars  furnished  many  in- 
atanoes  of  the  bravery  displayed  by 
medical  officers,  the  terrible  risks  they 
ran,  and  the  sacrifice  of  life  in  action 
which  their  duties  entailed  upon  them. 
Bat  these  officers,  although  running  the 
nme  risks  as  their  combatant  brethren, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  they  were 
non-combatant,  were  deprived  of  the 
privilege  conferred  upon  other  officers  of 
the  Army  by  the  Army  Circular  of  March, 
1880,  in  respect  of  counting  time  not 
exceeding  one  year  on  half-pay  towards 
voluntary  retirement.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  on  a  former  occasion, 
promiBed  to  look  into  this  matter ;  and 
he  could  assure  him  that  it  was  very 
desirable  that  some  steps  should  be 
taken,  because,  undoubtedly,  great  dis- 
ecmtent  existed  amongst  the  m^cal  offi- 
eers  of  the  Army,  who  felt  strongly  the 
invidious  distinction  that  was  drawn  be- 
tween them  and  the  combatant  officers 
in  the  Service.  He  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  hold  out  some 
hope  to  these  very  deserving  gentlemen 
that,  at  an  early  day,  he  would  be  able 
to  do  something  for  them. 

Mb.  OHILDEltS  said,  he  considered 
that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member, 
that  medical  officers  should  be  placed 
oaihe  same  footing  as  combatant  offi- 
eers,  would  involve  a  great  disadvantage 
to  them,  inasmuch  as  they  were,  in  some 
respects,  as  compared  with  combatant 
officers,  much  better  treated.  The  Begu- 
htions  with  regard  to  medical  officers 
had  been  settled  by  his  Predecessor 
with  extreme  care  and  after  long  con- 
nderation;  and,  on  tiie  whole,  he  be- 
lie? ed  that  the  alteration  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  would  place  them  in  a 
worse  position  than  they  now  occupied. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £476,900,  Militia  and  MiHtia  Be- 
Bsrve. 

Earl  PERCY  said,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  a  subject  upon  which  he  had 
befisre  asked  a  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  which  had  excited  con- 
mderable  interest  amongst  the  officers  of 
Militia  regiments.  It  nad  been  for  a 
bag  time  past  the  custom  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  to  make  constant 
changes  in  the  uniforms  of  the  Army 
and  Ifjlitaa;  and  during  the  years  he 
bad  mttoi  iti  the  lafttev  bmaoh  he  had. 


in  consequence  of  these  Begulationa, 
changed  the  character  of  almost  every 
garment  once  or  twice.  Now,  these  re- 
peated alterations  were  not  only  vexa- 
tious in  themselves,  but  they  were  the 
source  of  very  serious  expense  to  officers 
whose  means  were  rather  limited.  In 
the  present  instance,  it  was  proposed  to 
change  the  whole  of  the  uniforms  of  the 
Militia,  and  to  assimilate  them  to  the 
uniforms  of  the  linked  battalions  of  the 
Eegidar  Forces  of  the  district.  He  bad, 
through  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  addressed  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  as  to  whether  the  pro- 
posed change  would  not  entail  upon  the 
officers  of  the  Militia  the  very  serious 
cost  of  £80,000 ;  and  the  answer  received 
from  him  was  to  the  effect  that  he  had, 
to  a  great  extent,  exaggerated  the  ex- 
pense which  it  would  entail — that  he 
had  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  ex- 
pense would  approach  the  sum  named, 
and  that  in  many  cases  but  a  small  out- 
lay  would  be  necessary.  He  would  not 
enter  upon  a  lengthy  discussion  on  the 
expediency  of  the  proposed  change ;  but, 
for  his  own  part,  he  was  quite  imable 
to  see  the  advantage  of  dressing  the 
Militia  officer  in  borrowed  plumage. 
Although  he  was  aware  that  his  opinions 
upon  this  subject  were  not  shared  by 
aU  the  officers  of  the  Militia,  yet  it  was 
hardly  correct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  the  proposed  alterations 
had  been  received  with  general  approval, 
because  he  had  received  many  repre- 
sentations from  Militia  officers  that  they 
extremdy  disliked  them.  Nor  was  it  a 
correct  statement  to  say  that  the  substi- 
tution of  gold  for  silver  lace  had  been 
recommended  by  the  Oommittee,  be- 
cause their  Beport  did  not  contain  one 
word  about  any  change  in  this  respect. 
They  pointed  out  that,  in  their  opinion, 
a  strong  ground  existed  for  establishing 
similarity  of  colour,  and  that  it  seemed 
a  question  whether  the  Militia  should 
not  be  clothed  in  the  undress  of  the 
Regular  regiments.  But  that  was  quite 
a  different  thing.  His  estimate  of 
£80,000  as  the  cost  to  the  officers  of 
the  Militia  of  making  the  alterations 
contemplated  by  the  authorities  was 
arrived  at  by  taking  £20  as  the  cost  to 
each  officer,  and  multiplying  that  figure 
by  4,000 — ^the  number  of  officers  in  the 
Militia.  He  had,  in  consequence  of  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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that  his  estimate  was  incorrect,  taken 
the  trouble,  by  actual  experiment,  to 
ascertain  the  accuracy  of  the  figure  of 
£20,  which  he  had  adopted  as  the  basis 
of  this  calculation ;  and  he  was  entitled 
to  say  that  his  estimate  was  fully  borne 
out  by  the  fact  that  the  amounts  quoted 
by  the  Army  tailors,  to  whom  his  in- 
quiries had  been  addressed,  all  ranged 
between  £34  8«.  Qd.  and  £30  13«.  ^d. 
for  field  officers,  and  £20  0«.  Qd,  and 
£18  Is.  6d.  for  subalterns.  Moreover, 
in  addition  to  his  estimate  of  £20  for 
each  officer,  there  would  be  special  extra 
expenses  in  assimilating^  the  Militia  uni- 
form to  that  of  particular  regiments  of 
the  Hegular  Forces.  As  an  instance  of 
which  he  would  mention  the  cost  of 
£5  58.  for  a  new  bearskin  in  the 
case  of  Light  Infantry  battalions  assimi- 
lated to  Fusilier  regiments.  Now,  con- 
sidering that  the  Militia  were  only  in 
training  for  a  month  during  the  year, 
the  change  must  necessarily  be  a  vezy 
gradual  one,  and,  besides  the  hardship 
of  compelling  them  to  incur  this  great 
expense,  there  would  be  the  disadvantage 
that  it  would  take  many  years  before  the 
officers  of  the  Militia  were  all  dressed 
alike.  The  variety  of  costume  which 
woidd  result  from  this  would  be  in- 
tolerable ;  and  if  the  change  must  really 
be  carried  out,  he  woidd  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  should 
not  be  effected  more  rapidly  than  was 
proposed.  It  was  most  desirable  that 
no  slur  should  be  cast  upon  the  officers 
of  the  Militia ;  and,  therefore,  he  en- 
treated that  the  points  to  which  he  had 
invited  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  should  receive  his  serious 
consideration.  The  proposed  changes 
would  undoubtedly  throw  a  great  strain 
upon  the  Militia,  and  any  help  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  give  would 
be  thankfully  accepted,  and  would,  at 
the  same  time,  tend  to  efficiency  and  to 
the  preservation  of  good  feeling  and 
esprit  de  corps. 

Colonel  KINGSCOTE  said,  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Worth  Northumberland  (Earl  Percy) 
had  done  much  good  in  bringing  for- 
ward this  matter.  For  his  own  part,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  see  the  object  of  the  au- 
thorities in  making  this  change,  one  re- 
sult of  which  would  undoubt€^y  be  that 
for  years  Militia  officers  would  be  dressed 
some  in  one  uniform  and  some  in  an- 
other.   If  he  ooold  be  made  to  under- 
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stand  the  reason  for  the  proposed  alte- 
ration,  it  might  possibly  meet  with  his 
approval.  The  change  would  throw  a 
considerable  expense  on  the  Militia 
officers,  and  particularly  on  the  mounted 
officers,  for  which  he  thought  they  should 
certainly  receive  some  compensation.  He 
was  himself  an  honorary  colonel  of  the 
Militia;  and,  as  an  old  soldier,  he  re- 
garded that  branch  of  the  Service  as 
most  valuable.  It  had  been  called  upon 
by  the  country  more  than  once,  and  it 
had  never  been  found  wanting.  It  sup- 
plied the  Army  with  recruits;  and  he 
rejoiced  that  endeavours  were  being 
made  to  amalgamate  it  more  closely 
with  the  Eegumr  Forces.  But  why,  he 
asked,  was  this  burden  of  expense  to  be 
cast  upon  the  officers  of  Militia  without 
compensation?  He  trusted  that  the  riff ht 
hon.  Gentleman  would  reconsider  uiis 
matter,  and  that  the  few  remarks  he 
had  felt  it  his  duty  to  make  would  have 
the  good  effect  of  obtaining  compensation 
for  me  officers  in  question,  if  the  change 
proposed  must  indeed  be  carried  out. 

Major  CHESTER -MASTER  said, 
he  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
(Colonel  Kingscote).  He  had  been  for 
21  years  in  the  Militia,  and  he  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
there  were  reasons,  beyond  those  whidi 
had  been  advanced,  which  tended  to 
show  that  by  the  contemplated  changes 
the  Militia  would  be  placed  in  an  unfair 
position.  It  appeared  that  the  lace  and 
facings  of  the  imiforms  were  to  be 
changed;  and  he  would  point  out,  as 
the  result  of  the  inquiries  ne  had  made, 
that  the  cost  of  this  alone  would  amount 
to  £30  in  the  case  of  colonels,  and  £15 
for  second  lieutenants,  the  other  ranks 
being  in  proportion.  He  also  pointed 
out  that  a  new  uniform  was  incumbent 
on  an  officer  of  the  Line  when  he  re- 
tired from  his  regiment  and  joined  the 
Militia,  but  that  it  was  not  so  in  the 
case  of  the  Yeomanry  and  Yolunteera. 
He  could  not  see  the  reason  for  this 
inequality.  It  appeared  to  him  onlr 
fair,  as  the  Militia  were  made  one  with 
the  Line,  that  the  same  benefits  diooll 
be  enjoyed  by  both  with  regard  to  pro- 
motion. 

SiB  HABRY  YEBNE Y  said,  he  could 
see  no  reason  whatever  for  making  the 
proposed  changes  of  uniform  in  respeet 
of  the  Militia.  What  possible  advantage 
oould  there  be  in  putting  the  orown  oa 


Digitized  by 


Google 


185 


Suppljf — 


{August  4,  1881  ]  Armff  AtimaUs. 


886 


ihe  ahonlder-strap  instead  of  on  the 
collar  ?  The  crown  and  other  marks  of 
xank  were  more  visible  on  the  collar 
than  on  the  shoulder-strap,  and  less 
likely  to  be  rubbed  by  the  cloak.  These 
alterations  had  imposed  a  tax  never  less 
than  £5y  and  up  to  £30,  on  every  offi- 
cer. He  could  only  suppose  that  they 
were  proposed  at  the  instance  of  the 
Army  tailors.  For  his  own  part,  he 
was  in  favour  of  a  very  simple  and  in- 
expensive uniform  ;  and  he  pointed  out 
that  the  efficiency  of  some  foreign 
annies  was  in  no  way  secured  by  the 
quantity  of  lace  displayed. 

8iK  WALTER  B.  BAETTBLOT  said, 
that  ever  since  he  commenced  soldiering 
there  had  been  one  constant  complaint 
that  perpetual  changes  were  being  made 
for  no  purpose  whatever.     He  could  not 
but  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  do  well  to  leave  these  matters 
in  relation  to  the  Army  and  Militia  as 
they  existed  at  present.    But  he  rose 
principally  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  to  state  his  views  with  regard  to 
the  advantage  to  be  derived  by  the 
country  from  the  formation  of  territorial 
regiments  composed  of  two  battalions  of 
the  B^^ar  Army  and  two  battalions 
of  the  Militia.     He  would  be  glad  to 
know  in  what  way  the  War  Office  were 
going  to  make  use  of  the  two  Militia 
battalions,  an<f  how  they  were  going  to 
draw  more  closely  the  connection  be- 
tween the  Militia  and  the  Army.     Cer- 
tainly, he  did  not  think  that  this  close 
intimacy  would  be  promoted  bjr  merely 
placing  gold  lace  upon  the  uniforms  of 
the  Ifilitia  officers.    Again,  what  was 
to  be  done  with  the  two  Militia  bat- 
talions in  case  of  imminent  danger  to 
the  country  ?    Did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman intend  to  make  it  compulsory 
tbat  the  men  should  go  into  the  Army, 
or  did  he  expect  to  get  more  volunteers 
for  the  Army  than    he    had    before? 
There  was  an  opinion  abroad  to  which 
he  would  refer  on  the  present  occasion, 
because  it  was  one  which  ought  either 
to  be  contradicted  or  affirm^,  that  it 
was  the  deliberate  intention  of  the  War 
Office  to  do  away  with  the  officers  of  the 
Militia  as  they  now  existed,  and  to  place 
in  the  Militia  officers  who  had  retired 
from  the  Army  on  half-pay.    That  was 
a  qaestioiL  as  to  which  he  should  very 
much  Uke  to  receive  an  answer  from  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman.    The  proceeding 
might  be  wiaO;  or  it  might  be  one  of 


those  things  which  were  inevitable ;  but, 
whatever  might  be  the  truth  with  re« 
gard  to  it,  he  thought  it  should  be  at 
once  clearly  stated  in  what  way  the 
Militia  was  to  be  dealt  with.  He  be- 
lieved that  a  far  larger  Army  Beserve 
could  be  got  out  of  the  Militia  Eeserve 
than  out  of  the  Beserves  that  it  was  now 
attempted  to  create.  He  believed  the 
Army  and  Militia  Beserves  might  be 
amalgamated  with  advantage,  and  that 
they  ought  to  be  annually  drilled  with 
those  regiments  with  which  they  would 
have  to  serve  in  case  of  emergency. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Genueman 
would  state  his  views  upon  that  ques« 
tion.  There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  would  refer.  In  places 
where  there  were  not  two  regiments 
of  Militia,  was  it  the  intention  that 
a  second  regiment  should  be  formed? 
Because  there  were  many  places  where 
there  was  only  one  weak  regiment,  and 
yet  it  was  said  to  consist  of  two  bat- 
talions. He  wished  again  to  suggest  that 
the  Militia  Beserve  and  the  Line  Keserve 
might  be  called  out  and  drilled  together, 
so  that  when  they  joined  their  regi- 
ments they  would  know  each  other  and 
also  their  officers.  It  was  a  great  ob- 
ject, when  men  were  sent  on  forei^  ser- 
vice, that  they  should  know  their  officers ; 
but,  as  the  Beserves  were  formed,  he 
would  undertake  to  say  they  would  not 
know  their  officers,  and  recent  occur- 
rences showed  what  disastrous  conse- 
quences would  occur.  Another  matter 
was  this.  He  was  informed  that  when 
the  drd  and  4th  Battalions  of  the  Boyal 
Lancashire  Militia  were  out  they  had 
no  waterproof  sheets  provided  for  them, 
and  everything  they  had  was  saturated 
with  rain.  Such  a  thing  ought  never  to 
occur  in  this  country ;  and  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  inform  the 
Committee  how  such  an  occurrence  could 
have  taken  place. 

Mr.  CHILDEB8  said,  with  regard 
to  the  amalgamation  of  the  two  Militia 
battalions  with  the  two  Line  battalionB, 
he  would  refer  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  to  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  1876,  presided  over  by  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Predecessor  (Co- 
lonel Stanley),  which  strongly  recom- 
mended the  combination,  by  which  they 
hoped  to  effect  a  better  system  of  re- 
cruiting, both  from  the  Militia  to  the 
Line  and  to  the  Line  direct.  Those  ar- 
rangements would  strengthen  both  the 
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Militia  and  the  Line;  and  he  hoped 
the  time  was  not  far  distant  when  it 
would  be  more  practicable  to  attach 
the  Eeserve  men  residing  in  the  regi- 
mental district  to  the  regiment  in  their 
district,  instead  of  the  men  having  to 
belong  to  regiments  scattered  all  over 
the  country,  and  not  knowing  where  to 
go  when  called  out.  It  was  one  of 
the  objects  of  the  combination  that  the 
men  should  have  no  doubt  upon  that 
point  when  called  out  either  in  an  emer- 
gency or  for  training.  He  believed  a 
great  advantage  would  be  gained  by 
amalgamating  the  two  battalions  of  the 
Line.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
uniform,  although  that  was  of  less  im- 
portance than  some  other  considerations, 
he  believed  that  if  the  uniform  was  prac- 
tically the  same  that  would  tend  to 
attach  the  men  of  the  Militia  battalion 
to  the  Line  battalion,  for  they  would 
feel  that  they  belonged  to  the  four  bat- 
talions, with  headquarters  at  the  place 
from  which  the  regiment  drew  its  men. 
As  to  the  number  of  field  officers  in  the 
Militia,  the  whole  system  of  promotion 
and  retirement  in  the  Militia  was  dis- 
tinctly different  from  that  in  the  Line. 
In  the  Line  the  age  of  retirement  was 
much  earlier  than  in  the  Militia.  With 
respect  to  the  question  raised  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Earl  Percy),  the  expe- 
rience of  the  War  Office  was  that  there 
was  a  great  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  officers  in  the  Militia  to  have  the 
same  uniform  as  the  Line.  There  was 
no  intention  to  change  the  dress  of  the 
Yeomanry  this  year;  and,  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Sir 
Alexander  Gordon)  respecting  the  change 
made  some  months  back  in  the  uniform  of 
officers,  that  was  a  matter  with  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  nothing  to  do ; 
and  he  could,  therefore,  give  the  House 
no  practical  information  upon  it.  But, 
in  consequence  of  representations  made 
to  him,  he  had  given  an  order  that  no 
further  alteration  of  the  kind  should  be 
made  without  the  sanction  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War. 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  wished 
to  draw  attention  to  a  matter  of  more 
importance  than  the  difference  between 
gold  and  silver  lace.  As  at  present  car- 
ried on,  the  musketry  instruction  in  the 
Militia  was  nothing  but  a  farce.  The 
time  of  training  was  necessarily  very 
Bhort,  and  might  very  fairly  be  oooupied 
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by  ordinary  drill,  without  any  laboriouB 
and  delicate  work  such  as  musketry  in- 
struction. Of  the  27  days  allowed  for 
training,  three  must  be  set  aside  as  Sun- 
days, one  or  two  days  were  absorbed  in 
settling  into  camp,  or  barracks,  or  bil- 
lets, four  days  must  be  allowed  at  the 
end  of.  the  period  for  inspection  and 
leaving  quarters.  There  was  thus  very 
little  time  for  drill  and  musketry  in- 
struction. A  few  years  ago  an  officer 
in  command  of  a  company  out  for  train- 
ing was  ordered,  on  a  certain  evening, 
to  take  his  company  to  a  range  five  miles 
distant  on  the  following  morning  and 
fire  20  rounds.  The  company  con- 
sisted of  1 1 3  men,  and  for  that  num- 
ber to  fire  20  rounds  each  in  a  single 
day  was  a  farce  if  it  was  supposed  to  oe 
done  at  all  properly.  No  means  of 
transport  were  provided,  and  the  officer 
had  to  transport  the  men  at  his  own  ex- 
pense, and  to  provide  rations  of  bread 
and  cheese  at  the  range.  He  made  no 
complaint  of  the  expense ;  but  he  felt  it 
humiliating  to  have  to  hurry  the  men 
through  the  instruction  in  that  way. 
That  was  only  a  sample  of  what  took 
place  in  every  battalion  of  the  Service; 
and  the  only  way  out  of  that  system  waa 
either  to  give  up  musketry  instructioa 
entirely,  or  to  call  out  each  company 
during  the  non-training  period  for  lei- 
surely instruction  in  musketry,  with 
every  necessary  facility,  or,  again,  to 
have  alternate  annual  trainings  for  field 
exercise  and  musketry. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  ques- 
tion of  assimilating  the  two  corps  in  the 
field  when  in  action.  Five  mounted 
officers  had  lately  been  added  to  eveiy 
Infantry  battalion ;  but  it  now  appeared 
that  that  increase  was  not  for  the  pei^ 
formance  of  duties  in  the  field,  ont 
merely  for  the  sake  of  promotion.  If 
that  was  the  case,  he  believed  the  time 
would  come  when  the  House  of  Oom« 
mens  would  not  allow  the  addition  of 
mounted  officers  not  for  the  performanoe 
of  duties,  but  for  the  sake  merely  of 
promotion.  The  system  of  drill  for  the 
Infantry  must  now  be  changed  to  anifc 
the  increased  mounted  officers.  The 
same  drill  ought,  therefore,  to  be  applied 
to  the  Militia;  otherwise,  the  MilitiA 
and  the  line  would  not  be  able  to  aot 
together  in  the  field  at  the  critical  time. 
It  would  be  too  late,  when  the  Militia 
were  called  out^to  defend  the  oonntqv 
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to  asaiimlate  them  by  adding  fhe  aame 
nmnber  of  mounted  officers  and  the  same 
uyHteui  of  drill.  The  two  corps  could  not 
act  toother  as  one  brigade  unless  their 
drill  was  identical;  and  he  hoped  the 
rig^Iit  lion.  Gentleman  would  consider  the 

point.      

Ix>Ri>  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he  had 
little  sympathy  with  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Percy)  as  to  the  question  of  dothing,  for 
everyone  in  the  Army  knew  that  changes 
of  dress  were  more  for  the  benefit  of  the 
tailors  than  anyone  else.    He  thought 
there  might  be  a  serrice  dress  as  well 
as   a  dress  for  the  ball-room ;  and  he 
wished  to  suggest  that  the  kersey  dress 
used  by  officers  mi^ht  be  used  for  drill. 
Officers  who  wanted  a  smart  dress  could 
have  it  at  their  own  expense.    Then, 
with   regard    to    the    number    of  the 
Militia,    the   total  at  the  training   in 
1880  was  115,307;  but  the  maximum 
votedbyFarliament  was  139,000.   That 
showed  a  deficiency  of  oyer  23,000  men, 
and  he  wished  to  urge  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  adopt  some  way  of  bring- 
ing up  the  attendance  of  the  Militia  to 
the    maximum   voted    by  Parliament. 
There  had  been  an  improvement  in  the 
number  of  Militia  officers  who  had  ob- 
tained  certificates;  but  he  wished  to 
know  the  proportion  of  field  officers  who 
had  passed  in  the  same  way ;  for  now 
that  the  Militia  was  to  be  amalgamated 
more  or  less  with  the  Line,  it  was  essen- 
tial that  the  field  officers  and  captains 
should  be  equal  in  every  respect  to  the 
same  officers  in  the  Line. 

Sm  HENEY  FLETCHER  wished  to 
know  what  arrangements  had  been  made 
for  givinfl"  proper  quarters  to  Militia 
adjutants  ?  They  were  appointed  from 
the  brigade  depots;  but  when  they 
joined  the  Militia  they  had  to  ^ve  up 
their  quarters,  and  put  up  with  one 
room.  That  oup;ht  to  be  inquired  into ; 
and  he  also  wished  to  know  whether 
any  further  remuneration  would  be 
given  to  them,  as  to  the  depot  brigade 
adjutants. 

Me.  RITCHIE  said,  he  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  the  question  of  second 
battalions  of  Militia.  In  his  regiment 
there  was  some  difficulty  in  raising  a 
sufficient  number  of  men  for  the  single 
battalion  the  regiment  had,  and  he 
did  not  see  how  these  second  bat- 
talions were  to  be  raised,  unless  some 
Bteps  were  taken  in  that  direction. 
Be  hoped,    fortheri   that    the    right 


hon.  Oentleman  would  not  adept  the 
suggestion  of  the'  noble  Lord  for  a 
cheaper  dress.  There  ought  to  be  a 
uniform  laid  down  for  officers  of  Militia, 
and  it  ought  to  be  a  tine  qud  non  that  all 
such  officers  should  obtain  the  full  imi- 
form.  He  agreed  that  the  proposed 
change  in  the  uniform  was  one  that  was 
desired  by  Militia  officers  generally,  for 
they  were  extremely  anxious  to  be  iden- 
tified as  much  as  possible  with  their 
brethren  of  the  Line.  The  question  of 
uniform  might  be  considered  a  senti- 
mental one ;  but  to  his  mind  it  would  be 
a  good  thing  to  increase  the  sympathy 
between  the  Militia  and  the  line  by 
rendering  the  uniforms  identical.  The 
hon.  Member  who  had  brought  the 
matter  forward  had  reason,  he  Qipagbt, 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  assurance  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers)  had 
given  him,  and  his  noble  Friend  might 
reasonably  conclude  that  all  he  desired 
would  be  carried  out.  No  doubt  it  was 
the  desire  of  the  Militia  officers  tifciat 
their  uniforms  should  be  the  same  as 
those  of  the  Line ;  but,  he  presimied,  it 
was  not  merely  because  of  the  desire  of 
those  officers  that  the  change  would  be 
made.  It  would  be  made  in  the  interest 
of  the  Service ;  therefore,  he  did  not 
think  the  Militia  officers  should  be 
called  on  to  bear  the  whole  of  the 
expense. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  more  than  two  minutes ; 
but  he  wished  to  say  that  the  Eeport 
of  the  Inspectors  of  Musketry  recently 
issued  as  to  the  Militia  fullv  bore  out 
all  that  had  been  said  by  the  non.  Mem- 
ber for  Wigtownshire  (Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell) .  ^e  Heport  said  that  though 
one  or  two  reeimento  were  good  in  rifle 

Practice,  notably  the  South  Wales  Bor- 
erers  and  the  Wiltshire  Begiment,  the 
firiuK,  altogether,  was  not  satisfactory. 
The  Report  referred  to  the  insufficiency 
of  the  musketry  drills ;  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  only  to  look  at  the  Army  Ee- 
tums  pubHshed  this  year  to  convince 
themselves  of  the  fact  that  there  was 
not  enough  spent  on  musketry  practice. 
The  Inspector  General  of  Musketry  said 
that  in  some  individual  cases  the  firing 
was  good ;  but  the  volley  firing  was  very 
unsatisfactory.  Why  was  the  mdividual 
firing  satisfactory  ?  It  was  because  in- 
dividuals who  were  good  shots  were 
nur^  and  coddled  beyond  all  concep- 
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tion .  The  musketry  instructors  thought 
only  of  their  averages.  Their  whole 
ideas  were  concentrated  upon  averages, 
just  as  some  hon.  Members  looked  to 
their  averages  in  divisions.  At  Alder- 
shot,  there  was  a  flag  put  up  to  say 
when  regiments  should  fire  and  when 
they  should  not.  Sometimes  the  firing 
was  discontinued  for  days  and  days  to- 
gether, the  weather  seeming  beautiful. 
They  might  be  at  a  loss  to  account  for 
it,  and  might  ask  a  question  about  it, 
when  the  answer  they  would  receive 
would  be  something  like  this — ''  There 
is  a  strong  wind  blowing  from  the  left 
rear."  But  that  strong  wind  might  be 
blovring  from  the  left  rear  for  months 
and  months.  No  doubt,  there  was  a 
strong  wind  blowine  from  the  left  rear 
during  the  battle  of  Majuba  Hill ;  and 
the  Boers,  unfortunately,  would  not  wait 
imtil  that  wind  changed.  The  system 
pursued  was  thoroughly  antiquated, 
only  90  rounds  a-year  being  allowed, 
and  that  was  clearly  not  enough.  The 
Yolunteers  fired  2,000  rounds,  and  that 
was  not  too  much.  There  had  been  some 
alteration  made  in  the  Regulations,  he 
believed ;  10  roimds  less  in  volley  firing, 
and  10  more  in  skirmishing  being 
allowed;  but  the  fact  remained  the 
same,  that  90  rounds  were  insufficient. 
Our  Army  was  one  of  the  most  expen- 
sive in  the  world,  and  that  being  so,  no 
pains  should  be  spared  to  render  it 
efficient.  However  unpleasant  the  fact 
was,  they  must  face  it,  and  it  was  this — 
that  our  soldiers  were  the  very  worst 
shots  of  any  army  in  the  world.  There 
was  one  other  point  on  which  he  wished 
to  say  a  word — one  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War — namely,  the 
new  rules  as  to  retirement  in  the  Militia. 
It  appeared  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  dealing  rather  tenderly 
with  commanding  officers  in  the  Militia, 
in  allowing  them  to  serve  on  to  the  age 
of  67  in  command  of  regiments,  when 
they  knew  that  field  officers  of  the  Line 
retired  at  the  age  of  55.  Eventually, 
he  knew,  that  would  not  be  the  case ; 
but  he  was  talking  now  of  present  com- 
manding officers,  who  were  to  retire  ab- 
solutely at  67.  He  found  fault  with  the 
provision  in  the  Regulations  which  fol- 
lowed that  fixing  the  age,  and  which 
dealt  with  special  cases.  He  was  afraid 
this  provision  would  open  the  door  to  a 
great   deal   of   jobbery.    What   were 

Colonel  Alexander 


special  cases  ?  Were  men  to  be  retained 
because  they  were  thoroughly  good  offi- 
cers, or  because  they  were  county  men  ? 
How  was  the  general  officer  commanding 
a  district  to  decide  upon  the  special  cases? 
They  were  throwing  a  very  unpleasant 
duty  on  the  general  officer,  and  he 
was  sure  that  would  not  work.  The 
Department  should  make  a  rule  and 
abide  by  it ;  but  there  had  hitherto  been 
a  rule  Uiat  officers  should  retire  at  the 
age  of  60,  and  that  rule,  as  he  had  been 
told  the  other  day,  had  not  been  carried 
out.  He  was  afraid  that,  in  a  similar 
way,  they  would  find  out  that  this  new 
Regulation  would  not  be  carried  out. 
He  wished,  further,  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  was  tme, 
as  reported,  that  the  recruiting  for  the 
Militia  had  fallen  off  lately,  in  oonBe- 
quence  of  the  men  being  called  up  fyt 
training  immediately  on  enlistment? 
The  Muitia  Committee  had  expressed  an 
opinion  on  this  matter,  and  he  wished 
to  know  if  the  Report  in  question  was 

correct? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  I  saw  a  statement 
similar  to  that  now  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  in  the  newspapers 
the  other  day,  and  I  asked  if  it  was 
true.  I  was  told  that  it  could  not  be, 
and  for  the  best  of  all  reasons,  that  the 
new  system  has  not  yet  been  put  into 
operation.  1  quite  agree  with  a  deal  of 
that  which  has  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  with  respect  to  the  mus- 
ketry practice  of  the  Militia  and  the 
Line.  Something  ought  to  be  done  to 
improve  it;  and,  feeling  this  very 
strongly,  some  months  ago,  as  the  Com- 
mittee are  aware,  I  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee, presided  over  by  Sir  Daniel 
Lysons,  to  consider  the  subject,  and  that 
Committee  has  been  inquiring  into  it 
with  great  patience  and  great  care,  both 
in  regard  to  the  Regular  Army  and  tiio 
Militia.  It  is  not,  to  my  mind,  a  ques- 
tion which  should  be  lost  sight  of.  As 
for  our  soldiers  being  the  worst  shots 
in  the  world,  I  cannot  agree  with  that. 
There  are,  at  least,  two  Continental 
Armies  whose  shooting  is  far  worse  than 
that  of  our  Army ;  but,  at  the  same  time^ 
there  are  other  Armies  whose  shooting, 
no  doubt,  is  better.  The  British  Armj 
shoidd  not  be  behindhand  in  this  mattevi 
and  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Committee  will  make  such  a  Report  as 
will  enable  us  at  the  War  Office  to  in- 
troduce great  improvements   into   ths^ 
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whole  systom  of  muaketiy  insiraotion. 
With  regaid  to  Tetarement  from  the 
IGlidA,  the  chaoige  has  not  been  made 
OB  the  groond  of  economy. 

Sm  ALEXANDEB  GOBDON  said, 
it  vas  not  as  a  matter  of  economy  that 
ks  had  raised  that  objection,  bnt  as  a 
nstter  of  numbers  and  efi^ency  in  the 
fidd.      

Mb.  CHILDEBS:  If  the  arrange- 
ment is  challenged,  I  shall  be  able  to 
Aow  l^t  it  was  not  made  for  purposes 
of  eeonomy.  A  question  has  been  put 
to  me  about  adjutants  of  Militia,  and 
fteir  position  has  been  compared  with 
Oat  n  adjutants  at  the  depot  The 
fnestion  has  not  been  before  me,  but  I 
win  look  into  it.  I  know  nothing  about 
siditional  uniforms  for  the  Militia. 

LoKD  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he  did 
aot  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
quite  understood  his  suggestion,  which 
was  that,  tibiere  beine  two  uniforms,  one 
of  bine-— in  which  aU  the  Militia  officers, 
he  beliered,  performed  their  drill — and 
one  of  red,  the  young  officers,  who 
had  to  wait  a  year  or  two  years  before 
goinff  into  Biegnlar  line  regiments, 
MOfuId  be  only  called  upon  to  provide 
thomselYes  with  blue  uniforms,  and 
ihoQld  not  be  forced  to  get  the  red. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  :  I  must  confess  that 
I  am  not  famitiar  with  this  point; 
lot  I  promise  the  noble  Lord  to  look 
into  the  matter.  The  hon.  Member 
kg  die  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie) 
■id  I  had  not  answered  the  question 
fat  to  me  by  an  hon.  Gentleman  behind 
■0.  Yes;  we  dowish  to  encourage  the 
of  a  second  Militia  battalion 
such  does  not  exist  now,  in,  of 
thoae  districts  where  the  forma- 
tka  of  a  second  battalion  is  feasible. 
One  diflloulty  with  which  I  am  met  in 
fte  matter  is  this— that  where  proposals 
kve  been  made  to  raise  that  second 
they  have  been  accompanied, 
Ly,  with.awkward  questions  as  to 
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I  should  be 
form  second  battalions  where 
a  serious  difficulty  of  this  kind. 
lasysaythat  I  am  anxious  to  get  both 
ftaMiHtia  and  tiie  Militia  Beserve  up 
tottflir  full  numbers. 
XAjoipGsDrs&Ai.  BUBNABY  said,  that 
li&iegazd  to  musketxy  practice  he  could 
Htsgiee  that  onra  was  the  worst  shooting 
^■jin  Europe.  Perhaps  the  Militia 
as  good  marksmen  as  the  hon. 
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andgallant  Member  (Colonel  Alexander) 
and  himself  (General  Bumaby)  could 
wish;  but  the  Militia  did  not  have 
those  advantages  which  were  given 
to  the  Army,  and  which,  he  trusted, 
shortly  would  be  conferred  upon  them. 
The  present  system  was  to  "  cram  "  the 
men  in  this  rospect — if  he  might  bo 
allowed  to  use  the  word.  He  trusted 
that  this  would  be  altered,  and  that  the 
men  would  not  be  compelled  to  fire  a 
certain  largo  number  of  rounds  within 
a  short  space  of  time.  The  number  of 
rounds  appointed  to  be  fired  should 
be  distributed  oyer  a  certain  num- 
ber of  months  in  the  year.  Then,  as 
to  extra  ammunition  which  the  men 
either  purchased  themselves  or  were 
supplied  with  at  their  captain's  cost,  he 
thought  it  should  be  sold  at  as  low  a  price 
as  possible.  The  men  complained  that 
this  ammunition  was  too  dear  for  the  pur- 
pose,  and  that  the  Government  charged 
tor  it  more  than  it  cost  them  to  manu- 
facture. This  ammunition  should  be 
supplied  at  as  low  a  price  as  possible, 
for  the  lower  the  price  the  greater  would 
be  the  number  of  shots  fired,  and  the 
greater  the  number  of  shots  fired  the 
more  efficient  would  the  men  be.  As  to 
the  change  of  badges,  facings,  and  in 
some  cases  head-dress,  of  certain  regi- 
ments, in  order  to  adapt  them  to  the 
territorial  system,  the  cost  was  one 
which  should  not  be  borne  by  the  offi- 
cers, but  by  the  State.  In  Leicester- 
shire, the  45th  and  17th  Begiments  and 
the  Militia  were  put  together  under  the 
territorial  arrangement.  The  45th  had 
no  badge,  but  the  17th  happened  to 
have  a  tiger;  whilst  the  MiUtia  regi- 
ment had  a  harp,  and  was  sore  at  having 
to  give  it  up.  They  did  not  know  why 
they  should  have  a  tiger  any  more  than 
an  elephant.  The  harp  was  an  emblem 
which  they  very  much  respected,  owing 
to  their  connection  with  Ireland,  and 
they  hoped  they  might  be  able  to  retain 
it,  not  only  as  a  matter  of  sentiment, 
but  also  for  economical  reasons. 

Mr.  O'STTEA  wished  to  put  a  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  quartermasters' 
quarters,  because,  he  believed,  the  same 
thing  would  occur  in  regard  to  the 
Militia  as  would  occur  in  the  Army.  A 
Memorandum  of  the  Horse  Guards  gave 
quartermasters  a  right  to  field  officers' 
quarters,  so  that  a  quartermaster  just 
promoted  from  the  ranks  had  a  right 
to  similar  quarters  to  captains  of  20 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


895 


Supply — 


(OOMMONS) 


Jrmy  E$iimat$$. 


years'  Btanding.  There  was  great  com- 
plaint about  this. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  I  have  done  a 
great  deal  for  the  quartermasters ;  but  I 
doubt  whether  the  complaint  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  speaks  of  is  one 
of  importance. 

Mr.  ROUND  wished  to  know  whether, 
in  the  case  of  Rifle  Militia  regiments, 
where  a  change  of  uniform  was  deter- 
mined on,  the  same  allowances  would  be 
made  by  the  Government  as  it  was  un- 
derstood had  been  made  in  the  case  of 
Highland  regiments  of  Militia  under 
similar  circumstances?  He  would  also 
like  to  know  whether  field  officers  of  Mi- 
litia, who  had  retired  with  permission  to 
wear  their  uniform,  might  continue  to 
wear  that  uniform,  although  it  had  been 
changed  in  the  case  of  their  regiment  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS :  I  will  consider  the 
question  of  allowing  a  change  of  uniform 
on  retirement.  With  regard  to  the 
Rifle  Brigade,  as  I  have  said,  allowance 
will  be  made  to  them  for  the  difference. 

Earl  PERCY  begged  to  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  met  his  appeal.  If  the 
change  proposed  was  a  good  one,  it 
should  be  made  whether  the  Militia  offi- 
cers liked  it  or  not ;  and,  if  tliose  officers 
had  a  claim  on  the  Government  for  assist- 
ance in  paying  for  their  uniforms,  that 
claim  should  be  met. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  The  Government 
having  made  the  concessions  they  have 
made,  should  hardly  be  asked  now  to 
make  others. 

Sir  ROBERT  LOYD  LINDSAY 
said,  that  before  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proceeded  to  add  a  second  battalion 
to  existing  battalions,  he  hoped  he 
would  take  an  opportunity  of  informing 
himself  whether  such  additions  would  be 
advantageous  in  the  individual  districts. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  call 
for  a  Report  from  the  commander  of 
each  battalion  and  ask  him  to  state  whe- 
ther, in  forming  the  second  battalion, 
injury  would  not  be  done  to  the  first  bat- 
talion. The  same  thing  should  be  done 
in  the  case  of  the  Volunteers.  In  his  dis- 
trict they  could  not  find  in  the  county 
officers  Bufficient  to  officer  two  battalions 
of  Militia  and  Volunteers ;  and  he  was 
under  the  impression  that  in  forming 
second  battalions  the  first  battalions 
would  suffer. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Mr.  (/Shea 


(5.)  £73,900,  Yeomaniy  OaTalry. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
could  not  so  organize  the  Service  as  to 
render  the  existing  number  of  adjutants 
in  the  Yeomanry  unnecessary  ?  In  the 
Cavalry  there  were  only  19  adjutants  on 
duty  all  the  year  round ;  but  in  the  Yeo- 
manry there  were  no  less  than  39.  By 
a  better  organization,  also,  something 
else  besides  the  annual  eight  daw 
training  might  be  found  for  the  adju- 
tants to  do.  They  were  only  at  work 
eight  days,  and  during  the  rest  of  the 
year  they  were  paid  for  doing  nothing. 
[An  hon.  Membeb  :  It  is  a  mistake.]  It 
was  no  mistake  at  all.  They  only  at- 
tended the  training,  and  he  did  think 
some  plan  might  be  adopted  by  which 
greater  economy  and  more  perfect  or- 
ganization might  be  secured.  Surely 
Uie  duty  that  was  performed  by  19  adju- 
tants -in  the  Cavalry  all  the  year  round 
could  be  peformed  in  the  Yeomanry  for 
only  eight  days  in  the  year  by  a  similar 
number. 

Sib  THOMAS  ACLAND  said,  he  was 
no  advocate  for  the  Yeomanry  as  it  si 
present  existed ;  but  he  could  assure  the 
Committee  that  both  the  officers  and 
men  took  a  great  deal  of  trouble  to  ren- 
der themselves  efficient.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (Sir  Alexander  Gordon) 
said  the  adjutants  were  only  up  for  eight 
days  in  the  year ;  but  that  was  not  the 
fact.  He  had  known  an  adjutant  si 
work  for  a  month  going  amongst  the 
men  and  instructing  them  in  shooting 
and  other  matters.  If  a  regiment  was 
to  be  properly  kept  up  they  must  have 
an  adjutant  who  would  give  the  neces- 
sary amount  of  attention  to  it. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*That  a  sum,  not  ozceeding  £540,600,  ba 
OTantcd  to  Ucr  Majesty,  to  de&ay  Uie  Cham 
for  Volunteer  Corps  ray  and  Allowances,  whiflli 
will  como  in  course  of  payment  during  fhs 
year  ending  on  the  31  st  day  of  Mardi  1888." 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
said,  that,  in  the  first  place,  he  wiah^ 
publicly  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Genfla* 
man  opposite — and  in  so  doine  he  W4§ 
expressing  the  feeling  of  tne  ^hole 
Volunteer  Force — for  me  way  in  whip)^ 
the  Volunteers  had  been  treated  at  tbf) 
recent  Beview  at  Windsor,  not  only  qr 
the  right  hon.  Oentlei^ftii  himael^  \f9k 
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br  ilie  War  Offieeaad  fhe  Hone  Gnards. 
ne  YofamteexB  had  done  &eir  best  to 
dioir  irliat  they  were  worth  and  what 
fksFr  were  made  of,  and  they  had  been 
WBU  backed  up  by  the  StaJff;  and  he 
woold  Tenture  to  say  that  nothing  could 
haw  been  better  arran^^,  not  only  for 
flie  reception  of  the  different  corps  at 
the  different  atatione,  but  also  for  their 
tepatcfa  from  those  stations.  Every 
flifiiity  and  attention  wasshown,  the  most 
•wnpucated  arrangements  were  admir- 
Mj  carried  out,  and,  in  fi&ct,  nothing  was 
nmtted  which  made  up  the  sum  and 
labsftance  of  a  most  suocessfdl  Beview. 
The  Staff  showed  that  they  had  the  inte- 
of  the  Service  at  heart;  and  he 
the  right  hon.  G^tleman  and 
» olAoialB  with  whom  he  was  associated 
of  opinion  that  discipline,  which 
wu  so  OBOontial  to  the  well-being  of 
fta  farce,  had  been  well  maintained. 
It  was  essential  that  the  Volunteers 
should  go  into  camp  every  year.  The 
Yolnnteer  Force  to  he  useftu  must  be 
I  and  in  a  good  state  of  discipline; 
the  only  way  to  effect  that  was  by 
iBg  it  into  camp  every  year.  He 
I  quite  sure  that  money  spent  in  that 
way  would  be  well  spent.  Me  also  ad- 
1  that  sergeant  instructors  should  be 
died  to  go  to  the  dep6t  centre 
vear  for  drill,  because  they  were 
ift  to  become  rusty.  He  sent  his  every 
aad  he  thought  such  instruction 
be  given,  and  at  the  public  ex- 
There  was  some  doubt  as  to  the 
allowances  and  the  age  in  the 
'adjutants,  and  he  would  like  to 
lane  some  information  on  that  point. 
^a  THOMAS  ACLAND  said,  he 
not  prepared  to  say  that  sending 
^eants  to  tne  dep6t  would  be  enough, 
lor  idthough  a  civilian  he  had  seen  a 
gnat  many  sergeant  instructors ;  and, 
lUIe  he  had  a  high  respect  for  their 
qualities,  there  was  a  great  deal 
tobe  done  in  the  way  of  teaching  them 

fti  art  of  teaching  others. 

HENBT    FLETOHEB   corro- 
I  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  wished  to 
Atte  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 

Sof  State  for  War  if  he  could  not,  now 
ha  had  taken  the  Volunteers  in  hand, 
^  more  for  them  than  had 
J  dumg  their  22  years  of  ex- 
jf    nie  yolunteera  had  no  great- 

■  Ms  or  water-bottles,  and  although  the 

■  tMttaadii^  officers  had  put  their  hands 
'  Ik  flitir  "poeketB  yery  frequently  the 
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regiments  were  still  deficient  in  those 
necessary  articles.  With  regard  to  the 
pay  of  the  adjutants,  the  old  adjutants 
were  in  some  doubt  as  to  whether  they 
would  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  in 
regard  to  retirement  as  Militia  adjutants 
were ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  say  that  they  would  be  placed  on 
the  same  footing  it  would  give  great 
satisfaction.  The  Volunteer  officers  had 
great  difficulty  in  getting  colour-ser- 
geants, because  those  men  were  not  fully 
acquainted  with  what  they  would  re- 
ceive when  they  had  finished  their  term 
of  service.  In  the  present  system  a 
colour-sergeant,  when  transferred  from  a 
Line  regiment  to  a  Volunteer  regiment, 
was  simply  a  sergeant;  and  what  he 
was  anxious  to  know  was  whether 
colour-sergeants,  on  the  completion  of 
their  21  years'  service,  would  receive  the 
pension  of  a  colour-sergeant  or  simply 
that  of  a  sergeant  ? 

Mr.  W.  N.  NICHOLSON  said,  he 
had  been  requested  to  bring  before  the 
notice  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
the  claim  of  Volunteer  officers  to  be 
exempted  from  service  on  juries  as  a 
small  boon  which  they  deserved  in  ac- 
knowledgment of  the  time  they  gave  to 
the  country.  Eeferring  to  a  recent  reply 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  on 
this  subject,  that  the  rank  and  file  had 
an  equal  claim  for  exemption,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  found  that  but  few 
were  eligible,  and  that  even  if  the 
exemption  wore  extended  to  the  whole 
body  of  Volunteers,  ho  thought,  con- 
sidering the  comparatively  small  num- 
ber, the  pressure  on  the  public  would 
be  very  slight.  He  regretted  to  see, 
under  the  head  of  **  Miscellaneous 
Charges  "  for  Volunteers,  a  reduction  of 
£5,000  this  year.  Those  items  included 
travelling  expenses  for  attendance  at 
camp,  regimental  drill,  and  gun  practice. 
Last  year  the  grant  was  so  small  that 
officers  complained  that  many  of  their 
men  were  prevented  from  attending 
camp  drill  because  their  regiments  could 
not  afford  it,  and  he  hoped  that  next 
year  the  allowance  would  be  increased. 
He  also  urged  an  increased  Capitation 
Grant  to  relieve  the  commanding  officers 
from  the  disagreeable  necessity  of  having 
to  ask  for  subscriptions  to  meet  the 
expenses  of  their  corps. 

Sib  EOBEETLOYD  LINDSAY  also 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  diminu- 
tion of  the  allowance  for  attendance  at 
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mOitarj  camps.  The  last  Secretaxy  of 
State  for  War  appointed  a  Oommittee  to 
inquire  into  the  financial  and  other  con- 
ditions of  the  Volunteer  Forces;  and 
amongst  other  things  they  considered  the 
question  whether  theCapitation  allowance 
was  sufficient  to  meet  the  burdens  which 
were  cast  on  the  Volunteers,  such  as 
uniforms,  ranges,  and  other  items  of 
expense.  After  very  careful  considera- 
tion, that  Oommittee  reported  that  the 
Capitation  Grant  was  sufficient  with  a 
close  economy,  but  could  not  bear  all 
those  extra  charges  for  camp  drill.  He 
therefore  recommended  that  an  allow- 
ance of  2«.  per  head  should  be  panted 
to  Volunteers  for  the  six  days  while  they 
were  in  camp.  Thus,  every  Volunteer 
might  earn,  during  encampment,  12«. ; 
but  the  number  of  men  who  were  to  re- 
ceive this  allowance  was  limited.  There- 
fore, if  a  reffiment  sent  600  men  into 
camp,  it  might  be  that  only  SOO  would 
receive  the  allowance;  and  thus,  al- 
though 2«.  per  head  was  given,  tlie  re- 
sult in  that  case  would  be,  practically, 
that  only  1«.  a-head  was  allowed.  He 
knew  that  at  a  time  of  great  pressure 
in  regard  to  the  Estimate  the  weakest 
must  go  to  the  wall ;  but  he  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  this  matter  now,  in 
the  hope  that  in  the  future  the  War 
Office  would  give  this  full  allowance  to 
every  man  who  went  into  camp. 

Mr.  OHILDEES  begged  to  thank  the 
hon.  and  eallant  Member  for  the  manner 
in  which  ne  had  expressed  himself  with 
regard  to  the  concessions  made  by  the 
.War  Office  to  make  the  Volunteer  Ser- 
vice successful.  Although  a  great  failure 
had  been  anticipated  for  the  Windsor 
Beview,  he  thought  the  arrangements 
that  had  been  made  were  sufficient  to 
justify  the  enconiums  which  were  ac- 
corded to  the  War  Office.  That,  how- 
ever, would  have  been  nothing  but  for 
the  efficiency  of  the  Volunteers  them- 
selves; and  he  could  not  speak  too 
strongly  of  the  discipline  of  Uie  Volun- 
teers and  the  knowledge  shown  by  their 
officers  at  the  Beview.  Since  the  first 
Beview  in  the  early  days  of  the  Volunteer 
Force,  the  Volunteers  had  shown  a  re- 
markable improvement ;  and  the  result 
was  that  at  Windsor  they  had  aroused 
the  admiration  of  not  only  the  gene- 
ral spectators,  but  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  distinguished  and  experienced 
nilitaxy  officers,  both  English  and  fo- 
reign.   Great  credit  was  due    to  the 
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Bailway  Companies  for  the  maimsr  in 
which  they  conveyed  the  troops  to  and 
firom  the  ground,  but  far  more  to  the 
admirable  discipline  of  the  men  and  the 
experience    and    skill    shown  by  the 
officers.    With  regard  to  the  allowance 
for  attending  camps  and  travelling  ex- 
penses, the  amount  taken  this  year  wae 
really  the  aame  as  last  year,  takbg 
the  two  Votes  together.    A  larger  nun- 
her  of  men  had  attended  the  camps 
this  year,  and  that  would  have  to  be 
considered  in  framing  the  Votes  for  next 
year.     He  had  no  wish  to  exerdse  an 
unwise  economy  in  a  matter  of  ihat 
kind,  for  it  was  a  great  advantage  to 
Volunteers  to  gain  experience  in  camp. 
With  regard  to    adjutants,  Vdmiteer 
adjutants  would  be  placed  on  predeely 
the  same  footing  as  the  Militia  adju- 
tants.   If  65  years  of  age  with  20  yean' 
service  they  would  be  retired  oompnl- 
sorilpr  at  10«.  a-dav.     With  regard  to 
service  on  juries,  he  could  not  see  whj 
a  Volunteer  officer  should  have  absolnte 
immunity  from  that  duty.     But,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  question  had  been 
decided    by  Act   of  Parliament,   and 
he  had  no  power  to  excuae  Volunteer 
officers  from  serving  on  juries.    He  did 
not  see  how  the  privilege  could  be  givoi 
to  the  officers  and  not  to  the  men ;  and,  if 
the  men  were  exempted,  the  exemption 
of  200,000  men  would  throw  a  seriooB 
burden  upon  the  rest  of  the  oommunity. 
Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  regretted  to 
be  obliged  to  take  a  division  on  this 
Vote ;  but  he  must  do  so  on  the  ground 
that,  although  Ireland  was  compelled  to 
pay  a  contnbution  towards  the  cost  of 
the  Volunteer  Force  in  England  and 
Wales,  she  was  not  allowed  to  have  a 
Volimteer  Force.    This  matter  had  been 
brought  before  the  House  several  timeS; 
and  in  dividing  against  the  Vote  he 
did  not  do  so  out  of  any  hostility  to- 
wards the  English  Volunteers,  whom  he 
recognized  as  a  fine  bod^of  men  of 
whom  this  country  ought  ta  be  proud. 
But  there  was  no  way  of  separating  the 
amount  paid  by  Ireland  froin  that  paid 
by  England,  and,  consequentiiy,  he  must 
divide  against  the  whole  Vote.    In  1879 
a  Bill  was  brought  in  bv  Mr.  O'Glaiy 
for  the  constitution  of  a  Volunteer  Force 
in  Ireland,  and  passed  by  the  House  of 
Commons;    but  the  House    of  Lords 
threw  it  out  after  very  slight  examina- 
tion.    When  the  Liberal  Government 
came  in,  and  annoimoed  Hhm  intention 
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to  •qnaluEe  the  lawi  of  England  and 
Irelandy  it  was  Bupposed  the^  would 
take  some  steps  to  remedy  this  griev- 
anoo  ;  but  now,  in  their  second  Session, 
they  seemed  to  have  no  intention  to 
wtte  a  Ydanteer  Force  to  Ireland.  The 
Irish  Members  were  thus  oblieefl  to 
begin  again  to  protest,  and  the  oiSy  way 
to  do  that  was  to  oppose  this  Vote. 

Mr.  OHUiDEBS  said,  he  admitted 
tiiat  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  his 
case  in  a  fedr  spirit ;  but  he  would  re- 
mind him  that  there  had  been  a  Bill 
on  the  subject  introduced  this  Session, 
upon  whioh  the  views  of  the  Gh>yemment 
might  have  been  stated.  The  Bill  was, 
howerer,  dropped,  and  he  regretted  that, 
because  he  had  desired  sudi  an  oppor- 
tunity of  giving  the  objections  of  the 
Goremment  to  the  formation  at  this 
juncture  of  an  Irish  Yolunteer  Force. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  said,  the  BiU 
alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
was  in  charge  of  the  junior  Member  for 
ISpperary  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth),  who  sat 
on   the    Ministerial  Bendies,  together 
wi^  several  other  Members  represent- 
ing Irish  constituencies.    It  was  a  re- 
markable phenomenon  that  those  (}en- 
tlemen  maiiae  proposals,  and  when  the 
proposals  oame  forward  they  themselves 
disappeared.    However,  he  thought  the 
Irish  Members  might  bring  in  a  Bill 
next  Semon;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
ri^t  hon.   Gentleman,   following  the 
ezamnle  of  the  lato  Gh>vemment,  would 
rive  them  his  support.    He  objected  to 
uie  Yoto  on  different  grounds  from  those 
of  his  hon.  Friend.      The  Volunteer 
Force  had  been  described  by  Sir  Garnet 
Wokeley  as  a  force  for  increasing  the 
asrtial  spirit  of  the  ^ple.    He  ob- 
ieeted  to  uie  martial  spirit  of  the  Eng- 
nah  people ;  and  he  thought  the  increase 
of  their  martial  spirit  was  detrimental 
to  the  public  ^eace,    and  essentially 
kottile  to  the  principles  of  the  liberii 
Pwty.      If  it  had  not  been  for  the  Vo- 
hinteer  Force  and  the  xmwholesome  feel- 
ing it  had  created,  he  did  not  think  the 
Qtyremment   would    have    had    much 
difficulty  in  keeping  down  pubHc  opinion 
on  the  Eastern  Question.    He  should 
toke   every   opportunity  of  protesting 
•gainst  the  Yolunteer  Force. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
tte  right  hon.  (Gentleman  had  stated 
wit  after  15  years'  service  they  would  re- 
5«TelO«jBer  day,  if  compulsorily  retired; 
Wit  he  (ffir  Walter  B.  Barttebt)  wished 
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to  know  what  a  man  who  voluntarily  re- 
tired after  15  years'  service  would  get  ? 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  :  There  is  no  change 
in  the  present  scale  for  ordinary  retire- 
ment. For  compulsory  retirement  2«. 
a-day  has  been  added  at  the  top  of  the 
scale. 

8m  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
was  much  pleased  to  hear  some  observa- 
tions which  had  been  just  made.  He 
saw,  on  looking  at  the  Votes,  that  they 
had  315,000  troops  for  Home  and  Co- 
lonial service.  If  they  could  not  carry  on 
all  the  wars  they  wished  to  wage  with 
these,  it  was  time  they  gave  up  fighting. 

Me.  CHILDEBS:  Our  Army,  if 
maintained  in  an  efficient  state,  will  do 
more  to  maintain  peace  than  if  so  re- 
duced as  to  provoke  attack. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dunded: — ^Ayes  131; 
Noes  16:  Majority  115.  — (Div.  list, 
No.  363.) 

(7.)  £218,800,  Army  Beserve. 

OoLONBL  ALEXANDER  wished  to 
know  what  provision  had  heen  made 
for  drilling  and  training  the  Army  Be- 
serve. He  knew  the  rme  was  that  thev 
should  be  called  out  for  12  days  each 
year ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  except 
when  they  were  permanently  called  out 
in  1878,  calls  had  only  been  made  upon 
them  in  rare  instances,  and  even  tnen 
only  a  few  at  a  time  had  been  called  up 
at  Aldershot  and  other  places.  It  would 
be  better  to  call  them  up  twice  during 
their  entire  Beserve  Service  for  28  days 
each  time,  instead  of  12  days  annually. 
It  was  when  a  man  had  got  half-way 
through  each  period  of  non-activity  in 
the  Service  that  he  became  rusty ;  there- 
fore, instead  of  only  calling  the  men 
up  for  12  days  annually,  it  would  be 
better  to  call  them  up  for  two  periods 
of  28  days  each.  There  was  one  other 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion.^ He  had  seen  some  of  the  Beserve 
in  his  own  district,  and  they  had  struck 
him  as  being  men  who  would  be  by  no 
means  fit  for  active  military  service  if 
called  upon.  It  did  not  seem  to  him 
that  sufficient  precautions  were  taken  to 
see  that  the  men  were  thoroughly  fit  if 
called  upon  for  active  service.  He  widbied 
to  ask  whether,  in  the  case  of  the  men 
who  enlisted  to  pass  into  the  Beserve 
after  three  years  with  the  Colours,  and 
who,  failing  to  obtain  employment  in 
civil  life,  wished  to  rejoin  their  regi- 
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mentfl,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not,  under  any  circumstances,  allow 
them  to  do  so?  He  had  seen  a  letter 
from  Gheneral  Luard,  commanding  the 
Boyal  Canadian  Militia,  who  stated  that 
when  he  was  employed  at  Manchester 
he  found  many  cases  of  men  who  had 
been  passed,  after  three  years'  service 
with  the  Colours,  into  the  First  Class  Be- 
serve,  and  who  subsequently  came  to 
him  to  be  re-admitted  into  their  old  regi- 
ments, but  had  to  be  refused  and  sent 
away.  The  consequence  was  that  many 
of  them  re-enlistea  under  other  names. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  I  am  not  prepared 
at  this  moment  to  say  whether  a  change 
in  the  practice  of  not  annually  calling 
out  the  Keserve  for  drill  is  desirable.  It 
is  certain  that  the  more  you  impose  ob- 
ligations on  the  men,  the  more  unpopular 
the  Service  will  become.  We  require  o 
be  very  cautious  in  this  matter  of  calling 
out  the  Beserve.  Some  weight  is,  no 
doubt,  to  be  attached  to  the  point  con- 
tained in  the  letter  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  has  quoted.  I  can  well 
imagine  that  some  of  the  men  have  a 
difficulty  in  finding  employment ;  and  it 
is  a  £EM5tthat  a  few — but,  probably,  very 
few — have  come  back  again  into  the 
Army^ 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

<*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £444,800  (in- 
cluding a  Sapplementary  Sum  of  £40,000),  be 
granted  to  lier  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Commissariat,  Transport,  and  Ordnance 
Store  Establishments,  Wages,  &c.  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882." 

Me.  CHILDEBS :  I  think,  perhaps, 
hon.  Members  will  allow  me  to  make  a 
brief  statement  on  this  Yote.  This  is 
the  first  Vote  we  have  taken  to-night  in 
which  we  have  incozporated  a  portion  of 
the  Supolementary  Estimate  for  the  War 
in  South  Africa,  and  I  ought  to  explain 
why  that  Estimate  is  necessary.  The 
primal  Estimate  this  year  was  framed 
in  January  and  laid  before  Parliament, 
I  think,  on  the  very  day  the  news  of  the 
first  action  was  received  and  a  request 
by  Sir  George  Colley  for  more  troops. 
In  movine  the  Estimates  I  explained  that 
beyond  the  amount  incorporated  in  the 
Gheneral  Estimate  for  the  W ar  in  South 
Africa,  and  which  was  shown  separately 
in  each  item,  later  in  the  Session  there 
would  have  to  be  a  Supplementazy  Esti- 
Cohnel  Alexander 


mate,  as  the  original  Votes  only  pro- 
vided for  the  troops  axranged  to  be 
sent  out  to  the  end  of  January.  That 
we  have  done  now.  I  may  say,  as  io 
the  framework  of  the  Estimate,  that  it 
assumes  this — that  the  present  f  oroe  in 
South  Africa  will  be  retained  until  the 
end  of  the  three  months  allowed  for  the 
ratification  of  the  Treaty — that  is  to  say, 
at  the  end  of  October.  After  that  the 
force  will  be  reduced  to  about  half,  and 
we  provide  for  this  during  what  remains 
of  tne  present  year,  1681.  If  in  the  re- 
maining three  months  of  the  present 
financial  year — that  is  to  say,  up  to 
March,  1882,  there  should  be  any  neces- 
sity to  make  an  addition  to  the  normal 
force  in  South  AMoa — ^that  is  to  say,  if 
all  the  excess  on  the  normal  force  is  not 
withdrawn  at  Christmas,  we  shall  have 
to  ask  for  a  Supplemental  Vote  next 
Session. 

Ck)L0NEL  DAWNAY  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  condition  of  the  troops 
serving  at  the  €h>ld  Coast,  the  most  un- 
healthy climate  in  the  world.  The  nor- 
mal unhealthinesB  of  the  place  rendered 
it  necessary  that  the  greatest  precautions 
should  be  taken  to  put  the  towns  in  as 
good  a  sanitary  state  as  possible.  The 
sicknessamongsttheBritisti  troops,  whidi 
had  been  extremely  great  this  year,  was 
owing  to  the  severity  of  the  summer  and 
the  defective  sanitaiy  state  of  the  Native 
towns.  He  would  urge  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  consider  the  desirabilily 
of  putting  the  Fanti  towns  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Cape  Coast  Castle  under 
proper  sanitary  regulations,  and  of  com- 
pelling the  Native  populations  to  keep 
the  towns  dean  and  get  rid  of  the 
horrible  cesspools  and  open  drains  whioh 
existed  there.  There  were  several  healthy 
stations  in  the  interior  within  a  few  mUes 
of  Cape  Coast  Castle,  and  to  these  places 
our  troops  should  be  sent,  if,  indeed,  it 
was  deemed  necessary  to  keep  any  Bri- 
tish troops  in  the  country  at  all.  We 
could  have  our  West  Indum  reffimenlp 
quartered  at  Sierra  Leone;  and  thescL 
with  the  Native  Houssa  FoILoe,  offioeved 
by  Englishmen,  would  be  quite  su£Boiaiii 
to  protect  the  settlement. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS :  I  entirely  symp». 
tbize  with  the  object  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  (Gentleman;  but  I  would  point 
out  that  the  state  of  things  at  the  GoU 
Coast  recently  was  quite  exceptionsL 
A  larfi;e  additional  body  of  troops  w«s 
sent  £bere.    The  mortsiily  of  the  i      ~~ 
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htoe  «t  Gape  Gbaat  Castle^  I  am  in- 
fynoBit  IB  not  unniBaally  great,  and  the 
pIiMe  is  not  in  a  worse  sanitary  condi- 
tion tfian  might  be  expected.  I  do  not 
think  it  ia  worse  than  Sierra  Leone,  or 
other  jdaoes  in  that  part  of  the  world. 
The  exceptional  state  of  tibinge  I  have 
refened  to  was  the  necessity  of  taking 
Tery  prompt  defenaiye  measures  to  meet 
the  action  which  was  expected  on  the 
pert  of  the  King  of  Ashantee.  We  sent 
off  the  troops  in.  great  haste,  and  it 
was  yery  well  that  we  did  so,  because 
their  arrival  nsideubtedly  preTsnted  the 
outbreak  of  hostilities.  We  sent  the 
troops  in  such  a  hurry  that  there  was  no 
time  to  cooamunicate  with  Cape  Coast 
Gistle  before  tihey  arrived,  so  as  to  en- 
able the  anthomtieeto  take  measures  for 
pattinp;  the  place  in  a  better  sanitary 
condition.  The  troops  suffered  severity 
in  eonsequence.  Ordinarily,  the  men 
are  not  quartered  in  the  Native  towns, 
and  the  accommodation  provided  for 
them  is  not  more  unhealthy  than  is  usual 
ia  these  bad  climates.  On  the  gene- 
ral question,  I  may  say  it  is  not  in 
my  power  to  give  orders  6>r  the  improve- 
ment of  these  Colonial  stations.  The 
matter  rests  with  the  Colonial  Office; 
and  as  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
suggestion  that  we  should  withdraw 
British  troops  altogether  from  Cape 
Coast  Oastle,  that  is  a  thing  I  should  be 
loth  to  do  without  the  distinct  approval 
of  the  Colonial  Office.  Up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  I  have  been  advised  by  the 
Colonial  Office  that  it  would  not  be  pro- 
per to  leave  the  Cape  Coast  Castle  solely 
protected  by  the  Houssa  police  without 
Her  Majesty's  troops.  We,  therefore, 
must  keep  a  small  force  there. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  to  some  complaints 
that  were  made  by  the  Assistant  Com- 
missary (General  of  the  Ordnance  Stores. 
Two  years  ago  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  said  that  the  Ordnance  Store 
officers  should  be  placed  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  other  officers.  They  believed  they 
saffered  under  a  disadvantage  from  the 
fact  that  while  there  was  at  head- 
quarters one  Commissary  General,  they 
Had  there  no  permanent  representation. 
A  very  decioed  opinion  had  been  ex- 
prsased  by  them  as  to  the  importance 
of  ha?ing  permanent  representation  at 
luad-qnarteis,  having  regard  to  the  vast 
nnmber  of  details  which  came  under 
tbaiz  a^ttoa.    That  vm  the  fiist  point 
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The  second  was  that  the  Ordnance  Stora 
officers  were  not  placed  in  a  fair  position 
with  regard  to  pay  as  oompared  with. 
the  CoBuniflsanat  officers^  The  wording 
of  the  Warrant  rdating  to  them  was 
almost  the  same  as  that  of  tiie  Warrant 
which  regulated  the  pay  of  Commis*' 
sariat  officers ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  faot., 
the  oneration  of  the  two  Warrants  wa8< 
very  oifferent.  Almost  every  Assistant 
Commissariat  officer  of  25  years'  servioa 
could  draw  30«.  a*day ;  but  he  believed 
there  was  no  single  assistant  offieev 
in  the  Store  Department  who  oonld  draw 
more  than  24t.  a-day.  Most  of  the 
assistant  officers  of  the  former  depart- 
ment could,  if  they  thought  fit,  retire  on 
20«.  a-day.  The  tiiird  grievance  related 
to  the  titular  lank  of  the  Ordnance  Store 
officers.  It  was  a  fact  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  regulation  that  officers  oi 
the  Army  who  were  appointed  to  the 
store  branch  should  retain  their  military- 
titles,  many  seniors  in  that  Departmyant 
would  be  styled  "Mr.,"  while  their 
juniors  would  be  described  as  "Cap- 
tain." Although  some  hon.  Members 
might  be  disposed  to  laugh  at  the  im- 
portance attached  to  that  distinction,  it 
undoubtedly  constituted  a  great  anomaly, 
and  had  given  rise,  as  he  understood,  to 
a  good  deal  of  heart-burning.  Such 
were  the  three  points  which  he  Imew 
had  led  to  much  dissatisfaction  in  the 
store  branch;  and  he  would  suggest  that 
a  very  alight  alteration  in  the  Warrant 
of  1880  relating  to  officers  in  that 
branch  would  fuMl  the  promises  which 
those  gentiemen  thought  they  were 
warranted  in  understanding  that  the 
noble  -Lord  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Benches  g^ve  them  two  years  ago. 

LoED  EUSTACE  CECIL  admitted 
that  he  had  stated,  when  the  last  Oo- 
vemment  were  in  Office,  that  they  were 
mrepared  to  put  the  officers  of  the  Store 
department  and  the  Commissariat  De*- 
partment  on  an  equal  footing.  He 
understood  the  three  points  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
to  be — first,  that  there  were  no  Ordnance 
Store  officers  at  head-quarters ;  secondly, 
that  they  received  less  pay,  as  compared 
with  ti:ie  officers  of  the  Commissariat 
Department ;  and,  thirdly,  that  a  griev- 
ance existed  amongst  them  with  regard 
to  titular  rank.  All  these  questions 
were  attentively  gone  into  at  the  time 
re&rred  to  by  the  hon.  Member.  As 
regardedtitttlar  rank,  he  believed  civilian 
ofScers  in  the  Commissariat  Department 
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still  held  the  title  of  "  Mr. ; "  and,  con- 
sequently, in  that  respect,  there  was  no 
difference  between  the  two  branches. 
It  was  an  understood  thing  that  the 
Army  officers  who  came  into  these  De- 
partments should  retain  their  military 
rank  ;  and,  of  course,  having  been  com- 
petent officers,  it  would  have  been  very 
hard  to  take  that  rank  away  from  them. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  thought  it  would 
be  impossible  for  any  Government  to 
give  military  titles  where  they  did  not 
already  exist.  He  did  not  think  there 
was  ever  any  intention  to  give  Army 
titular  rank  to  the  officers  of  the  Com- 
missariat or  Ordnance  Store  Depart- 
ments who  did  not  already  possess  them 
— that  was  to  say,  to  those  who  had  not 
gained  it  in  the  Army.  With  regard  to 
ihe  Commissary  General  at  head-quar- 
ters, no  doubt  hon.  Members  would 
know  that  the  Commissary  General  was 
under  the  Commander-in-Chief.  The 
number  of  officers  of  the  Commissariat 
Department  was  larger  by  60  or  70  than 
that  of  the  Ordnance  Store  Department, 
and  it  was  believed  that  the  Assistant 
Commissary  General  would  be  able  to 
represent  both  Departments.  He  cer- 
tainly had  said  that  this  matter  should 
be  considered,  and  that,  if  it  were  pos- 
sible, a  gentleman  of  the  Ordnance 
Store  Department  should  be  appointed. 
Then,  as  regarded  difference  of  pay, 
he  had  not  been  able  to  discover  that 
there  was  any  difference  between  the 
two  Departments  in  respect  of  pay. 
Such  differences,  however,  might  exist, 
and  he  had  promised  to  look  into  the 
question  to  see  what  could  be  done.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  he  had  made 
that  statement;  but  it  was,  of  course, 
not  binding  on  his  successors  in  Office, 
who  would  answer  for  themselves ;  and 
he  had  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  would  have 
eood  reasons  for  what  he  had  done,  and 
tor  what  he  might  do  in  future,  with 
regard  to  this  Department  of  the  Public 
Service. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  said,  since  the  pre- 
sent Government  had  been  in  Office  the 
question  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Queen's  County  had  drawn  attention 
had  not  come  before  him  in  any  shape. 
The  hon.  Member  would  understand 
that  there  were  some  extremely  difficult 

guestions  in  connection  with  the  subject 
e  had  referred  to.  For  his  own  part, 
he  had  every  wish  to  see  the  Ordnance 
Store  Department  treated  fairly. 


Mr.  AETHTJE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
hoped  that  something  like  an  equality 
of  pay  would  be  established.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  officers  belonging  to 
the  Store  Department  had  had  very 
much  longer  service,  and  yet  they  re- 
ceived a  lower  average  rate  of  pay  than 
the  officers  of  the  Commissariat  Branch. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  ob- 
served  on  page  40  a  charge  of  £5,202 
for  police  employed  under  the  Contagious 
Diseases  Prevention  Acts.  There  was 
a  good  deal  of  difference  of  opinion 
with  r^ard  to  the  operation  of  those 
Acts.  He  should  not  enter  into  any 
detail,  because  the  subject  was  not  an 
agreeable  one;  but,  no  doubt,  while 
there  were  arguments  which  mifl^ht  be 
used  in  their  favour,  a  considerable 
number  of  persons  were  opposed  to 
them,  some  on  the  ground  of  ineffi- 
ciency, others  on  the  ground  of  im- 
morality, while  others  believed  that  they 
could  not  be  carried  out  without  doing 
wrong  to  respectable  persons.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  did  not  think 
there  was  sufficient  general  assent  in 
their  favour  to  justify  public  monej 
being  spent  upon  tham.  He  shouldi 
therefore,  move  that  the  Vote  be  re- 
duced by  the  sum  of  £5,202. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<<  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £439,698  (uu 
eluding  a  Supplementary  Sum  of  £40,000),  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Chuge 
for  Commissariat,  Transport,  and  Ordnance 
Store  Establishments,  Wages,  &c  which  wiU 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  81st  day  of  March  1882."— (iff. 
Ldlxmchere,) 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  re- 
gretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  brought  forward  this  Mo- 
tion on  the  present  occasion,  becausei 
although  his  present  opinion  was  in 
favour  of  it,  he  should  have  liked  a  little 
further  time  for  consideration.  As  it 
was,  however,  he  should  have  no  choioe 
but  to  vote  with  the  hon.  Member.  With 
regard  to  the  quartermasters  in  the  Store 
Department,  he  imderstood  that  consi- 
derable dissatisfaction  existed  amongst 
those  officers  on  account  of  the  loss  or 
deterioration  of  social  position,  whioih 
they  believed  they  sustained  in  connec- 
tion with  the  alteration  of  their  titular 
rank.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  say  a  word  or  two  on  the  questioni 
it  might,  perhaps,  remove  a  good  deiu 
of  the  feeling  which  existed  amongst 
these  gentlemen  in  oonseqoenoe  of  fbH^ 
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Mng  treated  with  a  great  want  of  oon- 
■deration  by  the  militaiy  authorities. 
ItT  HOLLAND  said,  he 
of  the  difference  of  opinion 
lAidi  existed  on  the  subject  of  the 
Oontuioua  Diseaaefl  Acts;  but  he  trusted 
ihat  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
veuld  not  press  his  Motion  to  a  divi- 
■on  on  this  occasion.  He  reminded  the 
Oommittee  that  a  Committee,  of  which 
he  himself  bad  been  a  Member,  was 
■tting  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
ftsse  Acts;  ana  nntQ  that  Oommittee 
had  reported,  it  was  certainly  necessazy 
Aak  police  should  be  employed  to  carry 
As  Acts  into  operation. 

Mb.  OHTTiPERS  said,  he  would  ven- 
tore  to  add  his  request  to  that  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  would  not 
flunk  it  necessary  to  call  ujpon  the 
Obmmittee  to  proceed  to  a  division  upon 
Ida  Motion.  Me  made  this  appeal  in 
flie  interest  of  those  persons  who  were 
opposed  to  the  Acts,  because  a  great 
lumy  hon.  Members  would  vote  for  the 
Estimate  as  requisite  so  long  as  the  law 
was  in  operation,  although  they  did  not 
agree  that  the  present  stateof  the  law  was 
sstisfactory.  Me  could  speak  for  several 
Gentlemen  who  were  not  satisfied  with 
flie  present  condition  of  things,  who  could 
■at  but  Tote  the  necessaiy  expenditure 
ht  carrying  out  the  law,  but  lAio,  if  the 
OBsstton  were  whether  the  law  should 
M  Aan^fed  or  not,  would  certainly  vote 
against  its  continuance. 

An  hon.  Mxmbsb  said,  he  also  hoped 
tihat  the  Motion  would  not  be  pressed. 
He  believed  the  Acts  in  question  were 
both  naefhl  and  moral  in  their  tendency . 
Ai^one  who  had  heard  the  evidence 
giTSQ  before  the  Oommittee  upstairs 
Bnst  have  been  impressed  witn  the 
hsnefit  which  had  been  derived  from 
fliBir  operation  in  garrison  towns. 

Mb.  LABOUOmEBE   said,   he   re- 
petted  he  was  unable  to  yield  to  the 
made  to  him  to  withdraw  his 
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Bnt  he  felt  very  strongly  upon 
Has  aabjeet,  as  did  also  his  constituents. 
loBeport  of  an;^  Oommittee,  nor  even 
fts  opinion  of  ms  constituents,  would 
Mirooavinoe  him  that  an  error  had  not 
hm  eommitted  in  regard  to  these  Acts. 
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Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(9.)  £780,000,  Clothing  Establish- 
ments, Services,  and  Supplies. 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL  wished  to 
urge  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to 
go  very  thoroughly  into  the  prices  at 
the  clothing  establishments,  especially 
in  regard  to  the  cloth  for  tunics  and 
caps  and  badges.  These  might  be  small 
things,  but  they  involved  a  large  sum  of 
money.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  waste ; 
and  he  also  would  suggest  that  a  large 
amount  of  the  clothing  made  elsewhere 
might  be  made  at  these  establishments. 

Ms.  CHILDEES  said,  he  quite  agreed 
that  these  small  thin^  were  important, 
and  promised  to  consider  the  matter. 

Sir  HENEY  HOLLAND  said,  there 
was  a  large  reduction  in  the  amoimt  of 
material  sold  to  contractors;  and  he 
wished  to  know  if  any  substantial 
change  was  to  be  made  in  the  Clothing 
Department  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  that  this  was 
only  a  matter  of  account,  and  that  there 
was  really  no  change. 

Sir  henry  FIJETCHER  said,  the 
new  Regulation  required  soldiers  to  sur- 
render their  uniform  on  retiring  from 
the  Army,  and  to  purchase  new  cloth- 
ing. Would  any  allowance  be  made  on 
that  account?  There  was,  he  added, 
great  dissatisfaction  among  the  men. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  did  not 
think  there  was  anything  like  general 
dissatisfaction  upon  this  matter,  and  that 
the  change  was  made  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  whole  body  of  commanding 
officers. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  the 
commanding  officers  had  advised  that 
the  men's  uniforms  should  be  taken 
away  on  their  leaving,  for  many  men 
had  gone  about  bogging  in  thoir  uni^ 
forms,  and  so  disgraced  the  Service. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  excooding  £1,290,000  (in- 
cluding a  Supplementary  Sum  of  £120,000),  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Chargo 
for  the  Supply,  Manufacture,  and  Repair  of 
Warlike  and  other  Stores  (including  Establish- 
ments of  Manufacturing  Departments) ,  'which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1882." 

LoKD  EUSTACE  CECIL  desired  to 
know  in  what  position  the  question  of 
breech-loading  gmis  stood;   what  the 
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Committee  on  that  Bubject  were  doing ; 
whether  they  had  hit  upon  a  gun  that 
would  suit  the  Naval  Service  ;  and  whe- 
ther they  proposed  any  change  in  the 
breech-loading  guns  for  land  service? 
He  also  wished  to  know  if  there  was 
any  disposition  to  consider  magazine 
guns  as  any  part  of  our  armed  service ; 
and  why  there  was  so  large  an  increase 
for  gunpowder  ?  Perhajjs  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  would  explain  the  decrease 
for  materials  and  metal ;  and  why  there 
was  an  increase  of  £17,400  in  regard  to 
machinery  ? 

Major-general  FEILDEN  moved 
that  Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — {Major- 
General  Feilden.) 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  he  hoped  the 
Committee  would  not  report  Progress 
at  a  quarter  before  2,  considering  what 
had  still  to  be  done  in  the  few  remain- 
ing days  of  the  Session.  There  was  no 
contentious  matter  in  the  remainder  of 
this  Vote,  and  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  proceed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  in  reply  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  West  Essex 
(Lord  Eustace  Cecil),  that  the  question 
of  breech-loading  guns  would  come  up 
on  the  Navy  Estimates,  and  he  should 
take  part  in  that  discussion.  Un- 
doubtedly, the  use  of  prismatic  powder 
did  necessitate  longer  guns  and  larger 
chambers.  Both  those  considerations 
pointed  to  the  advantage  of  breech-load- 
ing guns  over  muzzle-loading  guns,  espe- 
cially when  the  guns  were  in  a  confined 
position,  and  when  a  larger  chamber 
was  required  for  the  powder  than  for 
the  projectile.  Guns  which  were  not  in 
a  confined  position,  or  in  turrets — muzzle- 
loading  guns — could  be  loaded,  so  far  as 
their  length  was  concerned,  as  well  as 
breech-loaders ;  but  the  larger  chamber 
was  coming  more  and  more  into  use, 
and  that  tended  more  and  more  to  the 
use  of  the  breech-loader ;  and  he  did  not 
doubt  that  there  would  be  a  large  in- 
crease in  those  guns,  especially  for  ser- 
vice at  sea.  The  Committee  were  making 
most  careful  experiments,  and  he  had  not 
hurried  their  operations.  The  question 
of  magazine  guns  was  not  yet  settled; 
but  he  had  seen  them  all,  and  he  was 

ZordJSuetace  Cecil 


satisfied  they  had  a  great  many  faults. 
As  to  the  items  of  the  Yote,  there  had 
been  a  saving  on  metal  due  to  the  re- 
quirements having  been  less  this  year» 
and  the  stock  sumclent  for  all  that  waa 
wanted.  The  increase  in  gunpowdar 
was  owing  to  increased  demands,  aad  to- 
the  stock  having  become  low. 

Major-Gemeral  BUBNABY  said,  ha 
believed  that  the  gun-spikes  carried  by 
the  pioneers  in  Infantry  regiments  would 
not  effectually  spike  any  modem  ga&; 
moreover,  the  number  carried  was  too 
few. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  thanked  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  drawing  atten- 
tion to  the  matter. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  ie. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT 
moved  to  report  Progress.  He  waa 
willing,  if  necessary,  to  ait  there ;  but 
he  thought  it  too  much  to  put  forward, 
at  10  minutes  past  2,  all  these  Estimates, 
and  to  force  uiem  down  the  throats  of 
hon.  Members.  He  protested  against 
the  practice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Sir  WaUmr 
B.  BartUht.) 

Mr.  CHIIjDEES  said,  he  had  no  in* 
tention  to  force  these  Votes  against  the 
wish  of  any  considerable  number  of 
Members,  and  he  would  agree  to  take 
the  remaining  Votes  to-morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

IRISH   CHURCH  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— [Bill  235.] 
[Mr,    William  Edward  Forater,   Mr,  AtUfrmff 
General  for    Ireland^   Mr,  Solicitor   Oememi 
for  Ireland,) 

SECOND  RSADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jorofson),  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  seoond 
time,  said  that  at  that  late  hour  tha 
House  would  probably  consider  it  desir- 
able that  he  should  only  give  an  outline 
of  the  measure.  *  The  term  of  the  Oom- 
missioners  of  Church  Temporalities  i^ 
Ireland  under  the  Irish  Ohuxoh  Act  had 


Digitized  by 


Google 


i 


U J       Auh  CkmrA  Act 


(August  4,  1881] 


Am&ndmsnt  Sill, 


914 


come  to  an  end,  and  their  powers  were 
10  V  temporarily  contmued  by  the  Ezpir- 
im  Laws  Contmoance  Act.  Practically, 
d  that  remained  to  be  done  was  to  pay 
tta  aanuitants  that  remained  of  the  lor- 
mer  eatablishment,  to  collect  the  income 
tiiaft  remained  for  the  Temporalities 
Office,  and  to  pay  off  the  debt  due  to 
die  National  Debt  Commissioners  and 
die  debt  for  Intermediate  Education. 
The  objeot  of  the  Bill,  therefore,  was  to 
woride  for  the  dissolution  of  the  Church 
TsmporalitieB  Commission,  and  to  trans- 
far  to  the  Irish  Land  Conmiission  all  the 
property  Tested  in  the  Church  Tempo- 
nlhies  Commission. 

ICotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
tune."— (Jfr.  Solictor  General  for  Ire- 

Imid.) 

Ifau  WABTON  asked,  if  the  Irish 
Lmd  Commission  was  not  appointed, 
what  would  be  done  ? 

Thb  80LICIT0E  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsojct)  said, 
HkB  Church  Temporalities  Commission 
would  be  temporarily  continued  for  an- 
other year  by  the  Expiring  Laws  Con- 
tianance  Bill  now  before  the  House. 

Ifa.  HEALY  said,  he  did  not  object 
to  the  policy  of  the  Oovemment ;  but  ho 
wiihea  for  an  exact  statement  of  the 
affurs  of  the  Church  Temporalities  Com- 
UBion.  When  a  particular  Bill  of  this 
knid,  involyin^  an  important  change  of 
yoGcy»  was  a&anoed,  the  House  ought 
to  haTB  a  distinct  statement  of  accounts. 

Ifa.  WHITLEY  said,  the  measure 
had  <Hily  been  distributed  to  Members  a 
wy  short  time,  and  they  had  not  had 
mfficiftnt  opportunity  for  examining  it 
aad  turning  it  over  in  their  minds.  Were 
fte  Church  Temporalities  Commissioners 
■roe  of  the  Bui  P  Either  the  measure 
Aonld  have  been  introduced  earlier,  or 
fts  Oommissioners  should  have  received 
HUM  intimation  of  it. 

Ths  SOLICITGB  general  fob 
IBELAAD  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  knew  the  Oommissioners  were  aware 
c(  the  eodstenoe  of  the  Bill,  because  in 
aainierview  which  he  had  had  with  Mr. 
LawBon,  who  was  one  of  them, 
wabject  had  been  mentioned.  There 
publiahed  a  complete  Eeport 
rf  Ae  Chureh  Temporalities  Commis- 
■BMn  lor  the  year  1^0;  and  this 
up  all  that  the  body,  with  so 
to  the  pnblio  and  credit 


to  themselves,  had  done  from  1869  up 
to  the  present  time. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  :  What  is  the  tiUe 
of  it? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
it  was  entitled  **  The  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Church  Temporalities  in 
Ireland  for  the  period  from  1869  to  let 
July,  1880."  It  gave  a  brief  summary 
of  what  had  been  done.  It  stated  that 
they  had  realized  all  the  land,  and  had 
sold  it  to  occupying  tenants  willing  to 

Eurchase,  and,  outside  those  purchasers, 
ad  sold  to  the  general  public.  The 
manner  in  which  the  sales  were  made, 
the  simple  method  in  which  the  whole 
of  the  arrangements  were  carried  out, 
and  the  plainest  information  carried  in 
the  most  intelligible  manner  to  the  doors 
of  the  poorest,  were  shown  in  the  Report. 

Mr.  CALLAN:  When  did  the  Act 
expire  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  JouNaoN):  In 
1879. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  And  how  long  do  the 
present  Commissioners  hold  office — when 
was  the  Act  continued  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  :  The 
present  Commissioners  hold  office  until 
the  3 1st  December,  1881,  under  the  Ex- 
piring Laws  Continuance  Act,  which  was 
passed  in  1880. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  the  3rd  clause  of 
the  Bill  said  they  should  be  entitled  to 
receive  salaries  up  to  the  31st  December 
next.  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  would  have 
no  objection  to  this  measure,  because  it 
would  continue  his  salary  and  that  of 
his  brother  Commissioners  up  to  that 
date,  although  the  duties  had  entirely 
ceased.  There  was  an  evil  spirit  per- 
vading the  whole  of  the  Bill,  and  its 
practical  effect  would  be  to  hamper  and 
impede  the  action  of  the  new  Land 
Commission.  It  would  place  on  their 
shoulders  an  incubus — a  new  "  Old  Man 
of  the  Sea."  The  Land  Commission 
would  have  to  take  over  an  old  effete 
staff  of  officials,  and  be  hampered  with 
men  whose  old  duties  in  no  way  re- 
sembled those  to  be  imposed  on  the  now 
Land  Commission.  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners were  to  have  the  power  of  ap- 
pointing a  Secretary  and  Solicitor ;  but 
the  effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to  hand 
over  a  Secretary  and  Solicitor.  If  this 
was  not  intended;  the  dause  in  the  Bill 
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to  whicli  he  was  referring  was  merely 
unnecessary  verbiage,  and  should  be 
struck  out.  He  should  like  to  hear  from 
the  Gbvemment  when  the  salaries  of 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson  and  the  other  Com- 
missioners would  cease,  and  why,  consi- 
dering that  their  work  had  ceased,  and 
that  they  had  only  technical  duties  to 
perform,  a  Bill  should  be  brought  in  to 
confer  upon  them  salaries  up  to  the 
3 1st  December?  If  the  salaries  were 
merely  a  gift  to  these  gentlemen,  let  it 
be  so  stated.  In  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  nothine^  was  said  about  the  payment 
being  merely  a  gratuity. 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  that  if  the 
Bill  were  now  read  a  second  time,  the 
Committee  should  not  be  taken  before 
Monday.  Time  should  be  given  for  its 
consideration. 

Mb.  BIGK^AR  said,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Callan)  upon  one  of  the  points  he  had 
raised.  The  hon.  Member  objected  to 
the  staff  of  the  Church  Temporalities 
Conmiission  being  transferrea  to  the 
Land  Commission  ;  but  it  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Biggar)  that  if  the  Secretary  and 
Treasurer  and  other  officers  of  the  for- 
mer Commission  were  efficient,  it  was 
desirable  that,  instead  of  abolishing 
them,  they  should  be  transferred  to  a 
new  Department.  His  opinion  was  that 
as  little  patronage  as  possible  should  be 

? laced  in  the  hands  of  the  Government, 
'hey  knew  it  must  always  be  extremely 
difficult  to  refuse  a  whole  crowd  of  ap- 
plicants. He  would,  however,  remind 
the  Government  of  lihis  in  making  the 
transfer— that  at  the  time  the  Church 
Temporalities  Commiesioners  made  their 
sales  under  the  Church  Act,  land  was 
much  more  valuable  in  the  market  than 
it  was  now  ;  and  it  would  be  very  in- 
jurious if  the  valuators  in  their  transac- 
tions acted  upon  the  same  principles 
that  guided  them  a  few  years  ago. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  (SUSPENSION  OF 

ELECTIONS)  BILL.— [Bill  £38.] 

(Mr,  Attorney  Oeneral,  Secretary  Sir  William 

Eareourtj  Mr,  Solicitor  Oeneral.) 

SECOKD    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL   (Sir, 
HxvKT  Jambs),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  1 

Mr.  Callan 


be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  it 
consisted  of  only  one  section,  and  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  it  should  be 
passed.  When  it  became  necessary  to 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  greater 
question,  there  arose  this  difficulty-* 
that  there  were  constituencies  in  which 
corrupt  practices  had  extensively  pre- 
vailed which  had  elected  Members,  and 
if  those  Members  died,  new  ones  could 
be  elected ;  also,  if  there  were  a  Dis- 
solution  of  Parliament,  new  Members 
could  be  elected.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  suspend  for  a  limited  time  the 
holding  of  Parliamentary  Elections  ia 
certain  cities  and  boroughs. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time." — {Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  thought  that 
before  they  took  away  firom  a  city  or  a 
borough  the  right  to  return  Members 
there  should  be  some  reason  given  for 
it  in  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommUUi 
for  To-morrow. 


BRITISH    HONDURAS    (COURT     OF 

APPEAL)   BILL.— [Lorrf..]— [Bill  233.] 

{Mr,    Courtney.) 

SEOOKD   BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  COURTNEY,  in  moving  thai 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  said,  the 
measure  was  of  a  very  simple  character. 
The  Court  of  British  Honduras  consisted 
of  only  one  Judge,  and  he  was  not,  he 
believed,  supported  by  a  very  strong 
Bar.  At  present,  the  appeal  from  this 
Court  was  to  the  Privy  Council.  Th« 
Supreme  Court  of  Jamaica  had  three 
Judges,  and  it  was  proposed  in  the  BOl. 
to  make  the  appeal  from  the  Court  of 
British  Honduras  to  the  Cou^  of  Ja- 
maica. The  Legislative  Council  of  Ja- 
maica had  assented  to  this  course. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaedL' 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time."— (ifr.  Courtney.) 

Sib  HENRY  HOLLAND  said,  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  be  read  a  seocmd' 
time.  There  had  always  been  a  difB»* 
oulty  about  appeals  in  British  HondnrMr 
and  as  both  Colonies  agreed  to  the  jn^ 
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to  this  matter,  wliich  was  really  a  very 
serious  grievance. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 


mt  proposal,  and  as  it  was  distinctly 
darirableto  bzing  British  Honduras  and 
Jamsica  into  closer  union,  he  looked 
i^on  fids  as  a  step  in  the  right  direc- 


Motion  mgr^edio. 
Bin  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
lor  To-morrow. 

PEDLAB8   (CEBTIFICATE8)  BILL. 

[XorA.]— [Bill  234.] 

(Jfr.  Gmriney,) 

SBCOm)  BEADIirO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  COUBTNET,  in  moving  that 
tke  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  said, 
flist,  owing  to  the  present  state  of  tiie 
kw,  pedlars  were  exposed  to  ereat  in- 
eonvenience.  They  obtained  hawking 
cartificatee  from  the  places  in  which 
flisy  resided ;  but  when  they  went  into 
otiher  districts  they  were  bound  to  ob- 
tain an  endorsement.  If  they  visited 
three  or  four  dififerent  districts  in  one 
dsy,  they  were  obliged  to  obtain  a 
BBparate  endorsement  in  each.  The  opi- 
nion of  the  police  authorities  had  been 
aiked  on  this  matter,  and  they  had  re- 
lated in  favour  of  a  relaxation  of  the 
Lw ;  consequently,  it  was  now  proposed 
fliat  the  certificates  obtained  in  the  dis- 
trict in  which  the  pedlars  resided  should 
be  deemed  sufi&dent,  without  endorse- 
at,  to  enable  them  to  carry  on  their 
I  in  other  districts. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
emiB."—{Mr.  Courtney.) 

Mm.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  he 

fid  not  want  to  oppose  the  Bill,  which 

was  A  Teiy  reasonable  one ;  but  he  wished 

to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the  hon. 

OsBlleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 

tar  the  Home  Department  that  which  in 

Aa  saburbs  of  London — and,  in  fact,  in 

Ifas  snborbs  of  all  large  towns — was  an 

{■tolerable  nuisance  to  the  respectable 

poor.    Pedlars  were  in  the  habit  of  going 

ftrangh  the  streets  where  these  persons 

Maided,  knocking  at  every  door,  and  in- 

fairing  whether  the  inmates  desired  to 

fTBJhase  any  of  their  wares.    In  some 

.    awdl  streets  sometimes  as  many  as  20 

I    anunonses  of  this  kind  were  answered  in 

%itj,    B  appeared  to  him  it  would  be  a 

i   tjmUdng  if  me  Home  Office  authorities 

[   vnaU  diieot  the  attention  of  the  police 

i 


UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  REGISTRA- 
TION  OF  PARLIAMENTARY  VOTERS, 
&c.  BILL.— [Zorrff.]— [Bill  232.] 

8E0OXD   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Speaker  and  of  the  House  to  a  point  in 
this  Bill  which,  he  thought,  was  of  some 
importance  in  a  general  sense,  though 
it  might  not  appear  at  first  sight  to  in- 
volve anything  very  serious.  He  read 
in  the  1 6th  clause  of  this  measure  these 
words — 

"On  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  no 
person  shall  be  allowed,  after  examination,  to 
graduate  at  any  of  the  Universities  of  Scotland 
until  he  shall  have  paid,  as  a  registration  fee,  a 
sum  not  exceeding  twenty  shillings  to  the  gene- 
ral University  fund  of  the  University  at  which 
he  wishes  to  graduate." 

NoW|  that  was  an  imposition  of  a  tax  on 
the  subject,  and  the  Bill  containing  it 
had  been  brought  from  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  House  of  Lords,  he  be- 
lieved, had  no  right  to  impose  such  a 
charge.  On  more  occasions  than  one— 
on  many  occasions — the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  declined  to  proceed  with  a 
Bill  which  involved  the  imposition  of  a 
charge  upon  the  people  coming  firom  the 
House  of  Lords;  and  in  Sir  Erskine 
May's  Parliamentary  Practice  he  found 
these  words — 

''  So  strictly  had  the  right  of  the  Commons 
been  maintained  in  regard  to  the  imposition  of 
charges  upon  the  people,  that  they  denied  to  the 
Lords  the  power  of  authorizing  the  taking  of 
fees,  and  imposing  pecuniary  penalties,  or  of 
varying  the  mode  of  suing  for  them,  or  of 
applying  them  when  recovered;  though  such 
provisions  were  necessary  to  give  effect  to  tho 
general  enactments  of  a  Bill." 

Then  Sir  Erskine  May  went  on  to  say — 

''A  too  strict  enforcement  of  this  rule,  in 
regard  to  penalties,  was  found  to  be  attended 
with  unnecessary  inconvenience;  and,  in  1831, 
the  Commons  judiciously  relaxed  it ;  and,  again, 
in  1849,  they  introduced  a  further  amendment 
of  their  rules,  by  the  adoption  of  the  following 
Standing  Orders  — 


Digitized  by 


Google 


919     Univsnities  iScotlmui)        {COMMONS!  S$§Uiratum,  $-0.  JSOL        9i0 


*  That,  with  respect  to  any  Bill  broaght  to 
this  House  from  the  House  of  Lords,  or  re- 
turned by  the  House  of  Lords  to  this  House 
with  Amendments,  whereby  any  peciiniarv 
penalty,  forfeiture,  or  foe  shall  be  authorized, 
imposed,  appropriated,  rop^ulated,  varied,  or  ex- 
tinguished, this  House  will  not  insist  upon  its 
ancient  and  undoubted  privileges.  In  the  fol- 
lowing cases : — 

*1.  When  the  object  of  such  pecuniary 
penalty  or  forfeiture  is  to  secure  the  execution 
of  the  Act,  or  the  punishment  or  prevention  of 
oflfences.'  " 

As  to  the  Ist  clause,  he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  admitted  that  this  particular 
provision  in  the  Bill  was  not  covered  by 
it.     The  second  provision  was — 

**  Where  such  fees  are  imposed  in  respect  o^ 
benefit  taken,  or  services  rendered,  under  the 
Act,  and  in  order  to  the  execution  of  the  Act, 
and  are  not  made  payable  into  the  Treasury  or 
Exchequer,  or  in  aid  of  the  public  revenue,  and 
do  not  form  the  ground  of  public  accounting 
by  the  parties  receiving  the  same,  either  in  re- 
spect 01  deficit  or  surplus,'* 

He  would  submit  that  this  imposition  of 
a  fee  was  not  of  such  a  character  as  to 
come  within  the  condition  of  that  Stand- 
ing Order,  because  it  was  not  imposed 
in  respect  of  **  benefit  taken  or  services 
rendered."  It  was  imposed  after  exa- 
mination, precedent  to  graduating  in  the 
Scotch  Universities.  The  object  of  this 
Bill  was,  not  to  enable  people  to  gra- 
duate, but  to  make  provision  for  the 
registration  of  voters.  The  last  condition 
was  this — *' When  such  Bill  shall  be  a 
private  Bill  for  a  local  or  personal  Act." 
He  would  submit  that  this  was  not  a 
mere  local  or  personal  Act ;  therefore,  it 
did  not  come  within  the  third  condition 
of  the  Order.  Therefore,  having  regard 
to  the  invariable  practice  of  the  House, 
there  was  only  one  course  open  to  the 
House — namely,  to  decline  to  proceed 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill.  He 
submitted  this  matter  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
first  of  all,  as  a  point  of  Order. 

The  deputy  SPEAKER  (Mr.  Lyon 
Playfaib)  :  This  is  not  a  tax  at  all.  The 
Universities  have  to  appoint  registrars 
and  clerks  to  keep  the  registration 
books ;  and,  having  no  fund  out  of 
which  the  expenses  can  be  defrayed, 
they  charge  a  small  fee  for  the  services 
they  render  in  making  the  graduate  a 
member  of  the  General  Council  for  life. 
In  some  of  the  Universities  the  fee  just 
about  pays  the  cost  of  the  service  the 
Uniyeraity  renders.  In  one  of  the  Uni- 
versities it  yields  rather  a  small  profit ; 
but,  as  a  rule,  it  just  represents  the 

Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor 


amount  expended  by  the  UniversitieB  on 
the  registration  book.  It  is  no  tax,  but 
a  payment  for  a  service  rendered  by  th* 
University  to  the  men  it  enrolls. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  on  the  point  of 
Order,  he  wished  to  remark  that  so  re- 
cently as  Monday  last,  in  the  Coroners 
(Ireland)  Bill,  the  House  of  Lords 
having  inserted  a  provision  to  the  effect 
that  the  (Jrand  Juries  might,  at  the 
end  of  five  years,  if  they  thought  fit, 
revise  the  salaries  of  the  Coroners, 
which  salaries  were  a  charge  upon  the 
county  rates,  this  House  disagreed  with 
the  Lords'  Amendments,  and  refused 
to  allow  it  to  be  considered.  In  this 
case  there  was  no  tax  imposed  on  the 
public  whatever. 

The  deputy  SPEAKEE  (Mr.  Lyow 
Playfaib)  :  It  was  a  charge  on  the 
county  rates. 

Mb.  HEALY;  It  was  not  a  charge 
on  the  county  rates.  The  Amendment 
was  simply  to  give  power  to  the  Orand 
Juries  every  five  years  to  reconsider 
the  question  of  Coroners'  salaries. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
not  only  was  there  a  charge  made  on 
the  graduates  for  the  purpose  of  defray- 
ing the  expense  of  having  them  enrolled 
for  voting  purposes,  but  it  imposed  a 
fee  on  him  in  his  character  of  graduate 
for  a  degree  in  the  University.  The 
words  are — 

"  No  person  shall  be  allowed,  after  cxamina*- 
tion,  to  graduate  at  any  of  the  UniversitiQfl  of 
Scotland  untiL  he  shall  have  paid,  as  a  re^titm* 
tion  fee,  a  sum  not  exceeding  twenty  shillings 
to  the  general  University  fund  of  the  Univeraty 
at  which  he  wishes  to  graduate.'* 

He  contended  that  this,  coming  from  the 
House  of  Lords,  was  against  the  Privi- 
leges of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Thb  deputy  speaker  (Mr.  Lyoh 
Playfaib)  :  It  appears  to  me  that  this 
case  is  governed  by  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  Order  of  29th  July,  1849, 
which  states  that — 

**  Where  such  fees  are  imposed  in  respect  of 
benefit  taken,  or  service  rendered,  under  the 
Act,  and  in  order  to  the  execution  of  the  Ad, 
and  are  not  made  payable  into  the  Treaaoiv  or 
Exchequer,  or  in  aid  of  the  public  rovenus, 
and  do  not  form  the  ground  of  public  account- 
ing by  the  parties  receiving  the  same,  oither  in 
respect  of  deficit  or  surplus." 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  fees  contem* 
plated  are  to  be  charged  for  the  purpose 
of  effecting  this  registration;  and  I  do 
not,  therefore,  see  sofiELcient  ground  for 
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Hie  Bill  being  laid  aside  in  eonseqnenoe 
of  informality.  That  is  my  own  view  of 
tiie  Bubjeot. 

Mm.  ABTHXTB  O'CONNOR  said,  his 
objeotioiL  was  ikat  the  dause  said  that  a 
man  ahould  not  be  allowed  to  graduate 
without  paying  the  fee,  not  that  it  said 
he  flhould  not  be  eligible  to  vote.  The 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  establish  a 
proper  registration  of  voters,  and  yet  it 
declared  that  a  man  should  not  be 
allowed  to  graduate  without  paying  a 
certain  earn  of  money. 

Mr.  B.  N.  fowler  said,  that  the 
fee  was  paid  by  the  intending  graduate 
at  the  liondon  University  before  any 
esamiuation  took  place  at  all. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  was  not  the 
point.  13ie  point  was  whether  the  House 
of  JjordB  had  a  right  to  impose  a  fee 
upon  the  public  beS>re  allowing  them  to 
enter  the  Universities. 

Ma.   J.  A.  OAMPBELL  said,   that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  effect  an 
improFement  in  the  manner  of  conduct- 
Parliamentary  Elections  in    the    Uni- 
versitiee,  simplifyins^   the  existing  ar- 
rangements and  assimilating  them;  so 
far  as  practicable,  to  those  already  in 
use  in  elections  for  ike  University  offices 
of   Ohancellor    and  General  Council's 
AaseoBor  in  the  University  Oourt.    This 
matter  was  referred  to  by  the  Scottish 
Universities    Commissioners,    who    re- 
ported in  1878.    A  Bill  dealing  with  the 
Bubjeot  was  introduced  into  tibas  House 
and  passed  in  the  early  part  of  the  pre- 
sent Session;    but    in  the    House    of 
Lords,  owing  to  an  accident,  it  became  a 
dropped  Order.    A  noble  Lord  who  had 
been  a  Member  of  the  Commission  had 
accordingly  introduced  another  Bill — 
the  one  now  before  the  House — which 
equally  carried  out  therecommendati<»is 
of  tkeOommtssien  as  w^  as  other  minor 
<^ianges  which  had  commended  them- 
selves to  the  Universities.    It  proposed 
what  was  believed  would  be  a  ^at  im- 
provement in  the  matter  of  registration. 
There  were  evUs  found  attending  the 
ppsseat  system  ef  registration,  and  it 
was  to  eure  those  that  the  provision  to 
whidi  the  hon.   Member  for  Queen's 
County  objected  had  been  inserted  in 
theBilL 

Motion  4^0ed  io. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
tor  Tomorrow. 


EXEMPTION  FROM  DISTKES8  BHiL. 

(Sir  ffenry  MoUamd,  Mr,  Bodu>$Uf  Mr,  Jo$$ph 

Peasif  Mr,  Croppy,) 

[bill  116.]   OONSIDEKATIOW. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND,  in  moving 
that  the  Order  for  the  consideration  of 
this  Bill  be  discharged,  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  a  measure  intended  to  bene- 
fit the  agricidtural  interest,  and  to 
exempt  the  property  of  third  persons 
from  liability  to  distress,  should  have 
been  blocked  by  hon.  Members  who  pro- 
fessed to  represent  the  Farmers'  Al- 
liance. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Order  for  the  Consideration  of  this 
Bill  be  discharged,"— (^ir  Mmry  Sol- 
land,) — put,  and  a4froed  to. 

Order  diseharged  ;  Bill  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  hth  Auguet,  1881. 


MINTJTESJ—PiTBLio  BiLLB^SeeondSeadinf— 
Boyal  Umvereity  of  Ireland  (194). 

(kmmitUe—ljBaid  Law  (Ireland)  (187-204). 

J2i9>or^— BemoTal  Terms  (Scotland)  «  (184-205). 

Third  i2#a<fcM^— Presumption  of  life  (SooUand)* 
(197),  and  passed. 

EOYAL  UNIVEB8ITY  OF  IRELAND 

BILL.— (No.  194.) 

(Th0    Lord   Frivy  Seal,) 

SECOND  BEADmO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Seoottd  Bead- 
ing Tead. 

LoKD  OARLINGFOED,  in  movine 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time,  said,  its  only  object  was  to  provide, 
by  a  charge  on  the  Irish  Church  Fund, 
the  neoeesary  means  to  enable  the  'Royal 
University  of  Lreland  to  commence  ope« 
rations.  That  University  was  created 
by  Act  of  Parliament  two  years  ago, 
under  the  auspices  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment ;  and  as  the  present  Bill  contained 
nothing  beyond  the  provision  to  which 
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lie  referred,  he  was  sore  their  Lordships 
would  not  object  to  it. 

Moved,  *<  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2\" 
—{The  Lord  iVny  Seal.) 

LoED  BALFOUE  or  BUELEIGH 
said,  that,  hayine  no  objection  to  the 
proposal  contained  in  the  Bill,  he  did 
not  rise  to  oppose  the  second  reading, 
but  merely  to  remind  Her  Majesty's  €h>- 
▼emment,  when  they  were  making  this 
large  provision  of  £20,000  a-year  for  the 
Boyal  XTniyersity  of  Ireland,  that  there 
were  some  very  poor  Universities  in 
Scotland ;  and,  should  money  be  asked 
for  them  in  case  of  tiieir  requiring  as- 
sistance, it  was  to  be  hopea  that  Her 
Majesty's  GK>yernment  would  show  to- 
wards them  the  same  corresponding 
liberality  they  were  now  exhibiting. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitied  to  a  Oommittee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BHiL.— (No.  187.) 
{TKe  Lord  Frivy  S$al.) 

OOMMITTBB.     [sBOOND  NIQHT.] 

House  again  in  Oommittee  (according 
to  order). 

Pabt  II. 

Intebysktion  of  Ooxtbt. 

Clause  7  (Determination  by  court  of 
rent  of  present  tenancies). 

GThb  Mabqttbss  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
that  if  the  noble  Yiscount  (Viscount 
Monck),  whose  Amendment  stood  first, 
and  who  was  not  now  present,  had  de- 
serted his  own  offspring,  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  was  prepared  in  a 
charitable  spirit  to  take  it  in.  He  would 
be  happy  to  move  the  Amendments  of 
which  the  noble  Viscount  had  given 
Notice,  which  appeared  exceedingly  valu- 
able. He  haa  himself  on  the  Paper 
Amendments  directed  to  the  same  object ; 
but  they  were  not  so  satisfactory  as  tiiose 
of  the  noble  Viscount.  He  liegged  to 
move  the  first  —  namely,  in  page  9, 
line  39,  after  ('<  term,")  to  insert  (''  and 
on  any  such  application.") 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Thb  Earl  of  PEMBBOEE  moved,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  leave  out,  in  line  40, 
the  words  ("  made  payable,")  and  to  in- 
sert the  word  ("increased.")    The  ob- 

Iford  Carlingford 
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ject  of  the  Amendment  was  to  preven£ 
the  rent  being  increased  on  aocoont  0| 
improvements  made  by  the  tenant.  F 
was  supposed  that,  by  the  words  of  the 
Bill,  the  tenant  might  be  misled  as  to  his 
rights,  and  might  claim  a  deduction  of 
rent  on  the  ground  that  the  farm  would 
be  deteriorated,  if  it  were  not  for  the 
improvements  he  had  made.  The  wordi 
he  proposed  had  been  suggested  by  Mr. 
Healy. 

LoBD  CAEUNOFOBD  said,  it  would 
be  safer  to  keep  the  words  as  they  stood. 
They  must  contemplate  extreme  cases, 
which  the  Amendment  would  hardly 
meet. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
he  understood  the  object  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Pembroke)  was  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  people  of  Ireland  and 
their  most  popular  leaders.  This  Amend- 
ment would  restore  Mr.  Healy's  words, 
which  had  been  abandoned  by  the  Go- 
vernment.   

Thb  LOBD  OHANCELLOB  said,  he 
did  not  consider  that  the  alteration  wss 
neceesazy. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of 

AlBLIE, 

On  question  ?  reeohed  in  the  negaiipe. 

The  Masqxtsss  of  SALISBITBT 
moved  the  following  Amendments,  stand- 
ing in  the  name  of  Viscount  Mohok  :— 
In  line  40,  leave  out  (''  8,")  and  also 
(« in  any  proceedings  under  diis  Act ; ") 
and  in  hne  42  after  ("title")  insert 
("during  such  statutory  term.")  The 
efifect  of  these  changes  would  be  to  amal- 
gamate sub-sections  7  and  8,  and  make 
them  read  as  follows : — 

("  During  the  cuirenoy  of  a  statutoiy  tenn 
an  application  to  the  ooort  to  determine  a  jadi- 
cial  rent  Bhall^not  be  made  except  during  the 
last  twelve  montha  of  the  cmrent  atatntoiy 
term,  and  on  any  anch  application  no  nnt 
ahall  be  made  payable  in  req>ect  of  impcove- 
menta  made  by  the  tenant  or  hia  predeoeaaon 
in  title  daring  aach  atatatory  term.'*) 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Thb  Mabqxtess  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
he  had  to  ask  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  a  sub-section  which  he  proposed  to 
add  after  sub-section  8,  ana  which  he 
thought  it  was  impossible  to  exaggerate 
the  imjportance  of  with  respect  to  the 
BilL  The  sub-section  which  he  proposed 
to  add ' 


f'  The  rent  of  a  holding  ahall  not  be  reduced 
in  any  prooeedinga  under  thia  Act  on  aocoimt 
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of  aaj  money  or  nume/i  worth  paid  or  giren 
^7  the  tenant  or  hia  predecessors  in  title  on 
coming  into  the  holding.") 

The  great  controversy  which  had  arisen, 
and  which  had  been  so  keenly  disputed 
in  all  the  discussions  that  had  taken 
place  in  regard  to  the  Bill,  had  been  with 
regard  to  the  origin,  nature,  and  eco- 
nomical bearing  of  that  indefinite  "some- 
thing "  which  they  had  given  to  the  ten- 
ant to  sell,  and  which  the  tenant  had 
never  possessed  before.  It  had  been 
attempted  to  be  shown  that  the  sale  of 
the  goodwill  was  the  sale  of  something 
whidi  had  grown  up  by  reason  of  the 
oocnpancy,  and  that  to  sell  it  was  to  sell 
something  which  did  not  belong  to  the 
landlord,  and  that  it  could  not  f^eot  the 
rent.  In  saying  this,  he  was  not  speak- 
ing of  the  tenant's  improvements,  for 
they  were  all  agreed  that  the  tenant's 
improvements  should  be  protected.  He 
beueved,  indeed,  that  the  tenant's  im- 
pioyements  were  protected  by  the  existing 
law ;  but,  if  they  were  not,  at  all  events 
thej  would  be  amply  protected  under 
the  provimons  of  the  Bill ;  but  there  was 
the  indefinite  something  beyond  the  im- 
proTements — ^namely,  the  tenant's  good- 
lill  — and  th^  would  naturally  be 
anxious  to  know  where  the  goodwill  came 
from,  and  from  what  source  it  might 
arise,  aeeinff  that  it  was  to  form  part  of 
the  tenant^i  saleable  property.  The 
nsoal  impression  had  been  tnat  two  and 
two  make  four,  and  that  if  there  was 
injthing  to  the  tenant  over  and  above 
the  profit  of  his  labour  and  capital  that 
matter  was  necessarily  to  be  taken  out 
of  the  landlord's  right  to  the  rent.  But 
among  all  the  ambiguous  expressions 
that  had  been  used  by  the  (Government, 
one  thing  was  perfectly  dear,  that  they 
had  been  advised  by  the  GK)vemment 
that  that  something  did  not  come  out  of 
the  landlord's  fair  rent.  Where  it  came 
from  he  had  not  exactly  been  able  to 
disoover.  It  seemed  to  justify  the  theory 
of  the  mpontaneous  generation  of  wealth. 
It  was  derived  from  no  souiee ;  it  sprew 
oat  of  no  soil ;  but  it  descended  suddenly 
from  heaven  upon  the  tenant,  and  when 
he  had  received  it,  of  course  it  was  right 
that  he  should  be  allowed  to  sell  it.  But 
^  (mly  thing  that  concerned  them  was 
that  it  did  not  come  out  of  the  landlord's 
nni  Where  it  came  from  would  be  an 
interesting  topic  for  discussion  among 
the  poiitioo-economic  writers  of  the  fu- 
toie.   That  matter  was  one  of  purely 


scientific  interest;  and  if  he  was  satisfied 
that  it  did  not  come  out  of  the  land- 
lord's rent  he  would  leave  it  with  much 
Sleasure  to  the  scientific  inquirers  of  the 
itnre  to  determine  what  its  exact  origin 
might  be.  He  should  like  to  quote  from 
the  debate  on  the  Bill — and  he  believed 
he  was  in  Order  in  doing  so— the  words 
which  the  Government  themselves  had 
used  with  respect  to  this  interesting  sub- 
ject. Two  quotations  would  suffice  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  that  that  was 
the  view  taken  by  the  authors  of  the 
Bill.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  last  Tuesday,  said — 

**  I  deny  that  under  theprovisionaof  thia  Bill 
there  is  any  ground  whatever  for  saying  that 
the  tenant  is  enabled  to  sell,  either  in  Ulster  or 
in  places  where  no  Ulster  tenant  custom  pre- 
yailB,  what  is  the  landlord's,  or  is  taken  from  the 
landlord.  I  deny  that  it  will  diminiah  in  any 
degree  whatever  the  rights  of  the  landlord." 

And  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal,  speaking  on  the  preceding  evening, 
said — 

*'  Is  it  true  that  the  occupation  element,  the 
goodwill  element,  must  be  taken  out  of  the 
landlord's  fair  rent  P  I  utterly  deny  it.  We  do 
not  admit  it  for  a  moment.  We  belieye  thaX 
the  ^foodwiU  element  of  tenant  ri^ht  grows  up 
inevitably  side  by  side  in  oonjuncuon  with,  and 
outside  of,  the  landlord's  rent ;  that  it  is  not 
carved  out  of  the  landlord's  rent ;  and  that  it 
does  not  out  down  the  landlord's  rent." 

Those  were  brave  words,  and  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  desired  to  make 
them  realities.  It  was  always  interest- 
ing to  have  assurances  from  the  (Govern- 
ment ;  but  they  had  not  the  force  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  he  desired,  by 
his  Amendment,  to  make  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  a  reality,  and  to  in- 
troduce words  into  the  Bill  which  would 
make  it  more  dear,  andpreventthehonest 
and  beneficent  intentions  of  Her  Ma- 
jes^'s  Government  from  being,  by  any 
accident  or  inadvertency,  evaded  by  anv 
proceedings  which  arose  under  the  Bill. 
The  danger  was  not  an  imaginary  one. 
There  were  two  schools  of  thought  on 
this  subject.  There  were  those  who 
maintained  that  this  purchase  money 
was  not  to  come  out  of  the  landlord's 
pocket;  and  there  were  other  people 
who  maintained  that  the  land  belonged 
not  to  one  proprietor,  but  two  pro- 
prietors, and  whatever  portion  was 
fixed,  the  tenant  had  a  right  to  some- 
thing which  was  taken  from  the  land- 
lord^ share.  He  would  not  stop  to  dis- 
cuss to  which  of  the  two  schools  the  now 
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Oommissionen  belonged — the  sound  or- 
thodox school  of  HerMajesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  the  other  school  which  gave  so 
mnch  trouhle  in  Ireland — but  he  would 
say  that,  while  he  faUy  admitted  that 
the  Commissioners  were  the  most  con- 
scientious and  honest  people  in  the  world, 
that  was  not  the  point  of  importance.  If 
the  Oommissioners  were  honest  and  con- 
scientious, they  would  act  according  to 
their  view  of  what  was  just,  and  accord- 
ing to  their  particular  theory  of  what 
goodwill  was.  He  wished  to  make  it 
perfectly  clear,  by  words  inserted  in  the 
Bill,  that  they  should  be  worthy  mem- 
bers of  the  school  to  which  he  was  happy 
to  recognize  Her  Majesty's  Government 
belonged.  It  was  not  only  a  question  of 
the  existing  Commissioners,  be  they  ever 
BO  sound  or  orthodox.  They  were,  un- 
happily, mortal,  and  if  any  of  them  dis- 
appeared during  the  existence  of  the 
Act,  and  that  was  inevitable,  Parliament 
would  have  no  share  in  determining  who 
should  succeed  them,  and,  therefore,  no 
share  in  determining  the  precise  school 
of  thought  by  which  the  difficult  line 
between  goodwill  and  fair  rent  should 
be  drawn.  Who  the  Government  might 
be  at  that  time,  to  what  school  they 
might  belong,  what  political  exigencies 
they  might  recognize,  how  isa  they 
mieht  tMnk  it  right  to  subordinate 
to  ttie  political  pressure  of  the  moment 
the  convictions  which  they  themselves 
had,  at  other  times,  loudly  pronounced, 
how  far  they  might  think  it  right  to 
adopt  the  unscientific,  incorrect,  and  un- 
just doctrines  of  the  school  which  was 
tmfortunately  dominant  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland  at  that  moment,  it  was  impos- 
sible for  him  to  prophesy.  They  only 
knew  it  might  be  m  tneir  power  to  in- 
troduce into  the  administration  of  that 
Commission  the  unjust  and  unscientific 
doctrines  which  the  present  Government 
repudiated  and  denounced;  and  he 
thought  their  Lordships  would  only  be 
taking  a  wise  and  just  precaution  if  they 
took  care  that  the  price  of  goodwill  was 
not  in  any  degree  taken  from,  or  did  not 
cut  down,  the  landlord's  rent.  He  be- 
lieved the  Amendment  to  be  of  the  first 
importance  as  deciding  whether,  in  a 
pecuniary  sense,  the  Bill  should  or  should 
not  be  a  measure  of  gross  confiscation ; 
and  he  would  only  say  for  lumself  that 
it  was  only  on  the  understanding  that 
some  such  Amendment  might  be  made 
w!^fh  their  Lordships^  approbation  that 

Tke  Mar^uen  of  Saiuhury 


he  consented  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Movtd,  in  page  9,  line  42,  after  f"  title"),  to 
inMit  (*'  the  rent  of  a  holding  ahall  not  lie  le- 
duced  in  any  proceedings  ander  this  Act  oa 
account  of  any  money  or  moner^s  woitfa  paid 
or  given  by  the  tenant  or  his  predeoesson  in 
title  on  oonung  into  the  holding.'')^  7%tf  Jfsr- 
que—  of  Salisbwry,) 

LokdWAVENEY  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  insi- 
dious, and  that  its  effect  would  be  to 
diminish  the  Ulster  Custom  to  a  veiy 
great  extent.  The  great  difficulty  now 
experienced  in  Ireland  was  for  a  tenant 
once  out  of  his  holding  to  get  another. 
There  was  no  room  for  him,  and  he 
would  refer  their  Lordships  to  an  in- 
stance in  which  a  tenant  wno  had  emi- 
Cted,  not  doing  well,  came  back  again, 
being  utterly  unable  to  get  a  hold- 
ing, he  became  desperate,  procured  a 
P'un,  and  shot  his  landlord.  He  thought 
it  veiy  natural  that  doubts  should  atise 
as  to  the  origin  of  the  third  element  in 
the  value  of  the  Ulster  Custom ;  but,  on 
the  whole,  he  was  satisfied  with  the  in- 
tentions and  explanation  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    

VisoouwT  POWERSCOUET,  said, 
that  there  seemed  to  be  a  great  miscon- 
ception of  tenant  right  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury).  The  tenant  right 
had  never,  in  Ulster,  been  supposed  to 
come  out  of  the  landlord's  rent,  but  was 
subject  to  it,  being  the  di£ference  be- 
tween the  rent  and  the  full  annucd  value 
of  the  holding ;  because  a  landlord  in 
Ulster  recognized  that  the  buildings, 
which  had,  m  most  cases,  been  erected 
by  Ihe  tenant,  and  reclamation  of  land 
by  the  tenant,  were  his  property,  and  no 
rent  was  charged  upon  the  tenant's  im- 
provements. 

Lord  CARLINGPORD  said,  if  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  wished  to  learn  from  what 
quarter  the  goodwill  element  of  an  Irish 
tenant  right  claim  was  derived,  he  could 
only  refer  him  to  the  Province  of  Ulster, 
where  it  had  existed  and  been  teerted  for 
many  generations,  and  where  he  (Lotd 
Carlingford)  thought  it  was  pretty  dear 
that  the  element  was  not  carved  out  of 
the  landlord's  fair  rent.  But  the  ques- 
tion now  before  their  Lordships  was 
that  of  Ihe  noble  Marquesses  woras.  He 
did  not  believe  that  there  was  any  ques- 
tion of  principle  lat  issue  beitween  tho 
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noUe   Maiqaen  and  the  Gkyremment 
upon  tiuMO  words ;  Btill  it  did  not  follow 
mat  it   would  be  expedient  to  aooept 
them.     The  words  which  the  noble  Mar- 
queas  proposed  to  add  were  totally  an- 
neoeaaary  for  the  object  he  himself  had  in 
▼iew.  The  GoTemment  believed  that  they 
wonld  add  nothing  to  the  security  which 
all  parties  would  possess  at  the  hands  of 
the  Oourt  in  fixmg  the  fair  rent ;  and 
they  preferred,  witli  respect  both  to  this 
Amendment    and   that  of  which    the 
noble    Marquess  had  eiven  Notice  to 
follow,  as  a  definition  of  finir  rent,  to  ad- 
here to  their  own  wording  of  the  elause. 
But  he  did  not  put  the  matter  entirely 
on  tiiiat  ppx>und.    It  was  easy  toperoeiye 
&at  an  imperative  direction  of  mis  kind 
given  to  me  Oourt  might  lead  further 
than  was  anticipated,  and  mig^t  cover 
caaee  whidi  prooably,  by  the  admission 
of  all,  ought  not  to  be  covered.    For  in- 
Btanoe,  these  words  of  ihe  noble  Mar* 
queea  did  not  say  who  the  party  was  to 
whom  the  *'  money  or  money's  worth  " 
had  been  paid.    The  money  mi^t  have 
been  paid  to  the  landlord  hin^df .    It 
was  oonoeivable  in  an  extreme  case — 
and  they  were  legislating  for  extreme 
eases — that  a  lancQ<»d  mieht  have  taken 
a  fine  from  a  tenant,  nd^t  have  fixed 
his  rent  accordingly,  and  subsequently, 
ior  no  other  reason  than  his  own  will 
and  pleasure,  might  have  raised  tiiat 
rent,    in    which    case   the    proceeding 
would  evidently  -have  been  an  inequit- 
able one,  and  one  whidi  tiie  Oourt  ou^t 
not  to  be  debarred  from  considering. 
Then  there  was  another  case,  perfectly 
conceivable,  also,  and  one  wldch  would 
distinctly  come  within  the  words  as  they 
stood,    it  was  the  case  in  which  the 
t^iant   might,   upon  coming  into  his 
holding,  have  paid  a  sum  of  money,  per- 
haps a  large  sum,  to  the  tenant  before 
him,  with  the  knowledge  and  privity  of 
the  landlord — exactly  the  case  contem- 
plated by  the  7th  section  of  the  Land  Act 
of  1870,  a  transaction  out  oi  whidi  the 
]aadk»d  had  probably  considerably  pro- 
fited himself  by  the  recovery  of  arrears  of 
tmA.  Supposing,  subsequently,  the  land- 
lord, from  no  reasonable  cause,  had  raised 
this  tenant's  rent,  choosing  to  ignore 
the  transaction  to  which  he  was  a  party, 
was  the  Oourt  in  such  a  case  to  be  de- 
barred firom  even  oonsideriBg  the  ques- 
tion?    If   such  extreme  cases  might 
hllow^  it  would  be  extrem^y  dangerous 
to  adopt  the  words  of  the  Amen&ient ; 
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in  &ot,  they  believed  in  many  cases  they 
would  lead  to  iaconvenient  and  im- 
proper results.  On  these  grounds  the 
GK>vemment  would  adhere  to  their  own 
firaming  of  the  sub-section. 

Eaxl  0AIBN8  said,  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Oarlingford)  had,  after  much  con- 
sideration, presented  to  their  Lordships 
two  cases  which  he  thought  might  cause 
embarrassment  if  the  Amendment  wore 
agreed  to.  One  was  the  case  where  the 
incoming  tenant  might  have  paid  a  con- 
siderable sum  of  money  to  the  out- 
O;  tenant,  with  the  knowledge  of  the 
ord,  and  where  the  landlo^  might 
have  had  his  arrears  of  rent  paid  out  of 
that  money.  That  was,  in  reality,  no- 
thing more  nor  less  than  the  active  prm- 
ciple  of  the  Ulster  traant  riffht.  In  999 
cases  out  of  every  1,000,  me  landlord 
not  only  knew  that  money  passed,  but 
knew  also  the  amount  of  it.  Not  only 
so ;  but  on  many  of  the  large  estates 
not  only  was  the  landlord  aware  of  the 
money  passed,  but  there  was  a  fixed  sum 
beyond  which  the  ingoing  tenant  waa 
not  allowed  to  go  in  giving  money  to 
the  outeoinp^  tenant.  The  noble  iMri 
the  Lord  Pnvy  Seal  declared  the  other 
night  that  the  custom  of  Ulster  was  sudi 
that  the  rent  was  perfectly  indep^ident 
of  the  monev  paid  for  tenant  right ;  b«t 
now  the  noble  Lord  said  that  if  the  sum 
paid  by  the  incoming  tenant  was  paid 
with  the  knowledge  of  the  landl(»d,  the 
Oourt  ought  to  take  that  into  ooaddera- 
tion.  In  other  words,  the  Oourt  was  to 
do  the  very  thing  which  the  noUe  Zx>rd 
said  the  oiker  night  it  ought  not  to  do# 
The  clause  might  be  mo£fied  in  order 
to  meet  the  other  case  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  referred.  There  need,  therefore, 
be  no  difficulty  in  accepting  the  Amende 
ment  firom  any  of  the  cases  cited  hy  the 
noble  Lord.  It  had  not  been  pffoposel. 
withoutcarefulcoQsideration.  Itwtasquite 
plain  that,  howev^  this  right  was  ac- 
quired, it  affected  a  large  sum  of  money; 
and  it  was  quiite  right  that  the  landlord 
should  have  some  saf effuard  that  if  a 
value  was  to  be  attached  to  goodwill  it 
should  not  diminish  the  rent. 

The  Mamttbss  of  BATH  said,  if  Ihe 
proposal  in  the  Bill  was  that  the  Oom- 
missioners  should  take  into  considera- 
tion any  sum  that  the  tenant  had  paid 
for  his  holding,  and  estimating  that 
as  against  the  landlord's  rent,  he  should 
go  with  the  noble  Marquess,  ^the  Mar- 
queesof  Salisbury)  in  opposition  to  b 
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clause  to  that  effect.  The  Amendment 
also  would  be  futile ;  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  get  behind  the  mind  of  the 
Commissioners  and  prevent  their  taking 
into  consideration  any  such  payment  if 
so  disposed;  but  there  was  another 
point  in  regard  to  the  matter  he  would 
call  their  attention  to.  Let  him  ask, 
why  had  their  Lordships  accepted  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bui  ?  It  was  with 
the  idea — whether  it  was  to  be  realized 
or  not — that  the  measure  would  do  some- 
thing towards  the  pacification  of  Ire- 
land, and  because  they  wished  to  put  an 
end,  if  possible,  to  a  grievance,  partly 
real  and  partly  ilnaginaiy,  felt  by  the 
Irish  people  in  resped;  to  the  Land  Ques- 
tion. Now,  if  they  sent  the  Bill  to  Ire- 
land with  the  words  of  the  Amendment 
in  it,  so  far  from  the  measure  beinff  a 
measure  of  pacification,  it  would  tend  to 
make  disloyal  the  only  loyal  portion  of 
the  people  of  Lreland.  The  insertion 
into  the  Bill  of  the  sub-section  would 
wave  a  red  flag  in  the  face  of  every 
tenant  in  Ulster,  and  lead  him  to  believe 
that  he  was  deprived  of  his  tenant  right, 
for  he  would  look  upon  the  sub-section 
as  a  direct  attack  upon  the  tenant  right 
already  existing. 

Thb  Duke  of  ABEEOOEN  said, 
that,  having  had  an  experience  of  nearly 
half-a-century  of  tenant  right  in  Ire- 
land, he  could  not  imderstand  why  the 
Government,  in  view  of  the  imderstand- 
ing  that  was  generally  attached  to  the 
custom,  could  refuse  to  accept  the 
Amendment.  He  contended  that  if 
Ulster  tenant  right  was  correctly  de- 
scribed in  Mr.  Sharman  Crawford's  de- 
finition of  it,  there  could  be  no  objection 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess. 

Viscount  UFFOED  supported  the 
Amendment. 

The  Dxtkb  of  ABOTLL  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  logic  which  had  been 
UBed  in  support  of  the  Amendment, 
while  it,  no  doubt,  would  enable  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) to  achieve  an  easy  victory  over 
EerMajesty'sGk)vemment,  would  hardly 
suffice  to  induce  their  Lordships  to  agree 
to  this  proposal.  Indeed,  no  one  who 
had  regfffd  to  the  peace  of  Ireland  could 
wish  to  see  the  Amendment  adopted. 
The  Government  had  over  and  over 
affain  declared,  and  no  one  more  so  than 
his  noble  Friend  the  Lord  IVivy  Seal 
(Lord  Carlingford),    that  goodwill   in 
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Ulster  had  no  effect  whatever  on  rent. 
He  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  had  never  be- 
lieved it ;  for  it  was  capable  of  absolute 
proof  that  tenant  right  and  rent  were, 
to  a  certain  extent,  conflicting,  and  there 
must  be  a  balance  struck  between  tiiem. 
He  could  not  understand  how  so  many 
of  his  noble  Friends  in  Ireland  sincerely 
believed  that  goodwill  had  no  effect 
upon  rent.  He  supposed  the  reason 
was  this — that  they  saw  a  good  deal  of 
land  in  Ulster  let  at  say  dO«.  an  acre, 
bringing  what  they  thought  to  be  a  fair 
rent;  but  they  might  depend  upon  it 
that,  without  tiie  tenant  right,  the  land 
would  let  at  40«.  or  45«.,  or  some  higher 
figure.  As  a  general  rule,  it  was  an 
arithmetical  certainty,  therefore,  that 
tenant  right  contributed  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  rent.  There  was  no  doubt,  too, 
that  tenants  often  paid  a  pretium  affee^ 
ttonii  for  the  tenant  right.  While  he 
said  this,  however,  he  could  not  agree  to 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  Marquess.  It 
might  be  perfectly  true  that  the  Qt>v6m- 
ment  ought  to  accept  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  could  not  accept  it,  because  he 
believed  that  tenant  right  in  Ulster  was 
a  legal  custom  that  ought  to  be  sane- 
tion^,  and  because  he  believed  that 
this  custom  gave  the  tenant  a  share  in 
what  would  otherwise  be  rent.  Let 
them  see  what  the  declaration  of  the 
Amendment  was.  It  was  that  con- 
sideration as  to  goodwill  should  be  ab- 
solutely exdudea  by  the  Court  in  ^e 
determination  of  rent. 

Thb  Mabqxtbss  of  SALISBUBY  ? 
Only  excluded  in  the  reduction  of 
rent. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  pointed  out 
that,  notwithstanding  any  limitation 
such  as  was  pointed  to,  the  Amendment 
would  be  a  very  dangerous  one,  for  if 
the  words  of  the  noble  Marquess  were 
accepted,  goodwill  would  not  be  allowed 
to  enter  into  the  minds  of  the  Oourt  in 
considering  what  was  a  fair  rent.  He 
admitted  that  the  principle  would  be 
fair  if  applied  to  other  parts  of  Ireland 
than  ulster,  where  the  goodwill  had 
never  been  acquired  ;  but  it  was  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  that  l^at  right 
shoula  be  extended  to  all  tenants ;  and| 
after  their  Lordships  had  agreed  to  the 
second  reading,  they  could  not,  in  his 
opinion,  draw  back  from  the  principle. 
At  all  events,  in  Ulster  it  would  be  con* 
fiscation  to  infringe  upon  the  right  now^ 
existing ;  and  he  therefore  thought  the' 
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Amendment  ought  not  to  be  aooeptedbj 
the  House. 

Thb  LOBD  OHANOELLOB  said,  he 
would  not  enter  into  a  discussion  with 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll}  on 
oontroTersial  questions  as  to  tenant  right 
and  rent;  but  quite  agreed  with  the 
practical  conclusion  to  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  come,  and  was  glad  to  find 
that  he  opposed  the  Amendment.    The 
neat  objection  to  the  Amendment  was 
that,  in  the  form  in  which  it  was  pro- 
posed, it  dealt  partially,  and  not  com- 
pletely, with  the  subject  whichit  touched, 
and  so  tended  to  brme  them  back  into 
the  qjuagmire  of  insoluble  problems.  The 
interjection  of  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury),  with  reference 
to  the  reduction  of  rents,  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  remarkable  illustration  of  the 
impmdence  of  attempting  to  give  any 
instruction  of  this  kind.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  explained  that  he  did  not  say 
the  Ooort  was  not  to  take  the  premium 
paid  for  the  goodwill  of  the  farm  into 
aeoount;  but  only  that  it  was  not  to  be 
taken  into  account  on  the  reduction  of 
tiie  rent.  Under  that  arrangement,  how- 
erer,  it  might  be  quite  open  to  the  land- 
lord to  g^  to  the  Court,  and  say — **  See 
how  low  the  rent  is,  and  how  much  cause 
there  is  for  making  addition  to  it  when 
audi  a  large  price  has  been  paid  for 
the  tenant  right,"  so  that  the  operation 
of  the  wor£,  as  proposed,  would  be 
most  unfkir.    All  attempts  at  definition, 
when  equitable  principles  ought  to  be 
applied,  were  highly  objectionable.    It 
was  enough  that  the  Oourt  should  con- 
sider aU  Uie  circumstances  of  the  case, 
distoiot,  and  holding.  The  tenant  might 
haye  cause  of  complaint  as  well  as  the 
landlord.    The  Amendment  was  a  most 
improvident  one,  and  there  could  be  no 
better  proof  how  little  its  consequences 
had  been  considered  than  in  its  omission 
to  provide  for  the  case  in  which  the  ten- 
ant might  have  paid  a  fine  or  premium 
to  the  landlord  lumself  on  coming  into  the 
&nn,  an  omission  whichitwas  now  hastily 
proposed  tosupply.  They  were  endeavour- 
mg  to  solve  a  difficulty  by  definitions 
which  were  neither  complete,  exhaustive, 
nor  dear  in  their  practical  application. 
Ihis  would  be  a  dangerous  and  improfit- 
aUe  course,  and  it  would  be  better  to 
leave  the  matter  to  tibe  equitable  judg- 
ment of  the  Court.    They  must  trust 
the  Commissioners  not  to  lay  down  prin- 
ciples which  would  eat  into  tenant  right 


on  the  one  hand,  or  into  the  landlord's 

interest  on  the  other. 

The  Dxtkb  of  SOMERSET  said,  as 
regarded  the  Bill  generally,  he  wished 
to  make  this  observation — In  1870  Mr. 
Gladstone  had  told  them  that  he  inad- 
vertently gave  the  tenant  a  share  of  the 
landlord's  property ;  and  now,  by  this 
measure,  they  were  called  on  to  give 
another  share  of  the  landlord's  property 
to  the  tenant.  He  liked  the  frankness 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal, 
who  expressed  his  approval  of  ''  fixitv 
of  tenure,"  though  the  Bill,  it  was  saia, 
onlymeant  to  give  ''security"  of  tenure. 
The  noble  Loid  could  just  as  well  have 
said  that  the  Bill  was  an  imjust  Bill.  He 
would  have  liked  to  see  the  same  candour 
on  the  part  of  the  (Government;  he 
would  have  liked  to  have  heard  them  say 
— "  The  prindple  of  our  Bill  is  unjust, 
no  doubt ;  but  we  are  obliged  to  bring  it 
in."  But  they  could  not  help  themsdves. 
Like  the  apothecary  in  KofMo,  para- 

Shrasing  the  words,  me  Ministers  miffht 
edare  with  regard  to  the  Bill — "My 
necesdty  and  not  my  will  consents."  At 
the  same  time,  as  the  measure  had  not 
been  thrown  out,  he  must  oppose  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess,  as 
he  believed  the  effect  of  it  would  be  to 
disturb  Ulster,  as  weU  as  dissatisfy  the 
rest  of  Lreland,  and  he  could  not  see  the 
necesdty  for  doing  that. 

The  Eabl  of  I%4BBY  said,  they  were 
placed  in  this  unpleasant  podtion  as  re- 
garded the  Amendment.  They  had  to 
make  up  their  minds  to  do  one  of  two 
things— either  to  reject  that  which,  un- 
doubtedly, in  some  cases,  would  probably 
lead  to  the  commisdon  of  a  nardship 
and  injustice ;  or,  if  they  accepted  it, 
they  committed  themselves  to  a  state- 
ment which  seemed  to  his  mind,  with 
all  due  respect  to  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  to  be  an 
economics!  absurdity.  Suppose  a  tenant 
had  two  farms  of  equal  natiural  value,  and 
for  one  he  had  given  nothing  at  all,  and 
for  the  tenant  right  of  the  other  he  had 
given  20  years'  purchase,  he  could  not 
accept  the  proposition  that  in  that  case 
the  rents  of  the  two  would  be  the  same. 
He  could  not  see  how  tenant  right  could 
exist  without  creating  a  corresponding 
diminution  of  rents.  The  propodtion 
contained  in  the  Amendment  would 
create  a  widespread  feeling  of  discontent 
among  the  tenants ;  and  he,  therefore, 
could  not  support  it,  for  he  believed  that 
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if  it  were  carried,  it  would  be  thought  in 
Ulster  that  it  was  wished  to  diminish 
tenant  right.  Such  a  course  of  proceed- 
ing would  be  highly  impolitic. 

The  Eakl  of  DUNkAVEN  said,  if 
their  Lordships  accepted  the  Amend- 
ment, they  would  be  doing  a  manifest 
injustice;  for  if  any  deterioration  of 
the  property  occurred  the  whole  de- 
terioration must  fall  upon  the  tenant 
right  before  the  tenant  or  the  land- 
lord was  affected  at  all.  Nothing,  he 
thought,  could  be  more  unjust  than 
that,  because  the  tenant  might  have 
given  a  large  sum  for  the  tenant  right, 
and  it  might  have  been  quite  worth  it ; 
and  yet,  if  the  land  depredated  in  value, 
tiie  whole  depreciation  would  fall  upon 
him,  and  the  rent  would  not  be  affected 
until  *the  tenant  had  lost  his  whole  in- 
terest. That  could  scarcely  be  intended ; 
and  he  therefore  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  accepted  by  their  Lord- 
ships.   

Visoouirr  POWERSCOUET  said,  he 
would  appeal  to  the  noble  Marquess  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment,  whicn  went 
to  the  root  of  the  Ulster  tenant  right,  a 
custom  their  Lordships  had  so  much  dif- 
ficulty in  understanding^.  If  it  were  ac- 
cepted, it  would  be  ruinous  to  the  cus- 
tom. Such  a  proposal,  if  engrafted  on 
the  Bill,  would  be  conside^  as  an 
attack  on  Ulster  tenant  right,  and,  con- 
sequently, must  give  rise  to  increased 
agitation,  at  all  events  in  the  North  of 
Iroluid. 

The  Makquess  op  WATERFORD 
said,  that  nearly  eveiy  speech  had  been 
logically  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 
It  was  admitted  that  if  the  tenant  right 
was  to  be  taken  into  consideration,  it 
would  reduce  the  rent  to  a  minus  quan- 
tity. It  had  been  stated  that  land  in 
Ulster  must  be  let  below  the  value,  be- 
cause there  was  no  tenant  right.  Well, 
he  had  some  property  in  the  North  of 
Ulster  under  the  most  unlimited  form 
of  Ulster  tenant  right,  and  other  pro- 
perty in  the  South  free  from  it,  and  the 
rents  upon  both  were  almost  identical ; 
but,  curiously  enough,  in  the  South  the 
rents  were  never  changed,  while  in  the 
North  they  were  revised  every  20  years. 
It  was  almost  impossible  for  even  an 
Ulster  man  to  understand  tenant  right. 
Tenant  right  was  never  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  fixing  the  rent.  He  thought 
that  this  was  the  most  important  Amend- 
ment that  had  yet  been  moved,  and  he 
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ho]^  that  their  Lordships  would  adopt 
it,  if  his  noble  Friend  should,  as  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Waterford) hoped  he  would, 
press  it  to  a  division. 

The  Earl  of  Leitbdc  and  Viscount 
MoiroK  rose  together  and  beean  simul- 
taneously to  address  the  Committee. 
Neither  noble  Lord  giving  way,  and 
there  being  calls  for  the  former. 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
thought  that,  as  many  noble  Lords  on 
the  Government  side  of  the  House  had 
addressed  the  Committee,  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Leitrim)  ought  to  be  heard. 

Viscount  MoNOK  then  resumed  his 
seat. 

The  Eabl  of  LEITRIM  said,  that  he 
only  wished  to  remark  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  of  the  greatest  importance, 
especially  with  reference  to  Ulster.  Per- 
haps it  would  be  a  surprise  to  noble 
Lords  on  the  Ministerial  side  that  he 
intended  to  vote  with  them.  He  felt 
inclined  to  trust  the  Court  in  this  matter, 
because  he  wished  to  leave  no  opening 
by  which  tenants  could  coniplain  that 
liieir  interest  was  left  unoonsidered.  He 
was  a  great  believer  in  the  Ulster  Custom ; 
it  had  worked  with  the  greatest  advaa- 
tage,  and  under  the  Bill,  while  not  ap- 
proving of  the  extent  to  which  it  went, 
he  felt  certain  that,  by  the  extension  of 
the  custom  of  free  sale  to  all  Ireland,  the 
landlords  of  estates  in  those  parts  which 
were  overcrowded  would  derive  the 
greatest  possible  benefit. 

Viscount  MONCK  observed,  that  ten- 
ant right  in  Ulster  arose  from  the  Ibr- 
bearanoe  of  the  landlords  in  not  ezaotiDg 
the  highest  possible  rent ;  and  he  hopea 
that  they  would  not  get  into  any  com- 
plication through  discussing  the  theoiy 
of  rent.  That  forbearance  on  the  part 
of  landlords  was  not  confined  to  Ulster; 
and  what,  through  consideration,  land- 
lords had  done  for  Irish  tenants  the  BiH 
would  make  certain  and  permanent.  Al- 
though the  Bill  would  take  certain  powers 
away  from  the  landlord,  hitherto  enjoyed 
by  him,  it  practically  would  not  take 
anything  that  was  of  read  importance. 
He  opposed  the  Amendment.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  remarks  that  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Areyll),  and  believed  that  amongst  the 
rights  that  the  BiU  would  ti^  from  the 
landlord  was  that  of  exacting  fiom  a 
tenant  the  highest  oommiwaal  xeiii, 
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LoBB  INCEaQUIN  supported  the 
•Ame&dment,  oontending  that  if  it  were 
not  inserted  in  the  Bill  landlords  in  Ire- 
land would  be  trei^ted  very  unjustly.  He 
would  draw  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  a  case  of  a  tenant  who  took  a 
gnang  farm  and  said  he  had  paid  no- 
thing fbr  the  goodwill.  In  a  year  he 
apphed  for  a  reduction  of  rent,  and 
iheo,  aftev  considerable  pressure,  he 
had  adniitted  that  he  had  paid  a  con- 
siderable siun  for  it.  If  rent  was  to  be 
reduced  by  the  interest  of  the  sum  so 
paid  for  tenapt  ri^ht,  landlords  would 
.soiSer  the  greateet  injustice. 

The  Marqttsss  ofSALISBUBY  said, 
there  seemed  to  be  an  impression  among 
their  Lordships  that  the  Amendment 
would  atti^)k  tiie  existing  tenants  of 
Ulster,  and  operate  to  Uie  derogation  of 
tenant  right.  Nothing  could  be  more  un- 
true. There  was  nothing  in  the  Amend- 
ment which  would  affect  any  existing 
rights  or  past  transactions  of  tne  tenant. 
The  whole  obj  ect  and  effect  of  theAmend- 
ment  would  be  to  prevent  future  rises  in 
the  price  of  tenant  right  from  gradually 
eatingaway  therentof  thelandlord  by  the 
CommissioiierB  having  an^  doubt  as  to 
their  duties,  or  taking  an  improper  view 
of  them.  The  interests  which  were  at 
stake  were  very  large.  If  it  was  allowed 
that  a  general  rise  of  the  tenant  right, 
rising  continually  in  proportion  as  the 
rent  was  lowered,  was  to  have  the  power 
of  eating  away  ^e  rent,  it  was  difficult 
to  assign  a  limit  to  a  process  by  which 
the  rent  would  entirely  disappear.  The 
tenant  rieht  of  the  past  would  not  be 
affected,  the  actual  rights  and  the  pre- 
sent privileges  enjoyed  by  the  Ulster 
tenants  would  in  no  degree  be  affected ; 
but  the  rights  and  rente  of  the  landlord 
would  be  saved  from  the  future  deteriora- 
tion which  would  ensue  if,  unfortunately, 
the  Cbmmissioners  should  think  that  the 
pices  given  for  the  tenant  right  in  the 
nitare  were  to  be  considered  as  a  solid 
reason  for  reducing  the  rent. 

Thb  Eabl  of  ASTNESLEY  wished  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
to  tell  him  what  he  thought  the  Court 
would  be  likely  to  do  in  the  following 
ease : — Suppose  a  tenant  in  Ulster  haid 
siyen  60  years'  purchase  for  an  acre  of 
land,  and  that  the  land  to  the  land- 
lord was  only  worth  20  years'  purchase, 
how  did  the  noble  Lord  think  the  Court 
▼oidd  act  if  the  tenant  applied  to  them 
fo  fix  a  judicial  rent? 
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Visoorar    TBMPLETOWN 
ported  the  Amendment. 

LoED  CABtmOFOED,  in  reply,  said, 
as  far  as  he  understood  the  noble  Earl's 
(the  Earl  of  Annealey's)  question,  it 
stated  a  miraculous  case.  Supposing, 
however,  that  such  a  mirade  occurred, 
he  should  neither  expect  nor  approve 
any  sudi  result  flowina^  from  it  as;  was 
apprehended  by  the  noble  EarL  In  fact, 
there  would  be  no  such  result  from  the 
Bill. 

The  Eabl  op  ANNESLEY  thought 
he  was  entitled  to  have  an  answer  to  hi9 
question.  He  asked4he  noble  Lord  &e 
Lord  Privy  Seal  to  give  his  opinion  as 
to  what  the  Commissioners  woul4  do  in 
that  given  case.  Evidently,  the  noble 
Lord  was  9ot  acquainted  with  the  prices 
paid  for  taiant  right  in  Ulster.  Forty 
years'  purchase  was  no  extraordinaiy 
price  for  tenant  right  in  Ulster.  Th6 
price  had  often  gone  as  high  as  60  and 
60  years'  purchase. 

On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  dMd§d : 
—Contents  157 ;  Not-Contents  110:  Ma- 
jority 47. 
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Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Mabqttbss  OF  SAUSBXTBY  said, 
it  would  not  be  necessaiy  to  move  the 
other  Amendments  of  whioh  he  had 
eiyen  Notice  to  the  clause,  they  being 
directed  to  the  same  object  as  the 
Amendment  agreed  to — that  was,  to 
prevent  the  rent  of  the  landlord  from 
being  nound  down  by  the  proceedings 
ofiheOourt. 
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Ijobi>  STANLEY  of  ALDEBLET  in 
moTing^y  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  9, 
after  sub-seotion  (8),  add  as  new  snb- 
aeotioii — 

•*  (9.)  Wherever  a  judicial  rent  has  been 
fixed  by  the  Court,  if  the  payment  of  that  rent 
ihall  he  withheld  more  than  six  months  after  it 
shall  have  ^beoome  due,  the  tenant  shall  pay 
interest  on  that  rent  at  the  rate  of  five  per 
oentom  per  annum  from  the  date  of  its  be- 
coadxkg  due," 

said,  that|  apart  from  other  causes,  there 
was  Rreat  probability  that  rents  would 
still   De  witnheld,  owing  to  the  general 
arersion  to  punctuality  in  money  pay- 
ments,  wbich  was  greater  in  Ireland 
than  elsewbere.    Tbe  Bill  did  not  pro- 
Tide  for  enforcing  the  payment  of  rent 
wlien  due,  and  the  expectation  of  the 
public  was  that  the  new  rents  should  be 
punctuidly  paid.    A  clause  such  as  this 
was  common  in  Scotch  leases,  and  in 
some  cases  they  contained  a  much  higher 
penalty  for  impunctuality,  amounting  to 
20  per  cent.    At  present  Irish  landlords 
were  obb'ged  to  borrow — if  they  were 
able  to  borrow — at  a  much  higher  rate 
of  interest,  while  the  tenants  who  kept 
back  their  rents  put  their  money  on  de- 
posit into  the  banks.     This  sub-section 
would  be  a  boon  to  tenants  under  judi- 
cial rents,  since  it  would  giye  them  six 
months'  law,  instead  of  their  havinff  to 
pay  immediately  their  rents  were  aue, 
as  was  supposed  by  the  Bill. 

liOBD  OBANMORE  and  BROWNE 
obserred,  that  the  Irish  Oovemment  was 
in  Uie  habit  of  charging  5  per  cent  on 
allpayments  due  to  the  Oovemment. 

TisLz  Eabl  op  KLMBERLEY  opposed 
the  Amendment,  remarking  that  the 
payment  of  arrears  was  already  a  diffi- 
cult matter  in  Ireland,  and  would  hardly 
be  facilitated  by  the  addition  of  a  charge 
of  5  per  cent. 

Lord  ORANMORE  ato  BROWNE 
said,  that  the  Amendment  was  not  an 
extraordinary  proposition;  but  he  did 
not  think  that,  if  agreed  to,  it  would  be 
of  any  use. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Olause  8  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Lease  approved  by  Court 
during  its  continuance  to  exclude  provi- 
sions of  the  Act). 

VisooTJirr  MONOK  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in* page  10,  line  31,  after 


H2 

("tenancy")  insert  ("  and  for  a  term 
not  exceedinc^  sixty  years.")  The  effect 
of  the  Amenmnent  would  be  that,  at  the 
expiration  of  a  judicial  lease  of  a  ten- 
ancy for  a  term  not  exceeding  60  years, 
the  lessee  of  such  tenancy  would  be 
deemed  to  be  the  tenant  of  a  present 
ordinary  tenancy  from  year  to  year. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  interted 
accordingly. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
moved,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  10, 
line  32,  to  leave  out  ("present")  and 
insert  ("  future  ")  in  the  provision  that, 
at  the  expiration  of  a  judicial  lease,  the 
lessee  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  tenant 
of  a  present  ordinary  tenancv  firom  year 
to  year  at  the  rent  and  subject  to  the 
conditions  of  the  lease. 

Lord  CARUNGFORD  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com* 
mittee)  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  10  and  11  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Regulations  as  to  sales  and 
application  to  Court  to  fix  rent). 

Earl  CAIRNS  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  12,  line  25,  to  leave  out 
("  founded  on  notice  to  quit,")  and  in- 
sert— 

(<<  As  in  the  case  of  a  power  of  re-entry  upon 
condition  broken  contained  in  a  lease.  Pro- 
vided always,  That  the  tenant  may,  before  any 
such  proceedings  are  taken  by  the  landlordy 
apply  to  the  Land  Ck>mmis8ion,  or,  daring  the 
pondency  of  such  proceedings,  apply  to  the 
court  in  which  the  same  may  be  pending,  for 
relief;  and  the  Land  Commission  or  the  said 
court  may  grant  or  refuse  relief  as  the  Land 
Commission  or  the  said  court,  havinff  regard  to 
the  conduct  of  the  parties  and  to  all  the  cir« 
cumstances  of  the  case,  thinks  fit,  and  in  case 
of  relief  may  grant  it  on  such  terms,  if  any,  as 
to  costs,  expenses,  damages,  penalty,  or  other 
matters  rdative  to  the  breach  as  to  them  seems 
fit.  ProTided  also,  that  no  relief  shall  bo  given 
to  any  tenant  under  this  section  unless  at  the 
time  of  the  application  for  relief  such  breach 
shall  have  absolutely  ceased." 

The  noble  and  learned  Earl  remarked 
that  the  only  way  in  which,  after  a  breach 
of  a  statutory  condition  other  than  the 
payment  of  rent,  a  landlord  could  get 
rid  of  a  tenant  was  by  giving  notice  to 
Quit.  Two  serious  consequences  would 
now  from  that  arrangement,  as  it  at 
present  stood.  One  would  be  that  the 
Wdlord  would  be  liable  to  pay  the  ten- 
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ant  compensation  for  disturbance  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
another  was  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
long  notice  required  to  be  given  in  Ire- 
land, the  landlord  might  have  to  wait 
for  12  or  even  18  months  before  he  could 
get  rid  of  a  tenant.  That,  he  thought,  was 
undesirable,  and  he  therefore  hoped  the 
Government  would  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
was  sorry  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
view  taken  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  (Earl  Cairns) ;  and  he  must  there- 
fore express  a  hope  that  their  Lordships 
would  not  accept  the  Amendment.  Its 
effect  would  be  to  entirely  invert  in 
point  of  severity  the  practice  which  had 
hitherto  prevailed  in  Lreland  with  re- 
gard to  non-payment  of  rent  and  breaches 
of  conditions  of  this  character.  He 
should  therefore  advise  their  Lordships 
to  adhere  to  the  present  state  of  things, 
which  afforded  many  practical  advan- 
tages, and  which  was  understood  by  the 
tenants.  If  they  gave  the  landlord  the 
power  of  immediate  re-entry,  a  power  al- 
most unknown  in  Ireland,  the  effect  of 
such  stringent  legislation  would  be  to  pro- 
duce a  large  amount  of  irritation.  In  the 
Act  of  1870  there  were  clauses  which 
prevented,  in  a  great  many  cases  of  this 
Kind,  the  granting  of  compensation  for 
disturbance ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands 
of  the  Oourt. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  that  if  he  un- 
derstood the  Government  to  say  that  the 
clauses  referred  to  would  prevent  com- 
pensation in  all  the  cases  at  which  his 
Amendment  was  aimed,  then  he  would 
be  satisfied. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  was 
afraid  that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
was  asking  too  much. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  in 
order  to  take  a  division  on  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  put  on  the  Paper 
by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Waterford),  and  which  would  raise  the 
same  question  further  on. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Eabl  cairns  said,  the  Bill  pro- 
vided that  a  tenant  in  arrear  could  sell 
hlB  holding,  and  pay  the  rent  out  of  the 
purohase  monev,  and  the  idea  of  the 
Bill  seemed  to  be  that  in  thia  way  ejeot- 
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ment  would  be  superseded.  But  there 
was  no  mode  of  putting  the  tenant  in 
motion  for  the  purpose  of  selling  hit 
holding  and  making  that  payment.  The 
landlora,  therefore,  had  to  go  through 
the  circuitous  process  of  eieotment,  and 
then  the  tenant  could  sell.  That,  he 
thought,  was  an  objectionable  mode  of 
procedure,  and  in  order  to  obviate  it  he 
would  move,  in  pages  12  and  13,  to 
leave  out  sub-section  ("4,")  and  insert — 


"(4.)  Where  not  less  than  one  year's  i 
of  a  judicial  rent  payable  in  respect  of  a  hold- 
ing is  doe  to  the  limdlord,  it  shall  be  competent 
to  the  landlord  (without  prejudice  to  any  other 
remedy  for  the  recovery  of  such  arrears)  to 
apply  for  and  obtain  from  the  court  an  order 
that,  unless  the  amount  of  arrears  of  rent  be 
paid  within  a  time  to  be  named  in  such  order 
(not  being  longer  than  three  montiis  from  the 
inaking  of  the  order),  the  interest  c^  the  tenant 
in  the  holding  shall  be  sold  by  the  diai£f  in 
like  manner  as  chattel  intwests  in  Lmd  are  now 
sold  under  a  writ  of  Jt.  fa.  ; 

"Provided  that— 

**  (a)  The  interest  so  sold  shall  be  assigned  to 
the  purchaser  by  a  deed  to  be  executed  by  the 
court  which  has  made  the  order  for  sale ;  and 

**  {b)  The  purchaser  shall  be  entitled  to  an 
order  from  tne  court,  in  the  nature  of  an  in- 
junction, for  the  sheriff  to  put  the  purchaMT 
into  possession  of  the  interest  which  shaU  ap- 
pear by  the  said  assignment  to  have  been 
granted  to  the  purchaser ;  and 

**  (c)  Where  a  sale  takes  place  under  sach  an 
order  the  landlord  phall  have  no  right  of  pre- 
emption; and 

"  {d)  The  arrears  of  rent  and  the  cost  of  the 
proceedings  under  this  section  shall  be  a  first 
charge  upon  the  purchase  moneys." 

The  LOED  OHANOELLOB  said,  he 
was  surprised  that  such  a  scheme  should 
be  recommended  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  He  could  not  see  his  way  to 
accept  the  Amendment,  which  was  in  no 
way  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
landlord's  interests,  and  which  would 
practically  take  away  tbe  tenant's  right 
of  free  sale.  Under  the  law  as  it  stood 
the  tenant  was  entitled  to  six  months' 
notice,  and  it  was  his  interest  to  avail 
himself  of  the  power  of  sale.  He  de- 
precated the  idea  of  making  that  power 
comnulsory.  He  therefore  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  not  accept  it.  The 
Amendment  also  proposed  to  attribute 
to  the  Court  under  this  Bill,  which  was 
in  principle  a  Court  of  Arbitration  or 
conciliation  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant, the  functions  of  the  ordinary  Courts 
of  Law,  including  that  of  issuing  writs  to 
sherififo  for  process  of  ezeoution.  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  leave  the 
question  to  the  presentlegal  mthoritiei^ 
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and  inuted  liis  noble  and  learned  Friend 
would  not  press  it. 

Lord  O'HAOAN,  said,  that  a  sale 
nnder  a  writ  of  fi.  fa.  in  Iroland  was  not 
generallj  satisfactory.  He  thought  such 
a  sale  would  be  injurious  to  the  tenant 
and  not  beneficial  to  the  landlord;  and  as 
the  landlord  had  ample  power  at  present 
he  saw  no  occasion  for  me  Amendment. 

Eakl  CAIBNS  thought  the  tenant 
would  be  much  worse  off  if  the  landlord 
treated  him  aa  an  ordinary  creditor 
would  treat  him.  The  Amendment  was 
really  in  the  tenant's  favour.  He  would 
not,  however,  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Th«  Mahqubss  of  WATBKFOED 
moved  in  page  13,  line  Id,  after  (''  ten- 
ancy,) "  to  insert — 

"  (6.)  A  tenant  compelled  to  quit  his  holding 
daimg  the  continuance  of  a  statutory  term  in 
his  t^umcy^  in  consequence  of  the  breach  by 
the  tenant  of  any  statutory  condition,  shtUl  not 
be  entitled  to  compensation  for  disturbance." 

His  object  was  to  prevent  the  landlord 
being  under  the  necessity  of  paying  his 
tenant  for  compensation  for  ^sturbance 
when  the  tenant  had  broken  his  statu- 
toiy  conditions.  It  was  just  that  such 
an  Amendment  should  be  agreed  to,  and 
he  therefore  hoped  his  noble  Friend  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  would  accept  it. 

LosD  GAELINOFOED  opposed  the 
Amendment.  He  held  that  we  tenant 
deserved  some  measure  of  compensa- 
tLon,  and,  in  aggravated  cases,  he  would 
only  get  it  on  a  very  small  scale.  In- 
deed, in  such  cases  aa  were  contemplated 
by  the  noble  Marquess  the  landlord 
would  undoubtedly  not  have  to  pay  com- 
pensation for  disturbance.  But  there 
were  cases  in  which  the  landlord  might 
aerre  notice  to  quit  for  a  breach  of 
conditions  that  might  only  be  of  a 
trifling  technical  character ;  and  in  such 
the  Government  deemed  it  best  not  to 
deprive  them  of  the  opportunity  of  ap- 
pealing to  the  benefits  of  the  oompensa- 
tioa  clauses.  The  matter  was  dealt  with, 
and,  he  considered,  sufficiently  dealt 
with,  by  the  Act  of  1870. 

Ihb  Masqubss  of  WATEBFOED 
aaid,  that  his  noble  Friend  seemed  to 
have  fozgotten  his  own  Bill.  If  the 
eondition  broken  was  of  such  a  mode- 
rate character  as  contemplated  by  the 
noble  Lord,  then  the  Court  would  grant 
the  tenant  relief  under  Section  4  of  the 
Tttj  diHise  tibey  were  discuaaing.     He 


contended  that  the  Bill  was  not  speoifio 
upon  the  subject,  and  urged  that  it 
would  be  a  terrible  thing  if  the  tenants 
were  able  to  break  the  standing  condi- 
tions and  then  claim  compensation.  The 
Amendment  was  a  very  proper  one,  and 
he  should  press  it  to  a  division. 

LoBD  HAELECH  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Thb  Eael  op  LONQFOED  said,  the 
Government  had  not  shown  sufficient 
reason  why  the  Amendment  should  not 
be  introduced. 

TusLOED  OHANOELLOE  repeated 
the  assurance  given  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  that  the  Land  Act 
of  1870  covered  the  subject  of  the  noble 
Marquess's  Amendment.  He]  did  not 
think  it  was  really  worth  while  to  alter 
the  Bill  in  such  a  small  matter. 

The  Eabl  op  DUNEAVEN  said,  it 
might  not  always  be  a  tenant's  fault 
that  he  could  not  keep  the  statutory 
conditions ;  and,  if  it  were  not  his  fault, 
it  was  hard  that  he  should  be  debarred 
from  making  a  claim  for  disturbance. 
He  might  be  bankrupt  through  no  fault 
of  his  own. 

The  Mabquess  op  SALISBUEY  said, 
the  intention  was  to  restrain  capricious 
eviction;  but  would  anybody  say  that 
it  was  capricious  eviction  for  a  landlord 
to  get  rid  of  a  tenant  who  was  default- 
ing in  payment  ?  It  was  not  a  trivial 
Amendment.  Oould  anyone  imagine  a 
condition  more  unpleasant  than  to  be 
surrounded  by  tenants  who  were  in  a 
condition  of  bankruptcy  ?  But,  as  the 
clause  stood,  unless  the  landlord  was 
prepared  to  face  a  sweeping  claim  for 
compensation,  he  could  not  afford  to 
evict,  but  would  be  forced  to  retain 
banlmipts  as  tenants.  The  noble  Lord 
depended  very  much  on  the  Oourt  re- 
straining action  of  this  kind.  All  he 
could  say  was,  he  wished  the  Oourt  ex- 
isted now,  and  that  its  jurisdiction  ex- 
tended to  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

The  Eabl  op  PEMBEOKE  said,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack had  tried  to  argue  something  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  declared  to  be 
unarguable. 

T^  Eabl  op  AIEUE  said,  he  could 
not  see  why  a  landlord  should  pay  a 
fine  because  a  tenant  was  unable  to  pay 
his  rent. 

LoBD  PENZANCE  said,  if  a  breach 
of  the  statutory   conditions  was  of  a 
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slight  character,  the  reasonable  conclu- 
sion was,  that  the  tenants  should  not  be 
evicted  for  it.  To  say,  however,  that  a 
tenant  ought  to  be  evicted  for  breach  of 
statutory  conditions,  and  then  that  the 
landlord  should  give  him  compensation, 
seemed  to  be  absurd  on  the  face  of  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  13  (Limited  administration  for 
purposes  of  sale). 

On  Motion  of  the  Earl  of  Belmobe, 
the  following  Amendment  made:' — In 
page  13,  line  27,  leave  out  ("may"), 
and  insert  ("  shall.") 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Provision  for  determina- 
tion of  estate  of  immediate  landlord). 

Lord  CLONCURRY  said,  he  observed 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  on  the 
Front  Bench  (Earl  Cairns)  had  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  to  strike  out  the  clause  al- 
together. He  (Lord  Cloncurry)  himself 
had  two  Amendments  to  it  on  the  Paper. 
He  would,  however,  withdraw  the  &rst, 
and  would  ask  their  Lordships'  favour- 
able consideration  to  the  second.  The 
clause  provided  that  in  the  case  of  a 
tenancy  from  year  to  year,  if  the  estate 
of  the  immediate  landlord  was  deter- 
mined during  its  continuance,  then  the 
next  superior  landlord  should  stand  in 
the  relation  of  immediate  landlord  to 
the  tenant,  and  have  the  rights  and  be 
subject  to  the  obligations  of  an  imme« 
diate  landlord.  The  Amendment  he  would 
move  was  to  add  at  end  of  clause  the 
words — 

{"  Provided,  that  a  superior  landlord  shall  not 
be  subject  to  any  obligations  in  respect  of  any 
iinder-tenancy  created  without  his  express  con- 
sent.") 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  the  middleman  occupied  for  the 
time  being  the  position  of  the  superior 
landlord,  and  the  tenant  was  clearly  en- 
titled to  the  same  benefits  he  would 
have  had  under  the  middleman,  just  as 
the  tenants  in  a  settle^  estate  were  en- 
titled to  expect  that  a  succeeding  life 
tenant  would  carry  out  the  engagements 
of  his  predecessor. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  that,  so  far  as  re- 
garded settled  estates,  it  was  obvious 
that  the  tenant  for  life  must  represent 
the  whole  estate  for  the  time  being,  and 
on  his  death  his  position  as  landlord 
lord  Penwan€$ 


ought  to  be  carried  on  by  the  next  in 
succession.  If  the  clause  were  confined 
to  that  he  should  not  have  a  word  to 
say.  But  from  communications  he  had 
received  from  various  quarters,  the 
question  of  middlemen  was  one  of  ex- 
treme importance  in  Ireland  upon  many 
estates,  large  and  small,  and  in  cases 
brought  to  his  knowledge  property  to 
the  extent  of  many  thousands  a-year 
was  involved.  Under  some  old  leases 
land  was  let  to  middlemen  at  what  was 
then  supposed  to  be  a  fair  rent,  or  at 
less  than  a  fair  rent  where  a  fine  had 
been  paid.  The  middleman  let  to  sub* 
tenants,  and  now  hundreds  of  tenants 
were  in  possession,  having  no  connectioa 
whatever  with  the  owner  who  had  made 
the  lease  to  the  middleman.  The  pro* 
perty  had  probably  changed  hands,  and 
the  purchasers  bought  it  upon  the  foot- 
ing that  the  lease  would  shortly  ter* 
minate,  and  fully  anticipated  at  the  dose 
of  these  leases,  that  they  should  be 
allowed  to  resume  possession  of  their 
property.  They  had  made  arrange^ 
ments  on  that  supposition,  and  a  num- 
ber of  leases  would  shortly  fall  in  to  the 
superior  landlord.  The  effect  of  this 
clause  would  be  that  the  head  landlord^ 
between  whom  and  the  under  tenants 
there  was  no  privity  whatever,  would  be 
compelled  to  come  into  Court  at  the  in- 
stigation  of  the  tenant,  who  would  olaun 
to  be  tenant  in  perpetuity.  Thus  eyerj 
arrangement  which  had  been  made  would 
be  nullified,  and  the  loss  to  land- 
lords would  be  incalculable.  He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  be  careful,  there- 
fore, before  they  adopted  a  clause  whidh 
in  this  aspect  seemed  to  be  perfectly 
foreign  to  all  the  other  provisions  of  die 
Bill.  If  this  was  to  be  the  effect  of  the 
clause,  he  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
adopt  the  Amendment  he  intended  to 
propose. 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE  asked  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wo(d!» 
sack  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  whether* 
under  the  wording  of  the  clause,  if  ft 
tenant  had  |)ossession  from  length  of 
occupancy  without  paying  any  jea% 
against  a  middleman,  the  superior  land- 
lord would  not  be  bound  by  the  middle* 
man's  neglect  ?  He  had  heard  of  soioli 
a  case 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  replied, 
that  such  would  not  be  the  case. 

Lord  CARUNGFORD  sud,  he  was 
not  inclined  to  take  part  in  that  rathtf*' 
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I^gsl   diaeaanon;  but  lie  saw  clearly 
flBOO^   that  to  strike  out  this  dause 
vonla  be  a  Tory  aerioaa  injury  to  the 
fiilL    Not  only  that,  but  the  Amend- 
■ant  of  the  noble  Lord   as  proposed 
would  eridentlY  aweep  out  of  the  pur- 
paw  of  the  Bill  all  the  advantages  whioh 
il  was  intended  to  confer  upon  a  very 
oonaiderable  number  of  occupying  ten- 
aata  scattered  idl  over  Ireland.    From 
the  moment  the  Bill  was  passed,  every 
ocenpying  tenant  would  have  under  a 
middie  landlord  all  the  rights  of  any 
occapier  in  Ireland.    If  thisclause 
stracK  oat,  the  moment  the  middle- 
diaappeared  every  one  of   these 
its  would  lose  the  rights  conferred 
them  by  Parliament.    That  was  a 
iBsnlt  which  their  Lordships  would  not 
wish  to  arise,  as  if  an  Irish  proprietor 
ftoogbt  fit  to  part  with  his  land,  and 
haabd  orer  hia  rights  to  another  per- 
son, lie  most  be  prepared  to  abide  by  the 
issolts,  unless  the  middle  landlord  had 
ssated  oocnpyinff  tenants  contrary  to 
».     But  ify  consistently  with  his 
I,  he  had  created  those  occupying 
ttta,  it  wonld  be  highly  impohtic  to 
JspaTe  them  (rf  the  rights  which  all  oo- 
cspjing  tenants  would  possess  in  Ireland. 
Tub  probabililsy  was  that  upon  the  fall- 
ing m  of  the  lease   the  rents  of  the 
Moapying   tenants  would  be  found  to 
W  extremely    high.      Probably  those 
iMHits  would  come  to  the  Court  and 
■k  fiir  a  redaction;  but  a  reduction 
Isold  do  no  harm  to  the  landlord ;  not 
fts  least,  beoause  the  middle  landlords 
we  in  the  habit  of  obtaining  rents, 
sindi  the  superior  landlord  would  pro- 
khlj  not  think  of  asking.  Not  only  that, 
hit  the  reduced  rent  would  be  worth 
BOSS  to  the  limdlord  than  the  rent  which 
ha  St  present  received  from  the  middle- 
Ban  for  a  lease  made  possibly  100  years 
ago.  Take,  for  instance,  the  case  of  Lord 
ratsmouth.  Lord  Portsmouth's  income 
was  Tory  much  increased  by  the  falling 
is  of  cAd  leases,  although  he  reduced 
fts  zenta  which  the  occupying  tenants 
ksd  been  paying  to  the  middlemen. 
"      ICabquxss  of  SAUSBUEY  con- 
that  it  would  be  a  piece  of  iujus- 
to  give  a  leaseholder  perpetuity  of 
re.    He  would  refer  their  Ix>rdship8 
Id  Ae  esse  of  a  man  who,  having  bought 
in  the  Landed  Estates  Court, 
on  the  expiration  of  the  lease  of 
a  BiddDsmanf  a  sub-tenant  who  neither 
ksd  shQi^  to  Harm  properly  nor  was 


able  to  pay  a  fair  rent,  but  who  yet 
would  obtain  by  the  Bill  perpetuity  or 
"durability"  of  tenure.  It  would  be 
well  for  the  Government  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  and  thus  remove  the  ques- 
tion of  leases  from  this  clause  altogether. 
Unless  the  Government  consented  to 
make  some  considerable  modification 
in  the  clause,  the  Opposition  would 
have  no  alternative  but  to  go  to  a  di- 
vision. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  that  the 
remedy  in  such  a  case  as  that  suggested 
by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  would  be  to  fix  a  judicial 
rent  for  the  tenant.  On  that  being 
done,  if  the  tenant  could  not  pay  what 
the  Court  deemed  a  proper  rent  he 
would  have  to  go.  He  thought  the 
clause,  as  it  stood,  afforded  ample  pro- 
tection to  the  occupying  tenant. 

The  MuiQUEss  of  LANSDOWNE 
thought  that  many  hard  cases  would 
occur  under  the  clause  as  it  now  stood. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  took  the 
same  view ;  but  held  that  it  would  be  a 
serious  thing  to  exempt  any  considerable 
number  of  sub-tenants  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  It  should  be  distinctly  de- 
clared whether  the  sub-tenants  or  middle- 
men, on  the  expiration  of  their  leases, 
were  to  be  regarded  as  present  or  future 
tenants  under  the  Act. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  they 
would  rank  as  present  tenants. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) toithdratcn. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  he  wished  to 
move  Amendments  to  the  clause.  As 
it  stood  upon  the  Bill,  it  provided  that — 

'*  If  in  tho  cose  of  any  holding  the  ostato  of 
the  immediate  landlord  for  the  time  being  is 
determined  during  the  continuance  of  any  ten- 
ancy from  year  to  year,  whether  subject  or  not 
subject  to  statutory  conditions,  the  next  superior 
landlord  for  tho  time  being  shall,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  Act,  during  the  continuance  of 
such  tenancy,  stand  in  tho  relation  of  imme- 
diate landlord  to  the  tenant  of  the  tenancy,  and 
have  the  rights  and  be  subject  to  tho  obligations 
of  an  immc^te  landlord." 

He  moved  that  the  words  (''imme- 
diate'*)  and  ("for  the  time,")  in  page 
13,  Unes  31  and  32,  be  omitted  from  the 
clause. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Moved,  In  page  13,  line  32,  after 
(''being")  to  insert  C'alimitedowner.") 
--(^The  Earl  Cairns,) 

[Second  If ight.[  ^ 
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On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided : 
— Oontents  133  ;  Not  Contents  65  :  Ma- 
jority 68. 
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tages  not  to  be  within  the  restriotumf  w 
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On  the  Motion  of  the  Earl  of  Limb- 
mioK,  the  fbllowixiff  Amendments  made : 
—''In  page  14,  Une  6,  after  ("may") 
insert  ("  after  senrioe  of  the  prescribed 
notioe  npon  the  landlord  ") ;  and  in  line 
8,  after  ("  land  ")  insert— 

(**  In  a  litiuition  to  be  approred  by  the  land- 
tori,  or  InHnff  such  approral  to  be  determined 
bjttMOOiutn 

Thx  EiLBi.  OF  LIMEBIOK  moved  to 
leave  out  from  (''land")  in  line  13  to 
("  acres  ")  in  line  20,  and  insert — 

(**  Any  portion  of  any  holding  so  let  does  not 
Bzeead  hatf  an  acre  in  each  case,  and  that  the 
totel  mnmber  of  aach  leitings  of  portions  of  a 
holding  does  not  exceed  one  for  every  twenty- 
fire  acres  of  tillage  land  contained  in  the  hold- 

His  cMre  was  to  put  the  Bill  back  in 
its  original  Aape  as  it  passed  through 
^e  Ocmimittee  in  "  another  place."    As 
it  now  stood,  it  would  be  possible  for 
inyone  with  a  holding  of  four  or  five 
acres  to  establish  another  cottage ;  but 
M  it  passed  the  Oommittee  of  the  other 
House,  the  holding  must  be  of  25  acres, 
or  another  oottage  oouldnot  be  erected. 
Hsdesiredto  restore  these  words,  and  to 
say  that  a  cottage  should  only  be  erected 
where  there  were  26  acres  of  arable  land 
m  the  holding.    As  the  Bill  stood,  any- 
one could  erect  a  cottage  ui>on  a  hold- 
ing ip  to  25  acres.    If  it  consisted  of  26 
•eras,  two  cottages  mifi^ht  be  erected, 
•nd  if  the  holdmg  haa  51  acres  three 
oottages  might  be  established,  and  so  on 
in  proportion.     It  would  be  a  danger- 
ous thmg  to  increase  to  such  an  ex- 
tent the  power  of  building  cottages,  and 
be  would  only  allow  one  when  me  hold- 
ing was  actually  one  of  25  acres  of  arable 
Ittd,  because  unless  that  were  the  limit 
constant  occupation  for  the  inmates  could 
notbefoundL 

Tn  Mabqubss  of  WATEEFOED 
considered  the  Amendment  to  be  a 
ntsonable  one,  and  hoped  it  would  be 
Mospted  by  the  Government. 

hm)  OARUNGFOHD  said,  there 
CMmed  to  be  a  suffident  reason  why  a 
baid-and-fast  line  should  not  be  drawn 
^  S6  seres,  becMise  a  cottage  miffht  be 
'cqnlred  when  the  holding  was  oiJy  24^ 
^cns.  It  was,  therefore,  thought  better 
M  to  draw  an  absolute  line,  butto  leave 

Gerto  put  up  a  cottage,  although  the 
liQg  might  be  below  25  acres,  of 
^cpae  under  the  sanction  of  the  Oourt, 
^^O^oqX  whieb  in  no  case  could  it  be 


done.  Thttre  wtas  ateo  this  positive  con- 
dition— that  the  college  must  be  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  iSie  holding. 

The  Earl  op  DONOUGHMORE  said, 
that  if  a  man  held  24^  acres  of  arable 
land  upon  his  holding,  he  could  easily 
till  half  an  acre  more  to  bring  it  up  to 
the  25  acres  which  would  entitle  him  to 
ask  for  another  cottage.  He  supported 
the  Amendment,  because  it  was  certain 
that  an  extra  cottage  was  not  required 
on  the  small  holding.  This  was  really 
the  sort  of  sub-division  that  they  wanted 
to  guard  against. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
supported  the  Amendment. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  pointed 
out  that  their  object  was  to  encourage 
the  building  of  cottages  where  they  were 
needed.  Me  did  not  think  the  tenants 
would  desire  to  build  much  imder  the 
restrictions  of  the  clause.  If  there  were 
no  such  restrictions,  no  doubt  they  could 
build  and  sub-let ;  but  the  Courts  would 
have  to  decide  whether  the  proposal  was 
necessary  and  reasonable  or  not.  He 
failed  to  see  any  danger,  because  the 
clause  was  fully  guarded. 

The  Earl  of  LIMEKCCE  said,  the 
great  danger  would  arise  in  the  case  of 
smaller  farms.  The  tenant  would  put 
up  a  house  for  the  use  of  some  memoer 
of  his  family,  calling  him  a  labourer. 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  in  that 
case  it  would  not  be  necessary  for  the 
holding. 

Amendmentii^r^  io ;  wcnrds  iuhatituUd 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  a^rud  to. 

Clause  17  (Power  of  court,  on  appli- 
cation for  the  determination  of  a  judi- 
cial rent,  to  impose  conditions  as  to 
labourers'  cottages). 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
moved,  in  page  14,  line  26,  to  leave  out 
r«  may,  if  it  thinks  fit "),  and  insert 
(<<sh^.")  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment was  to  make  the  action  of  the 
Court  compulsory  instead  of  optional. 

Lord  CAEUNGFORD  said,  it  was 
impossible  to  accept  the  Amendment,  as 
it  would  bind  the  Court  down  by  im- 
perative rules. 

Amendment  negaiwed. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEBLEY,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  at  end  of 
danse,  to  add— 
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**  PtOTided  that  inoh  rent  ahall  not  be  mote 
than  five  ahillingB  in  exoeM  of  the  amount  due 
upon  the  holding  in  proportion  to  the  rent  of 
the  entire  holding  paid  by  the  tenant  to  the 
landlord,  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  any  build- 
ings erected  by  the  tenant  for  the  sub-tenant." 

said,  that  whilst  the  tenants  were  paving 
10«.  or  15«.  to  the  landlord  for  the  land 
of  these  holdings,  yet  the  sub-tenants 
were  frequently  paying  to  them  as  much 
as  £8,  and  even  £12.  The  worst 
dwellings  in  Ireland  were  those  which 
were  sub-let  by  farmers ;  many  of  them 
were  not  fit  for  habitation,  yet  the  land- 
lords got  the  discredit  of  them.  The 
Lord  I^yy  Seal  would  hardly  repeat 
what  had  been  said  in  ''  another  place," 
that  labourerer  had  no  votes;  and  the 
accepting  of  this  Proviso  would  do  a 
great  deal  towards  relieving  the  la- 
bourers, and  avoiding  more  time  being 
taken  up  next  Session  on  their  behaK 
through  the  neglect  of  them  by  the  Qo- 
vemment  on  the  present  occasion. 

Lord  OARLINGFORD  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  fugattved. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Olause  18  (Rules  as  to  determination 
of  tenancy). 
The  Eabl  of  DUNRAVEN  moved,  in 

{)age  15,  sub-section  (3),  line  22,  to 
save  out  ("  present,")  and  insert  (**  fu- 
ture.") As  the  sub-section  stood,  it 
read  as  follows : — 

*' Where  a  present  tenancy  in  a  holding  is 
purchased  by  the  landlord  from  the  tenant  in 
exercise  of  his  right  of  nre-emption  under  this 
Act,  and  not  on  the  application  or  by  the  wish 
of  the  tenant,  or  as  a  bidder  in  the  open  market, 
then  if  the  landlord  within  fifteen  years  from 
the  passing  of  this  Act  re-lets  the  same  holding 
to  another  tenant,  the  same  shall  be  subject 
from  and  after  the  time  when  it  has  been  so  re- 
let, to  all  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  which  are 
applicable  to  present  tenancies." 

Lord  OARLINGFORD  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment,  as  it  would 
defeat  the  Government's  purpose  in 
making  a  period  of  15  years'  rest  after 
the  BiH  passed.  The  object  of  the  clause 
was  to  guard  against  the  risk  of  the 
powers  of  the  landlord  being  exercised 
to  a  large  extent  during  the  first  years 
of  the  operation  of  the  Act  for  the  pur- 
pose of  converting  present  into  future 
tenancies  on  a  larger  scale,  by  which  the 
policy  of  the  measure  might  be  thwarted, 
and  its  efiPect  impaired. 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  LANSDOWNE 
supported  the  Amendment,  which  was 

Ifiri  Sianleif  of  Alderley 


similar  to  one  of  which  he  had  himsdf 
given  Notice,  and  said  he  could  not  ses 
me  force  of  the  objection  taken  to  it  on 
behalf  of  the  Government. 

Earl  0AIRN8  was  understood  to  say 
that  it  seemed  to  be  presumed  that  tiie 
landlord's  right  of  pre-emption  could 
always  be  exercised  against  the  wiU  of 
the  tenant.  That  was  not  necessaxily 
so.  The  effect  of  the  clause  would  be 
that  if  the  landlord  exercised  his  right 
of  pre-emption  he  must  retain  the  land ; 
otherwise,  if  he  re-let  it  within  15  yean 
he  would  create  a  perpetuity  tenant 

The  Dukb  of  AkGYLL  said,  he 
could  not  let  that  opportunity  pass  with- 
out entering  his  solemn  protest  against 
the  policy  of  the  clause.  He  believed  it 
to  be  wholly  wrong,  and  calculated  to 
prove  ruinous  to  the  peace  of  Ireland. 
The  olause  was  proposed  on  the  principle 
of  "  anything  for  a  quiet  life."  It  wai 
proposed  in  order  to  r>revent  the  land- 
lord from  doing  with  his  property  finr  a 
period  of  15  ^ears  that  whioh  it  was  ad- 
mitted he  nught  do  with  perfect  reason, 
and  with  advantage  to  the  oommunity— 
and  all  because  it  would  be  displeasing 
to  the  Land  League.  That  was  the  long 
and  the  short  of  this  policy.  It  was  a 
thoroughly  false  policy  with  regard  to 
Ireland ;  and  it  was  tending  more  and 
more  to  the  demoralization  of  public 
opinion,  by  giving  to  such  a  course  the 
sanction  of  the  Gbvemment.  Let  the  Go- 
vernment give  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
everjrthing  it  thought  was  just,  and  take 
from  the  landlordseverypower  it  thought 
they  had  abused.  Let  them  do  what 
they  liked  in  that  matter;  but,  when 
they  had  given  a  residuum  of  power  to 
the  landlord,  leave  them  to  the  free 
exercise  of  that.  Do  not  let  them  teach 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland  that  nothing 
was  to  be  done  for  15  years,  lest  they 
should  agitate  against  it.  The  policy  of 
the  Government  was  entirely  wrong, 
and  might  produce  serious  delay  to  the 
progress  'of  the  agriculture  of  the  conn- 
try  ;  for,  if  a  lanSord  wished  to  consoli- 
date farms,  he  might  not  be  able  to  keep 
them  on  his  hands  for  15  years.  The 
sub-section  was  a  piece  of  pure  oowaidioe, 
made  out  of  pure  fear  of  the  Land 
League,  and  if  there  were  a  division  he 
should  vote  against  it. 

Thb  Earl  of  EIMBERLET  said,  the 
noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Ai^U)  had 
taken  advantage  of  a  particularly  small 
matter  to  deiioimce  the  Bill, 
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Tbs    Dusi  OF  ABOTLL :   No  ;  the 

Tax  Eabl  of  EIMBEELEY:  My 
noble  Priend  takes  advantage  of  the 
opportonity  afiPorded  by  a  small  clause 
of  the  Bill  to  say  that  our  policy  is  dic- 
tated by  cowardice. 

TsB  DxjKE  OF  ARGYLL:  Only  this 

clause.  

TsB  Eabl  of  EDfBERLEY:  No, 
BO,  no  ! 

Thk  Dud  of  ARGYLL:  Yes,  yes, 
yes!  It  arose  from  his  noble  Friend 
not    understanding  the  nature  of  the 

elause.  

Thb  Eabl  of  EDfBERLEY:   The 
object    in  the  sub-section  was  not  to 
prevent  agitation  caused  by  the  tenants, 
but  to  prevent  agitation  caused  by  the 
landlords.  The  (^vemment  were  airaid 
that  the  landlords  might  take  advantage 
of  this  power  of  pre-emption,  to  adopt 
the  course  of  destroying  present  tenan- 
oiee  and  convert  them  into  future  tenan- 
cies on  a  large  scale.    If  that  were  done 
by  landlords,  it  would  produce  an  agita- 
tion that  it  was  expedient  to  prevent ; 
and  they,  therefore,  thought  it  right  to 
insert  the  provision  in  the  Bill.    As  to 
the  statement  that  the  Government  were 
actuated  by  any  fear  of  the  Land  League, 
there  was  not  the  slightest  ground  for  it. 
Thb  Eabl  OF  LONGFORD :  There  is 
no  danger  of  an  agitation  being  com- 
menced by  the  landlords.    I  hope  the 
Amendment  will  be  pressed  to  a  divi- 
non. 

LoBD  EMLY  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
Temment  would  re-consider  their  deci- 
non  on  this  matter.  There  would  be 
comparatively  few  landlords  who  would 
be  able  to  exercise  this  right  of  pre- 
emption, so  that  the  (Government  were 
afraid  of  an  imaginary  difficulty. 

The  Mabqitbss  of  SALISBURY  said, 
the  cowardice  imputed  to  the  Govern- 
ment was  fear  of  responsibility ;  for  it 
was  not  certain  that,  15  years  hence,  the 
class  who  raised  the  agitation  now  would 
not  raise  an  agitation  then.  It  was, 
therefore,  simply  deferring  it  to  a  time 
when  other  persons  would  have  to  cope 
with  it ;  because,  even  if  a  Liberal  Go- 
venunent  were  in  power,  it  in  all  pro- 
bability would  not  be  constituted  as  now, 
or  hold  the  same  views.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  there  was  some  other 
hidden  policy,  which  the  (Government 
would  not  confess,  that  was  at  the  bottom 
of  these  mysterious  provisions.    If  so. 


he  would  exhort  them  to  unbosom  them- 
selves,  and  state  the  nature  of  the  evil 
that  might  follow  landlords  buying  up 
the  tenancies  on  their  estates.  What 
agitation  could  the  landlord  produce  by 
buying  un  his  own  property,  and  letting 
it  to  somebody  else  ?  If  they  anticipated 
that  such  an  agitation  would  be  pro- 
duced, and  that  it  would  be  dangerous 
to  the  peace  of  Ireland,  the  Government 
had  better  put  a  bold  face  on  it  and 
abolish  landlords  altogether.  The  sub- 
ject was  of  great  importance,  and  there 
was  no  ground  for  believing  that  future 
tenancies  would  be  an  evil  to  Ireland  15 
years  hence. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  they 
were  not  going  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
Committee  by  entering  into  any  dis- 
quisitions as  to  their  motives  and  moral 
conduct,  as  the  noble  Marquess  seemed 
to  wish.  The  noble  Marquess  was, 
happily ;  not  Gband  Inquisitor ;  but  if  he 
were,  and  if  he  put  the  Members  of  the 
€K>vemment  on  the  rack,  they  could  dis- 
cover no  other  motives  for  their  conduct 
than  those  they  had  already  avowed  to 
the  Committee. 

Lord  DENMAN  thought  the  clause 
contained  a  most  extraordinary  pro- 
vision, and  supported  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  word  iuhstt- 
tuted  accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  19  (Provision  as  to  existing 
leases). 

The  Marqubss  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  to 
leave  out  the  following  words : — 

"  Provided  that  at  the  expiration  of  such  ex- 
iiting  leases  tiie  lessees  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
tenants  of  present  ordinary  tenancies,  from 
year  to  year,  at  the  rents  and  subject  to  the 
conditions  of  their  leases  respectively,  so  far  as 
SQoh  conditions  are  appHoable  to  tenandes  from 
year  to  year,*' 

said,  that,  in  moving  the  Amendment, 
he  certainly  did  not  wish  to  go  behind 
the  principle  to  which  their  Lordships 
were  committed  by  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  When  they  agreed  to  the 
second  reading,  they  accepted  the  prin- 
ciple that  contract  was  not  in  future  to 
r^^ate  the  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland ;  but  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne)  ventured  to  submit  to 
the  Committee  that  there  was  a  point 
beyond  which  they  ought  not  to  go  or 
carry  this  crusade  against  contract.  The 
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wordB  he  proposed  to  omit  did  go  be- 
yond that  point.  Those  words,  it  must 
be  remembered,  formed  no  part  of  the 
original  Bill  as  introduced  by  the  Go- 
Temment.  The  Prime  Minister  said 
that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  make 
what  he  called  a  "holocaust  of  free- 
dom of  contract,"  and  he  added  that 
they  thought  it  no  part  of  their  duty 
to  interfere  with  current  leases.  But 
some  time  after,  for  some  reason  or  other 
not  yet  explained,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  changed  their  minds,  and 
they  changed  their  minds  with  a  ven- 
geance, for  they  proposed  that  tenants, 
at  the  end  of  existing  leases,  should 
be  ordinary  tenants  from  year  to  year. 
What  was  the  efifect  of  that  proposal  ? 
That  landlord  and  tenant  make  a  con- 
tract— a  perfectly  fSair  and  honourable 
diigagoment  on  both  sides ;  the  landlord 
parts  with  his  holding  for  the  term  of 
▼ears  at  a  reasonaUe  rent ;  the  tenant 
has  submitted  to  the  covenants,  one 
being  that  at  the  expiration  of  the  lease 
the  landlord  should  resume  the  holding. 
But  what  the  Proviso  of  the.  Gbvem- 
ment  proposed  was  what  neither  party 
ever  contemplated,  for  the  clause  im- 
ported into  the  contract  the  term,  that, 
over  and  above  the  31  years  or  longer 
period  of  the  lease,  the  tenant,  at  the 
end  of  that  period,  should  have  another 
lease  for  15  years,  renewable  for  ever, 
and  not  only  that,  but  that  he  should 
have  the  further  privilege  of  going  to  the 
Court,  and  getting  his  rent  revised,  and 
possibly  reduced.  Suppose  during  the 
81  years  of  the  lease  the  value  of  agri- 
cultural produce  had  become  afifected  by 
American  competition  or  otherwise,  the 
tenant  might  go  into  Court,  in  spite  of 
his  lease,  and  have  his  rent  revised,  and 
the  Court  would  compel  the  landlord  to 
continue  him  in  possession  at  the  re- 
duced rent,  though  the  landlord  might 
have  other  uses  to  which  he  would  wish 
to  put  his  land.  His  Amendment  pro- 
posed to  restore  the  Bill  to  its  original 
shape.  He  wished  particularly  to  ob- 
serve that  there  were  two  descriptions  of 
leases  which  would  not  be  touched  by  it 
— one,  the  Ulster  leases,  with  regard  to 
which  particular  precautions  had  been 
taken  in  another  part  of  the  clause; 
and  the  other,  Uie  leases  imposed 
by  the  landlord  on  the  tenant  under 
threat  of  eviction  —  leases  considered 
by  the  Court  unreasonable  and  unfair. 
The  only  leases  touched  by  his  Amend- 

Thtf  Miurf¥0u  of  Lanndowm 


ment  were  hmd  fISe  leases,  wliidh  tiiera 
was  no  reason  to  override.  For  yetxs 
past  it  had  been  the  reproach  <n  tiie 
Irish  landlords  that  they  did  not  give 
security  to  their  tenants.  From  the  time 
of  the  Devon  Commission  that  oomphdai 
had  been  made.  The  Devon  Commis- 
sioners warned  the  landlords  of  the  im- 
policy of  refusing  to  the  tenants  the 
security  of  propeny  framed  leases ;  sad 
now  those  landlords  who  had  aeospted 
that  warning  and  had  granted  mess 
leases  were  to  find  that  the  State  inter- 
posed in  <»*der  to  tear  them  up.  And, 
just  as  the  policy  of  the  Devon  Commis- 
sioners had  been  in  favour  of  leases,  so 
the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1870  had  been 
in  favour  of  them.  At  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  that  Act,  11  years  ago,  it 
was  enacted  that  the  landlord,  by  mnt- 
ing  a  81  years'  lease,  might  exduae  tiie 
tenant  from  compensation  under  ths 
other  clauses  of  tne  Bill ;  and  now  what 
Her  Majesty's  Government  proposed  was 
to  override  leases  entered  into  under 
those  circumstances.  A  statement  was 
made  at  that  time  by  Sir  BoundeU 
Palmer,  which  he  womd  like  to  read. 
Sir  BoundeU  Palmer,  cm  Apnl  4,  1870, 
said — 

"Surely  the  necessity  of  interfering  with 
existing  contracts  cannot  possibly  apply  to  hold- 
ings above  a  certain  valae,  nor  to  boiU  JUe 
leases  of  definite  duration.  As  to  those  leases,  it 
has  been  truly  said  that  the  men  who  taJbo  them 
understand  perfectly  well  that  they  take  them 
for  a  definite  term,  and  that  they  are  to  gire  up 
their  holdings  at  the  end  of  that  term ;  and  fhSf 
have  no  right  afterwards  to  saj  thev  have  made 
arran^ments,  or  done  anything  wnaterer,  ex- 
cept m  view  of  that  weu-understood  part  of 
their  contract.  I  speak  of  bond  JIde  leases,  be- 
cause I  have  not  forgotten  what  was  said  the 
other  night  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  tiis 
head  of  the  Gfovemment,  and  which  deserves 
our  attention — ^namely,  that  if  you  except  ereiy- 
thin^  that  looks  like  a  lease,  you  might  have  a 
nommal  lease  made  for  a  year  or  so,  merely  to 
get  out  of  the  operation  of  the  BilL  Now,  I 
think  you  might,  perhaps,  take  the  Umxt  of 
seven  years,  though  I  would  not  bind  myself  to 
that.  Seven  years  would,  at  all  events,  be  a 
bondjlde  and  not  a  merely  colourable  lease ;  and 
I  do  not  see  why,  if  a  farmer  enters  into  a  lease 
for  seven  years,  or  for  any  longer  period,  ven 
are  to  alter  his  contract,  and  to  say  that  altar 
the  expiration  of  the  seven  years  it  shall  be 
continued  as  a  lease  from  year  to  year,  which 
is  a  totally  different  thing." — [3  Aantard,  oc. 
1218-14.] 

But  the  Gbyemment  were  now  propos- 
ing that  the  tenant  should  beoontinasd 
as  a  tenant  from  year  to  year  at  the  end 
of  a  lease,  not  of  aeveni  but  of  81  yositi 
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or  a  longwr  term.    There  was  only  one 
avj^ameot  in  fayour  of  that  proposal, 
and  it  was  rather  a  strange  one— namely, 
that  in  Ireland  a  lease  was  not  a  lease, 
bnt  an  agreement  between  the  parties 
fixing  the  rent  for  a  particalar  period. 
That  was  not  a  desoriotion  which  could 
be   applied  to  all  Ireland.    But  if,  in 
some  parts  of  Ireland,  leases  were  habi- 
tually mnted  on  that  understanding, 
he  would  suggest  that  those  cases  should 
be  i^zoridedfor  byspeoial  and  exceptional 
Ifigialation.     They  had  been  told  that 
Her  Migesty's  (Jovemment  looked  for- 
irard  to  a  time  when  they  should  revert 
to    freedom    of  contract,   and  when  a 
wbolesomer  state  of  things  than  the  Bill 
introduced  would  prevail.  But  how  were 
they  to  get  into  that  wholesomer  state 
of   things  if,  one  after  another,  they 
oloaed  up  every  avenue  to  freedom  of 
contract  r    They  were  teaching  a  most 
miaohievous  lesson  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, when  they  were  told  that  men  who 
ware  perfectlv  able  to  enter  into  oon- 
traotsy  and  who  had  done  so  at  the  ex- 
press invitation  of  the  Legislature,  were 
to  have  the  contracts  they  had  entered 
into  torn  up  by  the  State.    Thispro- 
Tiaion  would  strike  a   great  blow  at 
public  confidence  if  it  was  necessary  to 
pat  an  end  to  free  contract  in  Ireland. 
Let  them  do  so ;  but  let  them,  at  least, 
bury  it  decently,  and  not  inflict  upon  its 
remains  the  wanton  affiront  involved  in 
this  most  mischievousdause.  He  begged, 
in  oondusion,  to  move  the  Amendment 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Moped,  In  page  16,  line  9,  to  leave  out 
from("  Provided  that")  to  (**  on  ")  in 
line  14. — (1%$  MarqMeu  of  Zimdowno,) 

LoBD  GBEYILLE  said,  that  the  pro- 
vision which  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  proposed  to 
amend  did  not  interfere  witii  any  lease 
whatever ;  but  only  said  when  the  lease 
came  to  an  end  that  the  tenant  should 
be  in  the  same  position  as  other  tenants 
under  the  Bill.  The  Amendment  would 
affect  tenants  in  the  same  position  as 
their  neighbours.  From  hu  own  ex- 
perience, ne  could  say  that  what  was  in 
the  mind  of  the  Irish  tenant  when  he 
took  a  lease  was,  that  during  a  j^artiou- 
lar  period  he  was  to  pay  a  certain  rent. 
It  would  be  a  ^evanoe  and  an  encou- 
ragement to  agitation  to  exclude  so  con- 
rimable  a  class  as  the  leaseholders  from 
thebenefitooftheBilL 

YOh.  OOIiXiy.     [thibd  sebixs.] 


Easl  stanhope  said,  a  lease  was 
either  a  contract  entered  into  voluntarily 
between  two  parties,  or  it  was  not.  His 
own  experience  as  the  owner  of  a  small 
Irish  property  was  that  the  tenants,  as  a 
rule,  were  well  able  to  take  care  of  l^em- 
selves,  and  would  never  take  a  lease  with- 
out informing  themselves  fully,  of  the 
circumstances.  If  a  lease  was  to  be  no 
longer  a  lease,  as  proposed  under  this 
clause,  then  this  prmciple  mieht  be  fur- 
ther extended,  and  apply  to  house  pro- 
perty in  London.  It  would  be  very 
agreeable  to  many  householders  in  their 
lordships'  House  to  be  told  that  at  the 
expiration  of  their  leases  they  mi^ht 
continue  on  as  yearly  tenants,  paying 
the  same  rent.  He  thought  the  Amend- 
ment most  reasonable,  and  had  heard 
no  argument  whatever  against  it ;  and  he 
should,  therefore,  certainly  support  it. 

Lord  OAELINaFORD  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  had 
fixed  his  eyes  and  thoughts  simply  on 
the  legal  aspects  of  the  case;  and  it 
did  not  require  much  iuffenuity  or  the 
abilitiesof  us  noble  Friend  to  support  the 
Amendment  on  such  purely  leeal  grounds. 
What  would  have  become  of  Ireland  if 
it  had  been  the  habit  of  landlords  to 
act  on  their  right  to  get  rid  of  their 
yearly  tenants  upon  six  months'  notices; 
or  if  they  had  made  use  of  the  legal 
power  thev  possessed  before  1870,  and 
had  treated  their  tenants'  improvements 
as  their  own  ?  It  had  only  been  because 
these  leffal  conditions  had  not  been  ob- 
served, but  on  the  contrary,  habitually 
neglected  and  left  in  abeyance,  that 
Irdand  had  got  on  at  all  for  genera- 
tions past.  The  Bill,  in  that  respect, 
attempted  to  deal,  not  with  the  mere 
legal,  but  with  the  real  conditions  of 
tenure  in  Ireland,  with  conditions  which 
were  practically  observed  upon  all  the 
best  and  happiest  estates  m  Ireland. 
Was  the  case  of  a  lease  to  be  absolutelv 
distinguished  from  the  treatment  which 
the  Bill  applied  to  all  other  forms 
of  tenure?  No  doubt,  they  were  im- 
porting new  terms  into  Irish  tenure; 
but  they  thought  they  were  doing  so  on 
sufficient  grounds.  Was  there  some- 
thing so  sacred  and  magical  about  a 
lease  that  that  which  they  were  doing 
in  the  case  of  minor  tenancies  was  not 
to  be  thought  of  in  the  case  of  leases  ? 
The  Government  proposal  was,  that  in  the 
case  of  an  occupying  tenant  who,  after 
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having  had  a  lease,  possesBed  it  no  longer, 
the  same  protection  should  be  extended 
to  him  as  was  ffiven  to  other  occupying 
tenants.  If  tne  Government  did  not 
make  such  a  provision,  a  large  class  of 
occupying  tenants  would  be  excepted 
from  the  protection  of  the  Bill,  for  they 
would  be  debarred  from  making  use  of 
the  tribunal  constituted  for  settling  rent. 
Besides,  it  was  just  when  a  lease  expired 
that  the  burning  question  of  rent  was 
most  likely  to  arise,  and  that  was  a 
strong  reason  for  not  refusing  protection 
to  the  leaseholders.  He  contended  that 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  exclude  those 
who  had  held  leases  from  the  benefit  of 
the  Bill.  Whatever  might  be  the  strict 
legal  effect  of  a  lease  in  Ireland,  in 
99  cases  out  of  100,  it  was  never  in- 
tended that  relations  between  the  parties 
should  end  with  the  termination  of  the 
lease,  but  really  that  the  parties  should 
continue  together  upon  much  the  same 
terms  as  before.    

Eabl  FORTESOUB  doubted  whether 
the  Government  saw  anything  sacred  in 
any  contract,  seeing  that  they  were  per- 
petually keeping  the  whole  of  the  ten- 
antry of  Ireland  in  swaddling  clothes. 
The  Government  seemed  to  be  quite 
uneasy  at  the  notion  that  this  tribunal 
woidd  not  have  enough  to  do,  and  thought 
they  should  have  some  additional  work 
given  them  for  the  satisfaction,  they  said, 
of  both  tenant  and  landlord.  It  appeared 
to  him,  however,  that  the  leaseholders 
were  able  to  guard  their  own  interests 
without  the  intervention  of  the  Oourt. 
And  that,  apparently,  had  been  the  ori- 
ginal opinion  of  the  Government  also  ; 
for  the  present  proposal,  which  it  was 
now  sought  to  amend,  was  not  in  the 
original  draft  of  the  BUI.  It  was  not  till 
some  time  after  what  was  said  to  be  the 
last  of  the  22  editions  of  the  Bill  before  it 
was  presented  to  Parliament  that  this  un- 
happy afterthought  of  the  Government 
appeared.  It  was  suggested  by  a  desire 
to  conciliate  the  Liuid  League,  the 
leaders  of  which  body  had  already  told 
them  plainly  that  the  Bill  would  not 
satisfy  them,  and  that  they  looked  for- 
ward to  obtaining  ''Ireland  for  the 
Irish/'  and  to  the  ultimate  ejectment  of 
all  landlords. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  thought  that  to 
place  landlords  and  tenants  who  had 
been  parties  to  leases  under  totally  dif- 
ferent conditions  firom  other  landlords 
and  tenants  would  be  contrary  to  the 

lord  C^Unffvrd 


whole  spirit  of  the  Bill.  Besides,  the 
measure  would  not  prevent  the  renewal 
of  leases.  If  the  principle  of  freedom 
of  contract  was  to  be  violated  at  all,  the 
clause  was  one  with  which  there  was 
less  reason  to  find  fault  on  the  grounds 
of  political  economy  than  any  other  in 
the  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  rigidly 
upheld  present  contracts  with  regard  to 
leases 

Lord  OLONOTJEEY  pointed  out  that 
in  the  important  district  formerly  known 
as  the  Pale  estates  were  managed  ex- 
clusively on  the  English  principle.  If 
the  clause  were  passed  as  it  stood,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  any  landlord  to 
take  possession  of  his  own  property  in 
order  to  set  an  example  which  was  so 
much  needed  of  proper  farming  and  ffood 
management.  He,  therefore,  hopea  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe)  would  press  his  Amendment  to 
a  division. 

The  Eabi.  of  DTTNEAYEN  sincerely 
hoped  the  Committee  would  not  agree 
to  the  Amendment.  He  admitted  that 
the  rights  of  individuals  were  interfered 
with  by  the  clause ;  but  the  whole  of  the 
Bill  interfered  with  individual  rights, 
and  he  coidd  not  see  that  there  was  any 
more  hardship  in  this  than  in  a  great 
many  other  cases.  The  result  of  the 
Amendment  woidd  be  that,  with  yeiy 
few  exceptions,  all  tenants  holding  under 
leases,  at  the  expiration  of  tiie  lease, 
would  be  outside  the  Bill  altogether; 
and  if  the  Bill  were  to  give  any  satis- 
faction whatever,  as  thev  hoped  it 
might,  there  was  no  doubt  whatever 
that  the  Amendment  proposed  would 
give  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfaction  to  a 
considerable  number  of  the  most  intelli- 
gent men  in  the  country,  and  he  could 
not  see  why  they  shoidd  make  those  dis- 
satisfied who  would  otherwise  be  ranged 
on  the  side  of  law  and  order.  Their 
Lordships  had  already  excepted  from 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  estates  man- 
agea  on  what  was  called  '^e  "Rnglidi 
system,  although  nobody  seemed  to  b6 
able  to  define  what  that  meant  Thej 
had  also  excepted  the  case  where  land- 
lords had  bought  up  the  tenant  righl^ 
and  now  they  were  asked  to  make 
another  exception.  He  confessed  lie 
coidd  not  understand  why  the  noUe 
Marquess  opposite  Tthe  Maiquess  of 
Salisbury)  opposed  the  Amen£nent  iA 
exclude  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
tenancies  of  ov^  £100,  and  now  sap 
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pentad  the  rooient  one.  If  their  Lord- 
ihipe  deeired  to  play  into  the  hands  of 
uucmpaloaa  penonB,  who  wiahed  to 
euny  on  agitation,  thej  could  not  do 
better  than  ffo  on  making  these  excep- 
tuma  in  the  Bill. 

Lord  HABLECH  thoneht   that   if 
anybody  was  more  capable  wan  another 
of  taking  care  of  himself  it  was  the  in- 
telligent leaseholder,  who  formed  the 
moat  intellectnal  body  of  the  fiirmers  of 
Ireland.     Ererv   encouragement    had 
bean  g^yen  by  tne  Act  of  1870  to  give 
leaaoB,  and  now  the  House  was  a&ed 
to  break  those  leases. 
The  Duxk  of  ABOTLL  felt  almost 
i,ble  objections  to  the  Legislature 
contracts  of  the  most  formal 
The  noble  Lord  the  Lord 
Fiiwj  Seal  had  stated  that  tenants  in 
£ettland  took  leases  with  no  other  object 
duui  to  prevent  an  increment  of  rent 
dnring  the  continuance  of  the  lease,  and 
that  uey  had  no  intention  of  going  out 
at  the  expiration  of  the  term.    That,  he 
beUered,   was  true  with  regard   to  a 
large  class  of  small  tenants;   but  he 
vonld  observe  that  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Amendment  to  prevent  renewing 
Oe  lease,  and  he  (the  Duke  of  Argvll) 
baHered  there  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  to 
pserent  the  landlord  and  tenant  ffoing 
nto   Oonrt   at   the  end  of  the  Tease. 
Though  there  might  be  many  cases  in 
wbleh  small  farmers  took  their  farms  on 
Isaae  aa  a  safeguard  against  increment 
af  rent,  there  were  many  cases  in  which 
luma  were  taken  in  Ireland  under  ez- 
aadT  the  same  circumstances  as  in  Eng- 
knOf  and  there  were  large  fiarmers  who 
had  taken  their  farms  on  condition  that 
fliaj  ahoold  either  leave  them  at  the  end 
cf  the  leaae  or  retake  them.    He  knew 
cf  a  ease  in  which  a  family  let  on  lease 
a  Cum,  which  tliey  regarded  as  their 
iomBf  to  go  abroad   for  health,   and 
vhan  their  health  was  restored  they 
would  oome  back  to  enter  their  home 
i^gam  mt  the  end  of  the  lease,  the  tenant 
karing  taken  it  on  the  full  understand- 
iag  that  he  must  leave  it  at  the  end  of 
fte  lease.      But  under  this  Act  that 
haae  would  be  broken,  and  the  tenant 
SBdd  remain  on  the  farm.    He  called 
ftat  m  great  hardship.      He  did  not 
bow  that  he  should  have  insuperable 
bIgeotioDa  to  j;ivo  the  Ck>urt  power  to 
naaw  all  leasee  in  oases  where  the  ten- 
aali  l»a^  -  zeaaonable  expectations  that 
ftsj  would  be  allowed  to  remain  in  pos- 


session of  the  holding ;  but  to  say  that 
all  leases  indiscrimmately  should  be 
broken  was  surely  a  most  violent  pro- 
position. Some  years  ago  he  had  been 
astonished  at  a  proposal  that  was  made 
that  at  the  end  of  an  Ulster  lease  the 
tenant  ri^ht  should  survive;  but  now 
many  noble  Lords  seemed  to  think  that 
a  tenant  should  have  the  enjoyment  of 
the  tenant  right  at  the  end  of  his  lease, 
it  having  been  his  reasonable  expecta- 
tion that  he  would  have  it.  Well,  he 
did  not  know  that  he  would  have  an  in- 
superable objection  to  that ;  but  he  did 
most  strongly  object  to  the  indiscrimi- 
nate violation  of  leases  proposed  by  the 
GK>vemment.  It  was  no  part  of  the  Bill 
when  it  was  introduced  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  could  not  conceive 
why  it  should  exist.  He  cordially  sup- 
ported the  Amendment. 

Lord  EMLY  suggested  that  the  Qo- 
vemment  should  except  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clause  cases  in  which  the 
landlord  wished  to  resume  the  farm  for 
his  own  occupation.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  the  Government  would  not 
stultify  themselves  by  adopting  the 
Amendment. 

Eakl  cairns  observed,  that  it  was 
said  that  if  they  accepted  the  Amend* 
ment  they  would  cause  great  dissatisfac- 
tion to  the  occupying  tenants.  But  the 
question  was,  whether  they  ought  to 
eive  cause  for  dissatisfaction  to  the  right- 
ful owner,  or  to  the  person  who  was  the 
occupying  tenant?  It  would  be  quite 
impossible  to  satisfy  both  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant,  one  of  whom  could  alone 
be  the  occupier  of  the  farm.  But  who, 
he  asked,  would  have  the  better  right 
to  its  occupation  ?  Surely  the  landlord 
to  whom  it  belonged.  In  reference  to 
the  point,  he  had  received  a  letter  from 
a  correspondent,  showing  how  he  had 
let  a  farm  for  a  certain  period  with  the 
intention  of  handing  it  over  to  his  son 
at  the  end  of  the  lease.  With  this  in 
view,  he  had  trained  his  son  to  agricul- 
tural pursuits ;  but  now  that  the  Land 
Bill  had  been  introduced,  he  feared  his 
object  would  be  frustrated,  for  by  its 
provisions  the  present  lessee  would,  at 
the  expiration  of  his  term,  become 
nominally  a  yearly  tenant,  but  virtually 
a  tenant  for  a  minimum  period  of  15 
years  more. 

The  Easl  of  KIMBERLEY,  in  reply 
to  the  statement  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  that  a  man  at  tlie  end 

2  12  ISecond  Night.^ 


Digitized  uy 


d'^ 


967 


Zand  Law 


(LORDS) 


(Inkni)  Bia. 


968 


of  liie  lease  could  go  to  the  Oonrt,  said, 
that  only  a  present  tenant  could  go  to 
tiie  Oourt  under  the  Bill. 

Thb  Mabqusbs  of  BAUSBUBY  was 
of  opinion  that  their  Lordships  mi^ht 
safely  accept  the  Amendment,  and  reject 
the  proposals  of  the  Gtyvemment,  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  had  said,  in  the 
House  of  Oommons,  that  he  could  not 
exclude  from  his  consideration  that  this 
question  did  not  rest  with  the  Oommons 
alone,  but  that  there  was  another  House 
which  was  constitutionally  entitled  to 
give  its  independent  Tote  on  the  pro« 
visions  of  the  Bill ;  and  he  felt  that,  if 
having  brought  it  in  as  one  measure, 
the  Oommons  sent  it  up  to  the  Lords  as 
another,  most  justly  might  the  Lords  say 
— ''  We  are  dealine  with  a  set  of  men 
who  do  not  know  their  own  minds,  and 
we  reftise  to  bow  to  their  authority." 

On  question,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause  f  "  Their  Lordships  dif>ided  : — 
Contents  69;  Not-Oontents  142:  Ma- 
jority 83. 
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£ssolv^  in  the  negatke. 

^  Baju.  OAIBNS,  in  moyiog  the  oodis- 
Am,  in  page  1 6,  of  lines  24  to  36  indusiye, 
wbioh  prorided  for  the  <MUMellation  of 
loteon  roroed  upon  the  tenants  since  the 
Aet  of  1870  by  threat  of  eviction  or 
mndtte  influence  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord, said,  he  thought  the  insertion  of 
II1O00  words  was  one  of  the  instances  in 
whic^  Ae  Ooyemment  did  not  seem  to 
httoir  ^eir  own  minds,  for  it  was  a 
ehango  that  was  outside  the  original 
Bill,  and  might  be  well  described  as  an 
•xoreeoence  on  it.  What  the  ^nse  pro- 
posed to  do  was  to  give  a  Oourt  of  tfare^ 
Judges  power  to  cancel  all  leases  made 
since  1870.  In  law  there  was  no  power 
in  a  Oourt  so  s;reat  and  transcendent  as 
that  of  caneelbng  eonCraets  executed  be- 
tween the  parties.  It  was  a  power  eter- 
eised  in  but  rare  cases,  alwa3rs  with  the 

EMiteet  caution,  imd  on  certain  well- 
own  nrinciples.  He  Aould  like  to 
know  wnat  were  the  facts  on  which  a 
clause  of  this  kind  was  justified.  That 
part  of  the  dause  which  referred  to 
terms  of  lease  "  unreasonable  or  unftdr 
to  the  tenant,  haTinff  regard  to  the  pro- 
▼isioBS  of  the  Act  of  1870,"  he  did  not 
understand.  Nor  could  he  understand 
the  effect  of  the  words  ''undue  infltt- 
whioh  seemed  to  be  used  in  a 
fiffinrent  from  that  whidi  was 
nsualW  attached  to  them  in  law;  and  he 
should,  therefore,  like  to  hear  the  Gk>- 
ywnment  inform  them  of  the  facts  which 
jtistified  iJie  clause,  which  seemed  to 
suppose  that  the  leases  which  had  been 
granted  since  1870  oontakied  um'oason- 
•ble  terms,  and  tiiat  th^  were  obMud 
from  tlie  tsaaat  by  undue  in<hienoe. 


What  wsrd  the  flutts  whi«h  justified  a 
statement  of  that  kind?    He  himsitf 
was  not  aware  of  any.    He  looked  to 
the  clause  to  see  what  were  tiie  grounds 
on  which  executed  leases  should  oe  can- 
celled.   He  found  that  the  Oourt  Was 
to  be  satisfied  that  the  terms  of  theleas4 
were  unreasonable  or  unfair  to  the  ten- 
ant,  having  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  1870.    He  looked  to  the  Aet 
of  1870|  and  he  found  that  it  authorited 
certain  leases  to  be  made  on  oerti^ 
terms.    If  those  twms  were  oompbed 
with  the  leases  were  valid.    If  they 
were  not  complied  with  the  leases  wer^ 
invalid,  and  nothing  more  need  be  said 
about  them.    They  did  not  require  to 
be  put  aside.    Therefcnre,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  tell  them  what  was 
the  meaning  of  the  terms  he  bad  re- 
ferred to — ''  that  the  lease  contains  terms 
which  are  unreasonable,"  ftc.    The  se- 
cond term  was  one  well  known  to  the 
law ;  but  what  was  the  meaning  of  a 
lease  entered  into  under  threat  of  evic- 
tion?   The  Act  Said  that  the  landlord 
mi^t  evict  on  paying  the  cost  of  evic- 
tion;  therefore   he  had  the  right  to 
evict;  and  he   might  threaten  to  do 
^at  which  he  had  the  legal  right  to 
do.     He  could  not   understand   that 
there  was  any  legal  or  moral  wrong 
to  be  redressed  in  a  lease  made  under 
this   Act.     If   a   Oourt  cancelled   an 
ordinary  lease,  it  would  say  tiiat  the 
tenant  must  restore  possession  of  the 
land ;  but  in  this  case  the  tenant  was 
to  continue  to  occupy  the  land  for  a 
term  of  15  years,  which  miffht  be  in- 
deimtely  extended.    The  Pnme  Minis- 
ter, in  1870,  said  that  the  Act  of  that 
year  was  frs^ed  upon  the  principle  that 
from  the  moment  it  passed  every  Irish- 
man must  be  absolutely  responsible  for 
every  contract  into  which  he  entered. 
Now,  he  was  told  that  if  he  had  taken 
a  lease  at  a  certain  rent  the  Oourt  would 
cancel  it,  and  the  same  Oourt  would 
gfive  him  continuity  or  perpetuity  of 
tenure  at  a  revised  rent.    That  was  a 
proposition  beyond  anything  ever  pn^ 
sented  to  Parfiament.    What  facts  were 
thereto justiffsuoih legislation?    What 
proof  was  tikere  that  &e  kndlords  had 
in  oue  or  in  100  instances  been  guilty 
of  conduct  which  required  such  l^fisla- 
tioft    legidation  whidi  was  absohitely 
witlKmt  precedent?    If  there  were  no 
sack  ftwts,  as  he  bsHsved  thSre  were 
he  hoped  the  Oommittee  would 
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not  sanction  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Movedf  In  page  16,  to  leave  out  lines 
24  to  S6.'-{The  Earl  Cairns,) 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  the  power 
to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
(Earl  Cairns)  had  objected  was  a  tem- 
porary power  proposed  to  be  given  for 
six  months  to  the  Land  Commission,  on 
the  belief  of  the  Government  that  there 
had  been  extraordinary  and  exceptional 
transactions  of  the  kind  referred  to 
during  the  last  10  years  in  Lreland. 
Unless  the  Government  were  nreatly 
mistaken,  there  was  reason  to  believe 
that  in  certain  cases  leases,  such  as 
they  had  no  conception  of  in  this  coun- 
try, had  been  forced  upon  tenants  by 
the  threat  of  eviction— leases  violating 
the  whole  spirit  of  the  Land  Act,  and 
absolutely  contrary  to  the  interests  and 
wishes  of  the  tenants.  That  was  the 
foundation  of  the  portion  of  the  clause 
which  it  was  proposed  to  omit.  The 
lease  provided  by  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
as  an  alternative  for  the  other  provisions 
of  the  Act  was  to  be  a  lease  oi  31  years' 
duration,  and  it  was  to  leave  to  the  ten- 
ant, at  the  end  of  the  term,  a  claim  for 
permanent  improvements  such  as  build- 
ings and  reclamations;  but  the  leases 
which  had  been  forced  on  tenants  had 
compelled  them  to  abandon  that  right 
to  the  value  of  their  improvements  which 
had  been  secured  to  them.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  the  conditions  which 
alone  would  make  the  sub-section  appli- 
cable were,  that  it  should  be  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  the  tenant 
had  accepted  a  lease  of  the  character  he 
had  described,  and  that  he  had  been 
compelled  and  coerced  into  accepting  it 
under  the  threat  of  eviction ;  and  it  was 
on  the  supposition  of  such  facts  being 
proved  to  the  Court  that  it  had  been  de- 
cided to  give  to  the  Government  this  ex- 
ceptional power.  Undoubtedly,  there  was 
a  large  body  of  evidence  to  the  effect  Uiat 
this  kind  of  thing  had  been  going  on  in 
Ireland,  and  it  was  the  kind  of  evidence 
on  which  there  was  reason  to  rely.  [' '  Oh, 
oh !  "]  He  said  that  advisedly.  The  evi- 
dence of  a  man  bringing  forward  his 
own  grievance  must  be  received  with  sus- 
picion; but  there  was  a  large  body  of 
evidence  before  the  Land  Commissioners 
given  by  men  of  experience  who  knew 
what  had  been  going  on  in  their  own 
neighbourhoods.    To  say  that  no  attan- 
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tion  whatever  should  be  paid  to  snch 
evidence  seemed  to  him  absurd.  He 
would  remind  the  noble  Duke  opposite 
(the  Duke  of  Bichmond)  that  there  were 
produced  before  the  Commission  over 
which  the  noble  Duke  had  himself  pre- 
sided five  separate  leases  which  had  been 
forced  upon  one  tenant,  and  in  each  case 
with  an  increase  of  rent,  the  leases  being 
of  terms  of  seven,  two,  one,  six,  and  21 
years,  and  the  last  one  being  after  the 
passing  of  tiie  Act  of  1870.  These  leases 
could  not  be  called  free  contracts  be- 
tween man  and  man,  because  they  were 
forced  on  the  tenant  by  threat  of  evic- 
tion. A  witness  before  the  Bessborough 
Commission  described  the  leases  enforc^ 
on  his  brother  tenants.  The  leases,  he 
said,  were  compulsory ;  there  was  a 
memorandum  sent  by  the  agent,  stating 
that  if  they  did  not  accept  the  leasee 
their  rents  would  be  raised;  the  rente 
were  raised,  at  the  same  time  the  land- 
lord claimed  all  existing  improvements, 
and,  at  the  expiration  of  the  lease,  they 
were  denied  the  right  given  by  the  Act 
of  1870  to  claim  for  improvements  made 
during  their  term.  These  facts  would 
prove  that  this  provision  had  not  been 
wantonly  proposed  by  the  Government. 
The  cases  they  wished  to  interfere  with 
were  those  which  were  totally  contrary 
to  every  notion  of  anything  like  free 
contract ;  indeed,  to  call  them  so  was  a 
farce ;  and  he  contended  that  they  justi- 
fied, for  a  limited  time,  the  intervention 
of  the  Court.  The  Government  would 
abide  by  the  proposal  which  they  had 
made. 

The  Mabqxtbss  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  there  were  great  objections  to  this 
part  of  the  clause.  He  regretted  that 
the  proposal  should  have  been  m.ade ; 
but  as  it  involved  a  serious  charge 
against  the  landlords,  and  as  the  matter 
was  one  to  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  attached  some  import- 
ance, he  thought  it  might  be  question- 
able prudence  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lords if  they  receded  from  the  ohallenffe 
and  refused  to  submit  these  leases  to  the 
scrutiny  of  the  Court.  In  order  that  the 
landlords  might  not  have  even  the  appear- 
ance  of  refusing  to  submit  to  the  sort  of 
investigation  the  clause  contemplated, 
he  should  not  vote  against  the  Grovem- 
ment. 

The  Eabl  of  DUNBAYEN  said,  his 
impression  was  that  this  provision  of  the 
dause  would  be  found  exceedingly  b^ne?. 
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fidal  to  the  landlords.  He  had  about  20 
tenants  holding  under  leases  made  sinoe 
1870,  and  all  oomplained  that  the  leases 
had  been  forced  on  them.  There  was 
not  the  smallest  ground  for  that  oom- 
plaint;  and,  for  his  own  part,  he  welcomed 
the  proposed  inyestigation.  But  some 
cases  might  have  occurred  which  were 
objectionable  to  the  Act  of  1870.  He 
would  not  Tote  for  the  Amendment. 

Thb  Mabqxtess  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
that  the  generous  and  chivalrous  spirit 
in  which  the  two  noble  Lords  who  had 
last  spoken  proposed  to  submit  to  the 
judgment  of  the  Oourt  was  condusiye 
as  far  as  thej  were  concerned;  but  there 
were  other  landlords  in  Ireland  who 
might  not  be  so  ready  to  submit  to  a 
trial  without  the  faintest  trace  of  evi- 
dence being  adduced  to  establish  a 
ffirndfade  case  against  them.  For  the 
smallest  accusation  against  the  meanest 
person,  some  primd  faeie  evidence  suffi- 
cient to  satisfy  a  Gfrand  Jury  must  be 
brought  forward,  and  the  documents 
upon  which  the  accusation  rested  must 
be  product.  But  in  both  these  respects 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  want- 
ing in  making  out  their  case.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  had  said  that 
there  was  conclusive  evidence  on  the  sub- 
ject in  many  leases.  Well,  he  would  like 
to  have  some  of  the'leases  of  which  men- 
tion had  been  made,  with  the  terms 
therein  described  as  unreasonable  and 
unfair,  produced.  The  noble  Lord  men- 
tioned a  case  brought  before  the  Rich- 
mond Oommission  of  a  21  years'  lease 
made  since  the  Act  of  1870,  in  which 
Teiy  hard  terms  were  imposed ;  but  the 
only  proof  given  was  that  the  rent  was 
raisea.  Last  night  the  House  had  heard 
nothing  but  praises  of  those  who  pro- 
posed to  raise  their  rents. 

LoBD  CABLINaFOBD  said,  the  rent 
had  been  raised  five  times  over  within 
a  few  years  in  the  case  he  had  men- 
tioned. 

The  Mabquess  of  S ALISBUBT  said, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  phrase 
"  threat  of  eviction  "  was  a  very  hollow 
one.  It  constantly  happened  that  a 
man  said  to  a  tenant — ''I  wish  that 
this  holding  should  be  held  under  lease. 
If  you  are  willing  to  take  a  lease  of 
years,!  shall  bed^ghted  to  go  on  with 
Ton.  But  if  you  are  not  willing,  some- 
body else  will  be."  It  was  the  ordinary 
right  of  the  landlord  to  dedde  the  kind 
of  tenure  undor  which  the  land  should 


be  held.  If  the  Government  intended 
to  attach  this  novel  and  totally  unheard 
of  condition  to  leases  contracted  after 
1870,  they  ought  not  to  have  included 
within  tlukt  Act  provisions  that  greatly 
encouraged  the  making  of  leases ;  they 
ought  to  have  warned  the  landlords  A 
the  danger  they  ran  in  contracting  in- 
struments hitherto  regarded  as  sacred 
by  the  law.  This  was  only  another  in* 
stance  of  utter  disregard  of  all  sanctity 
of  contract,  and  of  s£  rights  belonging 
to  the  landlord,  and  of  how  the  Go- 
vernment rushed  in  directly  anybody 
suggested  that  it  was  the  means  of  satis- 
fying the  tenant  class  in  Ireland. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR,  in  ob- 
jecting to  the  Amendment,  said,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquessof  Salisbury)  hadforgotten 
that  in  the  evidence  before  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  it  had  been  steted 
that,  in  some  parts  of  the  South  of  Ire- 
land, considerable  pressure  had  been  put 
upon  tenants  to  contract  themselves  outof 
the  Act  of  1870,  in  a  manner  which  could 
not,  without  inquiry,  be  presumed  to  have 
been,  in  all  cases,  fair  and  reasonable. 
That  being  so,  he  should  have  thought 
tiiat  his  n(K>le  and  learned  Friend  (Earl 
Cairns)  and  the  noble  Marquess  would 
have  said  that  it  was  not  within  the 
spirit  or  intention  of  the  Act  of  1 870  to  en- 
courage that  dass  of  transactions.  There 
certainly  was  evidence  enough  to  justify 
an  inquiry  whether  these  things  had 
occurred  or  not.  The  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  and  the 
noble  Ean  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven),  on 
whose  estetes  it  was  most  improbable 
that  anything  of  the  kind  had  taken 
place,  said  tut  it  was  for  the  public  in- 
terest that,  if  there  were  such  transac- 
tions, the  Court  should  inquire  into  and 
decide  against  them.  If  the  Court  was 
of  opinion  that  there  was  no  improper 
pressure  the  leases  would  remain ;  if  the 
Court  should  decide  otherwise,  he  owned 
it  would  not  be  in  accordance  with  his 
ideas  of  equity  that  the  leases  should 
remain.  But  the  worst  thing  that  could 
happen  was  that  that  House  should  say 
there  shoidd  be  no  such  inquiry. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that 
after  the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (the  Lord  Chancellor),  who  had 
declared  that  there  was  a  primd  faeie 
case  diowing  that  tenants,  especially 
small  ones,  luui  been  coerced,  he  should 
be  unwilling  to  refiise  to  give  this  juris- 
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diction  to  the  Oourt.  He  felt,  however, 
that  the  allegations  in  99  oases  out  of 
100  were  absolutely  false.  Yesterday 
he  met  an  agent  well-known  in  the 
North  and  South  of  Ireland,  and  he 
asked  him  whether  such  cases  had  oc- 
curred. The  agent  said  that  he  knew 
of  none  himself,  but  he  had  heard  of 
one.  He  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  belieyed 
the  result  of  an  investigation  would  come 
to  that — a  result  not  imfavourable  to  the 
landlords  of  Ireland,  and  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  refuse  to  grant  the 
jurisdiction. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  that  the  question 
was  whether  the  House  ought  to  sanction 
legislation  of  an  absolutely  novel  charac- 
ter. Nothing  like  it,  or  approaching  it, 
had  hitherto  been  known ;  and  a  most 
dangerous  precedent,  and  one  that  would 
probably  be  often  used  in  the  future, 
would  be  created  if  the  clause  were  al- 
lowed to  pass  without  amendment.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (the  Lord  Ohan- 
cellor)  seemed  to  be  aware  of  that,  and 
most  ingeniously  he  glided  aside  and 
took  up  a  new  position.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  thought,  having  looked  at 
the  evidence,  there  was  a  case  for  in- 
quiry. Well,  let  there  be  inquiry,  and 
then  after  inquiry  they  would  see  what 
legislation  ought  to  be  made.  But  do 
not  let  them  legislate  first,  and  then 
make  the  inquiry  afterwards. 

Lord  TALBOT  DE  MALAHTDE  sup- 
ported the  argument  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  (Earl  Cairns).  The  policy 
of  the  Government  might  be  described 
in  two  words,  as  ''Jedburgh  justice," 
or  execute  first  and  try  afterwards.  The 
proposal  embodied  in  the  latter  por- 
tion of  the  clause  was  manifestly  un- 
just, and  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  re- 
jected. 

Viscount  POWEESCOURT  supported 
the  clause. 

Lord  DUNSANY  objected  to  legis- 
lating first  and  inquiring  afterwards. 

The  Dukb  of  MARLBOROUGH  con- 
sidered that  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Bessborough  Commission  was  of  an 
extraordinary  nature,  and  was  given 
principally  by  tenant  farmers.  As  that 
evidence  would  be  brought  before  the 
Commissioners  in  consequence  of  its  cha- 
racter, he  ventured  to  say  it  could  not 
be  safely  relied  upon  as  enabling  them 
to  arrive  at  raoper  dedsionB. 

Tes  LOBD  OHANOELLOB  re- 
marked that  the  evidenoe  to  whioh  he 
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referred  did  not  oome  firom  tenant  fiur- 
mers,  but  from  landowners,  and  land 
agents,  and  other  experts. 

On  question,  ''That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause  ?  "  Their  Lordships  divided  : — 
Contents  90 ;  Not-Contents  150  :  Ma- 
jority 60. 
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Olause  28  (Puroliase  of  estates  by 
commission  and  resale  in  parcels  to  ten- 
ants). 

LoBD  EMLY,  in  moving  the  omission 
of  the  condition  that,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  section,  a  competent  number  of  ten- 
ants should  mean  a  body  of  tenants  who 
were  not  less  in  number  than  three- 
fourths  of  the  whole  number  of  tenants  on 
the  estate;  said,  he  was  sorry  that  Her 
Majesty's  Ooremment  did  not  attach  ^to 
these  portions  of  the  Bill  the  importance 
they  deserved,  for,  in  his  opinion,  thore 
could  be  no  more  real  peace  and  con* 
tentment  in  Ireland  until  the  basis  of 
property  was  extended  bv  larg^y  in- 
creasinff  the  number  of  proprietors. 
With  Uiat  end  in  view  it  was  necessary 
to  pass  this  Amendment. 

Moved,  In  page  19,  line  12,  te  leave 
out  from  ("tenanto,")toC*who")  in 
line  13.— (2%tf  Lord  JSmljf.) 

LoBD  OAEUNOFOBD  said,  he  could 
assure  his  noble  Friend  that  the  Govern- 
ment attached  the  greatest  importanoe 
to  this  part  of  the  measure ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  they  did  not  think  it  would 
be  prudent  to  relax  the  condition  con- 
tained in  the  words  which  it  was  bow 
proposed  to  omit.  The  efiPect  of  leaving 
out  that  condition  would  be  that  it 
would  be  possible  for  two  laroe  tenants 
paying  two-thirds  of  the  whole  rent  of 
the  estate  to  settle  the  question  of  the 
purchase.  The  result  would  be  that 
the  residuum  of  the  estate  occupied  by 
the  small  tenantsi  who  were  unable  ot 
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unwilling  to  pay,  wonld  be  thrown  into 
the  hands  of  the  Commissioners.  The 
Qovemment,  therefore,  thought  it  would 
be  imprudent  to  accede  to  3ie  Amend- 
ment. 

The  Makqtjbss  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Emly)  did 
not  wish  to  saddle  the  Land  Commission 
with  the  residuum  of  the  small  occu- 
piers ;  he  only  wished  to  leave  the  hands 
of  the  Ck)mmission  a  little  less  closely 
tied  than  they  were  at  present  by  the 
terms  of  the  Bill.  It  was  perfectly  fair 
to  limit  the  responsibility  of  the  Com- 
mission by  enacting  that  that  responsi- 
bility should  not  extend  beyond  two- 
thirds  of  the  whole  purchase  money ;  but 
a  numerical  limit,  which  prevented  the 
sale  taking  place  unless  three-fourths  of 
the  tenants  were  willing  to  become  pur- 
chasers, was  a  needless  restriction  of  the 
Commissioners'  powers. 

Visooum?  MONCK  thought  it  neces- 
sary that  a  certain  defined  majority  of 
the  tenants  ought  to  be  secured  before 
an  estate  was  ofiPered  for  sale. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
hoped  the  Government  would  accept 
the  Amendment. 

On  question,  *'  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause?"  Their  Lordships  divided: — 
Contents  51;  Not-Contents  206:  Ma- 
jority 165. 
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Bayleigh,  L. 
Rodney,  L. 
Bowton,  L. 
Saokville,  L. 
Salteraford, 

Courtown.) 
Saltoun,  L. 
Shute,  L.  (F.  Barring- 

ton.) 
Silcheeter,  L.  (E,  Long* 

ford.) 
Somerton,  L.  {E.  NoT' 

mantonA 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
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Revoked  in  the  nsgative, 
Glausei  as  amended,  agrnd  to, 
Claosee  24  to  30,  inolnsiYe,  a^re^  to. 

ClauBO  31  (Proceedings  of  Oonunis- 
aon). 

LoBD  OBEYILLE  asked  if  the  Ist 
•ub*aeotion  oould  not  be  ffiven  up. 
Bnitijp  if  their  Lordahipe  had  any  oon- 


fidence  in  the  Oommission  which  they 
had  appointed,  they  might  leave  it  to 
them  to  be  satisfied  of  the  expediency  of 
purchasing  the  estate. 

LoKD  OAELmaFOED,  in  reply, 
said,  the  clause  was  necessary  to  the 
Bill,  it  being  a  Treasury  clause,  and  the 
(Government  could  not  give  it  up. 

Lord  GREYLLLE  then  moved  the 
omission  of  the  1st  sub-section,  which 
provides  that — 

**  The  Land  Commission,  before  buying  any 
estate,  shall  reasonably  satisfy  themselvee  that 
a  resale  can  be  effected  without  loss,  and 
that  the  purchasers  will  be  in  a  position  to  work 
their  holdings  profitably." 

The  noble  Lord  said  he  did  it  on  the 
ground  that  a  discretion  should  be  left 
to  the  Court  in  these  matters,  and  that 
the  Court,  already  overburdened  with 
work,  if  further  encumbered  with  specific 
directions,  would  probably  come  to  a 
dead-lock. 

Moved,  Inpage  25,  line  14,  to  leave 
out  from  (**  The  ")  to  (**  profitably,")  in 
line  n.'-iThe  Lord  Groville.) 

VisoouwT  MONCK  said,  that  the  work 
bef(Mre  the  Commissioners  seemed  to  him 
to  be  appalling.  He  was  afraid  that 
the  Commissioners  would  be  so  flooded 
with  work  that  the  whole  thin^  would 
fall  through.  A  little  more  mi^ht  be 
left  to  their  discretion  without  bmding 
them  down  by  so  many  conditions  as 
existed  in  the  clause.  Ue  would  advise 
their  Lordships  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend. 

Thb  Marquess  of  SAUSBUBY 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  put 
the  Committee  to  the  inconvenience  of 
a^ain  parading  through  the  heated  Di- 
vision Lobbies,  if  it  could  be  avoided. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLET  said,  it 
would  be  unpardonable  to  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  take  another  division;  but 
he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  take  the 
last  division  upon  this  matter,  which  in- 
volved the  expenditure  of  money.  He 
should  regret  that  the  words  ''and 
that  ihe  purchasers  will  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  work  their  holdings  profit- 
ably" should  be  omitted,  seeing  that, 
in  this  case,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  GK>- 
vemment  to  consider  the  importance  of 
looking  to  the  interests  of  the  public 
Treasunr.  It  was  only  natural  that  the 
landlords  idiould  widi  to  make  the 
terms  and  conditions  as  easy  for  them- 
selves ••  possible.     The  dause  gave 
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simple  directions  for  the  protection  of 
the  public  purse.  The  Land  Commis- 
sioners were  to  be  reasonably  satisfied 
that  the  sales  could  be  effected  without 
loss. 

The  Makqttess  of  SALISBURY  pro- 
tested against  the  interpretation  that 
the  landlords  wished  to  get  rid  of  their 
estates  at  the  most  advantageous  terms. 
They  simply  wished  to  give  every  fa- 
cility possible  to  that  policy  of  creating 
small  proprietors  in  Ireland  which  would 
have  beneficial  results. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  sub-section 
etruch  out  accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  Cairns, 
sub-section  (2.)  struck  out  of  the  clause. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  32  (Transfer  of  purchase  powers 
of  Board  of  Works  to  Land  Commis- 
sion). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Privy 
Seal,  the  following  Amendments  made : 
—In  page  26,  line  13,  after  ("Act,") 
insert  ('*  and  subject  to  the  provision  of 
this  Act;")  and  in  line  14,  leave  out 
C'  Act,")  and  insert  (Acts  "). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

Clause  33  agreed  to. 

Clause  34  (Court  to  mean  civil  bill 
court). 

The  Earl  of  EOSSE  moved,  in  page 
27,  line  24,  after  (**  accordingly,")  to 
insert— 

("  ^\^le^e  the  judicial  rent  in  respect  of  any 
holding  is  fixed  by  the  court  or  the  Land  Com- 
mission, the  court  or  Land  Commission  shall 
cause  an  entry  of  the  amount  of  such  judicial 
rent  to  be  made  in  a  book  to  be  kept  for  such 
purpose  in  the  prescribed  manner,  and  in  every 
case  in  which  the  amount  of  the  judicial  rent 
so  fixed  shall  be  higher  or  lower  than  the  rent 
theretofore  payable,  the  Land  Commission  shall 
add  to  such  entry  the  circumstances  and  rea- 
sons in  and  for  which  such  judicial  rent  was 
fixed  at  such  amount,  and  in  every  case  the 
court  or  the  Land  Commission  shall  give  to  the 
landlord  and  tenant  a  copy  of  such  entry.") 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  hoped 
the  noble  Earl  would  not  press  the 
Amendment.  It  would  not  work,  and, 
in  his  opinion,  the  latter  part  of  it 
would  be  in  the  highest  degree  unde- 
sirable, and  would  be  calculated  to  raise 
much  controversy. 

Amendment|n0ya^trtfi. 
OLaose  agreed  to. 

dauMS  86  to  40;  indnive;  affreed  to. 
Ih$  Smrl  •f  Ktmherhif 


Clause  41  (Quorum  of  Commission). 

Earl  CAIRNS  moved,  in  page  30| 
line  11,  to  leave  out  from  (''  by '')  to  the 
end  of  the  clause,  and  insert — 

("  All  three  Commissioners  sitting  togethn 
and  thereupon  such  case  shall  be  hearaby  all 
three  Commissioners  sitting  together,  except  m 
the  case  of  the  illness  or  unavoidable  absence  of 
any  one  Commissioner,  when  any  sudi  caae  majt 
with  the  consent  of  the  parties,  be  heard  by  tw» 
Commissioners  sitting  together.") 

The  noble  and  learned  Earl  said,  the 
clause  informed  them  that  all  the  powen 
of  the  Bill  were  to  be  exercised  not  only 
by  the  Commission,  but  by  the  Bub- 
Commissioners  ;  but  who  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners were  they  did  not  know.  13be 
clause  provided  that  where  a  person  was 
dissatisfied  with  the  judgment  of  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Commission  or  of  a  Sub-Oom- 
missioner,  the  party  might  require  tbiSi 
case  to  be  re-heard  by  at  least  twoOom- 
missioners.  He  proposed  to  amend  tlid 
clause  so  that  it  would  require  the  caiai 
to  be  re-heard  by  all  three  Commii- 
sioners  sitting  together. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  oppooed 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  42  and  43  agreed  to. 

Clause  44  (Powers  of  Commission). 
Earl  CAIRNS  moved,  in  page  31^ 
line  1,  after  (*'may,")  insert — 

("In  case  it  thinks  tit  to  pennit  aoypsztr 
aggrieved  by  the  decision  of  too  Land  (Jominil* 
sion  in  any  proceedings  to  appeal  in  inspect  oC 
any  matter  arising  in  such  proceedinfts  to  Hi# 
Majesty's  Conrt  of  Appeal  in  Ireland."') 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  remaikfll 
that  the  Land  Court  was  constituted  wifli 
special  powers,  involving  a  large  disore- 
tion  as  to  their  exercise,  and  their  de- 
cisions were  more  like  those  of  arbi- 
trators. The  questions  it  dealt  with  won 
not,  like  legal  questions,  suitable  tttt 
appeal.  There  was  power  g^ven  by  tbe 
ckuse,  as  it  stood,  to  send  any  qaeatioM 
of  law  which  might  arise  to  ue  Court 
of  Appeal.  He,  therefore,  objected  to  the 
Amendment. 

Ths  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
it  was  essential  to  the  character  of  arbi- 
trators that  they  should  be  appointed  by 
the  parties  concerned  in  tne  dispute. 
Therefore,  it  was  impossible  to  deal  with 
this  as  a  question  of  arbitration.  These 
OommisMonera  were  appoiatod  by  'Hm 
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tamlj  not  impartial  as  between  the  two 
ndee  in  these  qneetions.  Judges  ap- 
pointed with  such  exceptional  powers, 
and  in  sach  an  exceptional  manner, 
possessed  all  the  attributes  of  arbitrators 
except  that  of  impartialitj.  Their  pro- 
oeedii^  were  very  likely  to  be  regarded 
with  oisoontent  and  saspioiony  and  no- 
thing  was  more  calculated  to  remove  that 
discontent  and  su^cion  than  the  know- 
ledge that  there  was  a  power  of  appeal 
to  an  admittedly  impartial  body.  There- 
fore, he  trusted  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  woold  allow  the  Amendment  to 


Thb  LOBD  OHANOELLOB  regretted 
the  tone  d  the  noble  Marq^uess's  re- 
msiks.  To  say  that  theOommission  was 
not  an  impartial  tribunal,  because  its 
Members  were  appointed  by  the  Qorem- 
msnt,  was  a  Tery  rash  assertion,  and  he 
ntteriy  repudiated  it.  Men  of  all  poli- 
tioal  Fames,  when  they  accepted  a 
jadicial  office,  might  be  trusted  to  de- 
eide  with  judicial  inq>artiality  the  cases 
brought  before  tiiem. 

Thx  MABQunss  OF  SALISBURY  said, 
hs  ^  not  questicm  the  perfect  honesty 
vilh  which  these  gentlemen  would  ad- 
dress themeelTes  to  their  task ;  but  he 
oonld  not  forget  the  fact  that  the  matters 
on  which  they  were  about  to  decide  were 
matters  whira  had  been  fiercely  con- 
tested by  riral  schools  of  thought.    The 
majority  of   the    Oommissioners   were 
known  to  be  under  a  prepossession  in 
&To«r  of  one  of  those  schools  of  thought, 
tad  they  had  been  appointed  by  a  GK>- 
▼enunent  whose  prepossessions  in  regard 
to  that  particular  controrersy  there  could 
be  no  doubt  about  whatever,  and  who 
bad  announced  the  necessity  of  their 
appointing  gentlemen  who  had  such  pre- 
poisessions.  He  asserted  that  it  was  not 
a  tribunal  of  arbitration,  and  that  the 
^neonutances  in  which  it  had  been  ap- 
pointed dej^Tcd  it  of  that  particular 
kind  of  trust  which  was  reposM  in  arbi- 
tntors  who  were  appointed  by  the  two 
watmding  parties. 
Amendment  agr$ed  to. 
Clatise,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Olaiiaes  45  to  52,  indusiye,  agreed  to, 
with  Amendments. 

OlaiiBe  ftS  (Arrears  of  rent,  how  dealt 

wifli). 

I^iD  CLONOUBEY  moved,  in  page 
H  to  leave  out  from  ("Talued,'*)  m 
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line  28,  to  ("  ezceedhig,")  in  line  80, 
both  indusiye,  and  insert  (<<the  rent 
payable  in  respect  of  which  does  not 
exceed.")  The  noble  Lord  said,  it  was 
weU  known  that  Griffith's  valuation  was 
no  indication  of  the  real  value. 

The  Earl  of  EIMBEBLEY  a^^reed 
that  Ghiffith's  valuation  was  unsatisfEU)- 
tory ;  but  it  wotdd  be  still  more  unsatis* 
fjadk>ry  and  inconvenient  to  take  the 
actual  rent.  The  rent  did  not  represent 
the  value  of  the  holding,  as  various 
drawbacks  ought  to  be  taken  into  consi- 
deration. 

The  Mabqubss  of  BAUSBUEY  said, 
it  was  certain  that  whatever  might  be  a 
bad  test  of  valuation,  Ghiffith's  valua- 
tion was  utterly  detestable  and  untrust- 
worthy. 

The  LOBD  GHANOELLOB  said,  that 
might  be  true  as  a  general  proposition ; 
but  the  question  was  what  was  desirable 
in  this  case.       

LoBD  OLONCUBBY  withdrew  the 
Amendment,  as  it  was  too  late  to  discuss 
it,  and  said  he  should  raise  the  question 
on  the  Beport. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oom- 
mittee)  mthdrawn. 
Olause  agreed  to. 
Clause  54  agreed  to. 

Olause  55  (Definitions). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Inohiquin, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  37,  line  31, 
by  leaving  out  from  ("  Act^')  to  ("  and,") 
in  line  34. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  66  agreed  to. 

Clause  57  (Saving  in  case  of  inability 
to  make  immediate  application  to  court) . 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  SALISBXTBY 
moved,  in  page  39,  lines  22  to  30  indu'* 
sive,  to  leave  out  the  following  words  :-— 

(*'When6Ter,  within  six  monthB  after  the 
ptuaing  of  this  Act,  any  action  shall  be  pending 
or  be  brought  against  a  tenant  to  recover  a  debt 
or  damages  before  or  after  an  application  to  fix 
a  jadiciiQ  rent,  and  shall  be  peniung  before  such 
application  is  disposed  of,  the  conrtbef ore  which 
sach  action  is  pending  shall  have  power,  upon 
such  tenns  and  conditions  as  the  court  may 
think  fit,  to  stay  the  sale,  under  any  writ  of 
execution  in  such  action,  of  the  tenancy  in  re- 
spect of  which  such  application  is  pending  until 
the  termination  of  the  proceedings  to  fix  such 
Jndidal  rent") 

The  noble  Marquess  said  that  if  the 
words  that  he  proposed  to  omit  were 
now  rejected,  after  a  short  disoossioB, 
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they  would  only  die  by  a  prooess  similar 
to  that  by  wbioh  they  bad  reoeiyed  their 
birth.  At  the  very  end  of  the  Beport, 
in  the  House  of  Oommons,  Mr.  Pamell 
suddenly  moved  this  singular  pendant 
to  the  clause,  and  obtained  its  accept- 
ance by  the  Ghovemment.  It  was  a  most 
extraordinary  clause.  By  its  operation 
any  tenant  who  had  not  paid  his  rent  to 
hislandlord,  or  his  interest  to  his  banker, 
or  who  had  not  satisfied  his  mortgagee, 
or  who  had  not  paid  his  tradesman, 
would  be  able  to  defer  any  action  taken 
against  him  by  a  creditor  by  the  simple 
process  of  applying  for  a  judicial  rent  to 
be  fixed.  Tne  respite  thereby  gained 
would  not  be  small  or  unimportemt.  Be- 
sides the  immorality  of  the  proposal,  it 
threw  upon  the  Land  Oommissioners 
work  far  in  excess  even  of  the  labours 
of  Hercules,  much  less  of  those  exalted 
natures,  notwithstanding  that  they  were 
already  orer-burdened  with  an  amount 
of  business  which  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  would  say  would  result,  as 
one  of  the  first  phenomena  of  the  Bill, 
in  a  hopeless  dead-lock.  A  further  delay 
might  be  interposed  if  the  debtor  were 
ingenious  enoueh  to  induce  his  friends 
also  to  apply  for  judicial  rents  to  the 
already  oyerworked  Assistant  Oommis- 
sioner  of  the  district.  By  that  process 
there  would  speedily  be  a  general  sus- 
pension of  payment  of  debts  throughout 
Ireland.  He  believed  in  Eastern  coun- 
tries, on  the  occasion  of  any  great  public 
rejoicing,  it  was  sometimes  Sie  habit  of 
despotic  Sovereigns  to  announce  that  all 
debts  should  be  remitted.  He  did  not 
know  whether  such  an  announcement 
was  received  with  as  much  rejoicing 
amongst  the  creditors  as  amongst  the 
debtors ;  but  on  the  principle  of  satis- 
fying everybody,  considermg  that  the 
debtors  were  much  more  numerous  than 
the  creditors,  he  could  imagine*  that 
the  Government  could  produce  no  more 
popular  measure  than  one  announcing 
to  all  debtors  in  Ireland  that  for  six 
months  or  two  years  they  need  not  pay 
their  debts.  He  ventured,  however,  to 
claim  justipe  for  England.  K  these 
benefits  were  to  be  given  to  Ireland, 
he  thought  it  would  be  found  that  a 
very  large  number  of  people  on  this  side 
of  St.  George's  Channel  would  be  of  opi- 
nion that  this  legislation  ousht  not  to  be 
oonfined  to  Ireland,  and  woiUd  press  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  take  into  oon- 
aideration  the  condition  of  the  oppressed 
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Enfflish  debtors.  He  thonfffat  he  had 
said  enough  to  show  that  the  Amead- 
ment,  which  was  hastily  brought  in  hj 
Mr.  Pamell,  without  Notice,  at  the  hk 
moment,  and  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, ought  not  to  be  aUowed  by  th^ 
Lordships  to  form  part  of  this  measure. 

Lord  GAELINGFOBD  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  Amendment  of  Mr.  Pamell 
to  the  clause  was  quite  so  wonderful  u 
the  noble  Marquess  seemed  to  fietncy.  It 
was  evidently  constructed  on  the  aaalogj 
of  Clause  12,  and  the  whole  rmUoni^itn 
of  it  was  that  it  did  foUow  that  analogy. 
Clause  12  provided  that  when  any  pro- 
ceedings of  a  landlord  against  a  tenant 
were  pending  in  a  County  Courti  the 
Court  should  have  power  to  stay  these 
proceedings  within  certain,  limitn  in  order 
to  enable  the  tenant  to  have  an  opnor- 
tunity  of  availing  himself  of  this  BilL 
It  was  thought  uiat  when  proceedings 
were  pending  in  the  Court  above,  the 
same  opportunity  should  be  given  with 
certain  restrictions  to  the  tenant  The 
House  would  observe  that  the  Court  was 
empowered  to  impose  such  terms  on  the 
applicant  as  it  might  think  fit.  For 
instance,  the  Court  would  be  perfectly 
at  liberty  to  require  the  tenant  to  pay 
half  his  rent  into  Court  or  to  give  seen* 
rity  for  the  payment  of  it.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  would  have  no  objection 
to  insert  words  of  limitation  like—''  If 
the  Court  shall  think  the  appHcation 
reasonable."  The  landlord  could  not 
be  injured  by  the  clause ;  because,  the 
moment  he  issued  his  writ,  and  lodged 
it  in  the  hands  of  the  ^erifiT,  the  land 
was  at  once  bound  against  all  other 
creditors. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
provision  was  fenced  round  with  so  many 
safeguards  that  it  could  not  very  weU 
act  injuriously. 

Earl  CAIRNS  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  a 
startling  innovation  on  all  previous  legal 
arrangements  to  confer  the  extraordinary 
power  which  the  Gt>vemment  had  con- 
sented to  insert  in  the  dause  at  the  last 
moment.  He  remembered  only  one  pre- 
cedent of  this  kind.  It  occurred  two 
centuries  ago,  when  the  Exchequer  was 
shut  up,  and  the  people  coidd  not  be 
paid.  The  course  was  then  taken  of 
applying  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  for 
an  injunction  to  prevent  any  coieditor 
from,  recovering  his  debts  from  fte 
bankers.    Under  the  dause,  an  app& 
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oation  might  be  made  not  for  the  hondAde 
purpose  of  obtaining  a  judicial  rent,  oat 
for  tHe  collateral  purpose  of  preventing 
debtors  firom  hayingtheirdebts  recoyered 
£roiii  them.  In  the  extreme  hurry  in 
wluoh  the  clause  was  drawn,  by  a  curious 
orersiffht,  it  seemed  to  hare  been  orer- 
looked  that  it  did  not  relate  to  proceed- 
ings in  bankruptcy.  Oonsequently,  a 
landlord  mieht  make  a  tenant  a  bank- 
rapt,  and  ttien  he  would  be  perfectly 
free  from  the  operation  of  this  Bill. 

Amendment  agre$d  to, 

dauae,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Hemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  amendments  to  be 
receiTed  on  Monday  next ;  and  Standing 
Order  No.  XXXY.  to  be  considered  in 
order  to  its  being  dispensed  with ;  and 
Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No  204.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

One  o'clock  a.m.,  to  Monday 

next,  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Fridt^g,   6th  Auguit,  1881. 
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INDIA— MORTALITT|IN  INDIAN  GAOLS. 

Sm  OEOBQE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
18  tme,  as  stated  in  the  << Times"  of 
Anffost  1,  that    the  mortality  in  the 

els  of  the  principal  provinces  of  India 
ffit  two  ^ears  aToiaged  from  8  to  11 


per  cent,  per  annum ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther, considering  that  after  many  years 
discussions  and  great  expenditure  the 
mortality  is  still  so  large,  he  will  take 
steps  to  make  very  searching  inquiry 
into  the  subject  ? 

Thb  Makqxtbss  of  HARTINQTON  : 
Sir,  it  is  true  that  the  mortality  for  the 
years  1878  and  1879  in  the  gaols  of 
Bengal,  Itfadras,  Bombay,  the  Jrunjab, 
and  Central  Froyinces  ranged  from  8  in 
Bengal  to  12  per  cent  in  the  Punjab. 
My  attention  has  already  been  directed, 
amonff  other  matters,  to  the  mortality 
of  Lidian  gaols.  I  have  communicated 
by  telegraph  with  the  Viceroy,  and  am 
now  awaiting  a  promised  despatch  on 
the  subject.  Meanwhile,  I  hare  requested 
a  Committee  of  the  Council  of  India  to 
investigate  the  Betums  on  the  subject 
which  are  already  at  the  India  Office. 

INDIA— MADRAS  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  has  received 
a  Copy  of  the  reply  of  the  Oovemment 
of  Inoia  to  the  communication  of  the 
Oovemment  of  Madras  of  April  1880, 
forwarding  the  Memorials  of  certain 
members  of  the  Madras  Civil  Service 
complaining  of  their  present  position 
and  future  prospects ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  state  the  nature  of  the  re- 
ply ;  but  if  no  copy  has  been  received, 
whether,  with  regard  to  the  delay  whidi 
has  alreadv  taken  place,  and  to  prevent 
further  delay,  he  will  communicate  with 
the  Government  of  India  by  telegraph, 
so  that  the  desired  information  may  be 
fbmished  at  an  early  date  ? 

The  Mabqubss  of  HABTINOTON  : 
Sir,  further  Correspondence  on  the  sub- 
ject has  been  received.  It  appears  that 
the  Government  of  Lidia  are  awaiting 
further  information  from  the  Madras 
Ghovemment  asked  for  so  long  since  as 
January,  1879,  and  on  its  receipt  pro- 
mised to  lose  no  time  in  considering 
whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what,  measures 
should  be  adopted  to  meet  the  com- 
plaints prefenred  by  certain  members  of 
the  Maoras  Civil  Service.  I  am  afraid 
that  decision  will  not  be  made  known 
before  the  rising  of  the  House. 

VACCINATION  ACT.  1867— AWARDS  TO 

PUBLIC  VACCINATORS. 

Mr.  BUBT  asked  the  President  of 

the  Local  GK>vemment  Board,  Whether, 

as  the   awards   for  vaccination  (paid 
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under  Motion  5  of  80  and  81  Yic  c  84) 
are  now  reiy  oontiderable  in  amount, 
and  as  ih«j  are  given  year  after  year  to 
certain  public  vaccinators,  though  the 
Act  prescribes  that  thej  shall  be  paid 
for  ''number  and  quidity"  only,  he 
will  state  what  is  the  officially  reooff- 
nised  principle  upon  which  these  awards 
are  given,  in  addition  to  the  ordinary 
salaries  of  the  public  vaccinators  ? 

Mb.  D0D80N:  Sir,  the  principle 
upon  which  tiiese  awards  are  siven  is 
that  an  Inspector  of  the  Board  should 
be  satisfied  in  every  case,  by  a  carefiil 
personal  examination  of  the  arms  of  a 
oonsiderable  number  of  recently-vacci- 
nated children,  that  the  results  are  up 
to  the  prescribed  standard  of  merit — 
namely,  that  the  scars  should  cover  a 
certain  area  and  be  thoroughly  well 
marked.  Moreover,  the  Inspector  is  re- 
quired to  see  that  the  public  vaccinator 
has  been  regular  and  punctual  in  his 
attendance  at  the  vaccination  station  at 
the  appointed  times,  and  that  the  cases 
have  been  duly  certified  and  registered. 
If  it  is  found  that  these  conditions  have 
not  been  complied  with,  the  award  is 
withheld. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND-JULY  OELEBRA- 
TIONS,  CX).  DOWN. 

LoBD  ABTHUB  HILL  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  proclamation  issued  at 
Downpatrick,  county  Down,  and  dated 
11th  July  1881,  prohibiting  the  erection 
«of  any  arch  of  whatever  description 
across  any  street,  lane,  or  road  within 
tiie  boundary  of  said  borough ;  "  whe- 
ther such  proclamation  was  issued  con- 
sequent upon  sworn  information  to  the 
e£Pect  that  a  breach  of  the  peace  would 
probably  ensue  if  such  axoh  were  erected ; 
and,  whether  he  will  cause  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  all  Corre- 
spondence bearing  upon  the  subject  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
he  found  that  the  magistrates  of  Down- 
patrick, acting  on  sworn  informations, 
issued  a  proclamation  on  the  llth  of 
July  prohibiting  the  erection  of  arches 
of  any  description  within  the  boundary 
of  the  town.  The  noble  Lord  was  doubt- 
less aware  that  the  erection  of  arches  in 
Downpatrick  on  the  18th  of  August  last 
gave  rise  to  rioting.  Se  did  not  know 
that  there  was  a^y  OotrespondenQe  to 
produce. 


STATE  OF  IBELAND— MUBDEE  OP 
POLICB-CONSTABLE  UNTON. 

LoBD  AltTHIJS  HILL  asked  Ob 
Ohief  Secretary  to  ^e  Lord  Lientenaiit 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  the  ease  of  Fdiee 
Oonstable  Linton,  who  was  murdeied  in 
Ohuroh  Street,  Loughrea,  ooonty  Oalway, 
at  about  10.20  p.m.  on  the  24th  of  lut 
month,  the  authorities  are^  proeeeutiiig 
any  inquiries  as  to  the  oirouoistanees 
under  which  the  deceased  eame  by  bis 
death ;  and,  whether  any,  and,  if  sny, 
what,  reward  has  been  offered  by  the 
Oovemment  for  the  apprehension  of  ihs 
person  by  whom  Police  Oonatable  Lintoa 
was  murdered  f 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  ssid, 
that  the  authorities  were  malong  sO 
possible  inquiries  into  the  ease  refeixed 
to,  and  that  two  persons  had  been  sr- 
rested  on  sworn  informations.  As  vet 
no  reward  had  been  offered ;  but,  if  it 
was  found  necessary,  there  woold,  of 
course,  be  no  hesitation  in  offering  a 
reward. 


EDUGATIOK  DEPABTMENT  —  INTER. 
MEDIATE  AND  HIGHER  EDUCATION 
(WALES)— BEPORT  OF  THE  C0KMI8- 
SION. 

Mr.  BATHBONE  asked  the  Yioe 
President  of  the  Ooundl,  Whether  he 
will  take  care  that  the  Beporft  of  the 
Oommission  on  Higher  Education  in 
Wales  is  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  before  it  separates,  so  that  theore 
may  be  no  unnecessazy  delay  in  cir- 
culating so  importemt  a  document  f 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  I  am  in- 
formed  that  this  Beport  is  on  the  eve  of 
completion,  and  will  be  ready- in  time  to 
be  laid  on  the  Table  before  tiie  dose  of 
the  Session. 


SOUTH   KENSINGTON   MU8BITM-THE 
PLANE  TREE. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENBY  asked  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether 
there  is  any  intention  to  cut  down  the 
beautiful  plane  tree  which  stands  oppo- 
site the  old  entrance  to  the  South  Ken- 
sington Museum  ?     

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYBE :  Sir,  thece 
is  no  intention  to  cut  down  the  tree  to 
which  my  bon.  Friend  relSnrs,  and  I  hars 
^ven  directions  that  it  shall  not  be  «ab- 
jeot  to  naltreatmentt    I  smy  obsm^i 
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luiw97«r,  that  if  fhe  plans  for  the  ezten- 
■ioii  of  South  Kennngton  MoBeum,  de- 
oded  upon  in  1876,  be  earned  out,  and 
if  a  frontage  be  added  to  the  blank  wall 
of  flie  Art  library  recently  erected,  it  is 
diiBflalt  to  see  how  the  plsjie  tree  can  be 
piMOifud;  but,  at  the  rate  at  which 
non^  has  been  voted  for  the  South 
Kensington  Museum  during  the  last  few 
ysarsy  it  will  be  about  20  years  before 
Ae  period  of  danger  is  reacJied. 

AKdENT  MONUMENTS  (RESOLUTION 
MABCH  11th). 

Bb  JOHN  LUBBOCK  asked  the  First 
Losd  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  pro- 
posed to  take  any,  and,  if  so,  what, 
sftspa  to  proTide  for  the  better  preserva- 
tkm  of  Ancient  Monuments,  in  accord- 
aiioe  with  the  Besolution  of  the  House 
of  the  nth  of  March? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  a  wish  had  been  expressed  by  the 
Honae  that  any  plan  submitted  to  the 
Ooremment  wim  regard  to  the  presenra- 
turn  of  ancient  monuments  should  be 
sarefolly  considered  by  the  GK>Temment. 
Ho  aoch  plan  had,  however,  been  sub- 
■dtted,  and  he  must  confess  that  he  had 
Mi  been  in  a  position,  nor  did  he  know 
when  he  should  be,  to  undertake  what 
was  expected  from  the  Gk)yemment. 
Serionsfy,  he  hoped  that,  after  what  had 
bappened,  some  plan  would  be  brought 
ionnud  to  which  the  GK>yemment  might 
be  able  to  giye  careful  attention. 

ASMT    OBGANIZATION  —  THE     NEW 
BOTAL    WAKRANT— RETIREMENT. 

ME.HEALY  (for  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Cootoe) 
afted  the  Secretary  of  Btate  for  War, 
'Whether  similar  conditions  of  retire- 
B«it  will  be  sanctioned  for  the  Captain 
sad  lieutenants  of  Orderlies,  A.H.C., 
vho  do  not  wish  to  serye  under  the  new 
Boyal  Warrant  as  Hospital  Quarter- 
Baiters,  to  Hiose  granted  by  the  Boyal 
Warrant  of  the  12th  July  1878  to  the 
Jbutant  Commissaries  who  declined  to 
SBHot  the  position  of  Quartermaster  in 
flii  Oonunissariat  Department  ? 

Mm.  OHILDEBS  :  No,  Sir  ;  the  oir- 
itanstanoes  are  entirely  different.  The 
Aaisteat  Commissaries  were  largely  re- 
ISBsd  in  number,  and  were  no  longer 
li^lo  tar  promotion  in  the  Depart- 
Wiat,  and  it  was  reasonable  to  offer 
*ftMii  under  auoh  oiroumstances,  faoili- 

TQL  OCH^XXV'    [thibd  sxbibs.] 


ties  on  a  liberal  scale  for  leaying  the 
Department.  This  is  not  the  case  with 
respect  to  the  officers  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

PARLIAMENT— THE   HOUSE   OF    COM- 
MONS—CONDUCT  OF  PUBLIC  BUSI- 
NESS-NEW RULES. 
Mr.  EATHBONE    asked  the   First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the  Gk)- 
yemment  will  consider  the  necessity  of 
bringing  before  the  House,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  next  Session,  proposals 
for  amendment  of  the  Eules  for  the  con- 
duct of  the  Business  of  the  House  f 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  am  sure 
my  hon.  Friend  will  understand,  with 
his  knowledge  of  Parliamentary  pro- 
ceedings, that  the  Goyemment  are  not 
able  to  giye  any  definite  pledge,  in  the 
present  state  of  their  knowledge  upon 
the  question,  as  to  what  Business  it  may 
be  their  duty  to  submit  to  Parliament 
at  the  commencement  of  next  Session ; 
but,  undoubtedly,  subject  to  reservations 
which  are  necessary  as  to  everything  in 
the  future,  I  cannot  hesitate  to  say,  with 
increasing  strength  of  conviction  from 
every  week's  and  month's  experience, 
that  the  question  of  the  re-organization 
of  the  arrangements  of  the  House  in 
such  a  way  as  to  restore  it — for  I  must 
use  the  expression — to  its  full  efficiency, 
has  become  a  question  of  the  very  first 
order,  not  only  in  point  of  magnitude, 
but  in  point  of  claim  to  precedence.  I 
may,  perhaps,  Sir,  while  I  am  address- 
ing you,  say,  with  regard  to  the  Boer 
Convention,  on  wliioh  I  spoke  yesterday, 
that  the  Paper  has  been  presented  to 
Parliament,  and  it  will  be  distributed,  I 
believe,  very  shortly.  I  do  not  know 
what  day  it  will  be  distributed,  but  copies 
of  it  are  to  be  obtained  in  the  Agenda 
Office  by  anyone  who  wishes  to  see  it. 
I  also  wish  to  refer  to  a  Question  put  to 
me  yesterday  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Hubbard),  on  which  the  riglit  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  offered  some  observation, 
with  regard  to  the  Bill  for  the  conver- 
sion of  certain  Stocks  into  certain  An- 
nuities. I  am  very  much  disposed  to  re- 
gret that  there  should  be  any  difficulty 
or  any  burden  upon  the  time  of  the 
House  in  respect  to  the  passing  of  that 
Bill  in  its  integrity.  If  I  am  pressed 
about  it,  with  a  desire  to  escape  from 
all  unnecessary  labour,  there  is  this  to 
be  said.     There  is  only  one  portion  of 
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that  Bill  which  is  of  great  praotioal  in- 
fluence to  pass,  with  the  view  of  reliev- 
ing the  Exchequer  from  unnecessary 
charge  with  relation  to  the  conversion 
in  Stock  of  £7,500,000  of  Exchequer 
Bonds,  on  which  we  are  paying  3^  per 
oent.  The  portion  of  the  Bill  whidi  re- 
lates to  that  I  should  feel  myself  bound, 
in  any  circumstances,  to  go  forward 
witib.  There  is  also  another  enactment 
of  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  curing  a 
legal  flaw  which  has  been  discovered  in 
the  Act  of  last  year  relating  to  the 
Savings  Bank  Fund.  K  it  is  desired  that 
such  a  course  should  be  taken,  I  would, 
in  lieu  of  going  forward  with  the  Bill  as 
it  stands,  be  willing  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time,  and  pass  it  through  Com- 
mittee j^ro/ormd  with  the  view  of  strik- 
ing out  idl  that  relates  to  the  larger 
function  with  regard  to  conversion, 
and  reduce  it  to  the  provision  I  have 
now  spoken  of.  K  1  find  that  is  so, 
I  will  take  the  stages  of  the  Bill  accord- 
ingly. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE— MR.  BRAD- 
LAUGH. 

Mb.  LABOTJCHEBE:  I  apprehend, 
Sir,  that  I  shall  be  in  Order  in  laying 
before  you  the  conduct  of  a  Member  of 
this  House  within  the  precincts  of  the 
House.  I  need  not  say  I  refer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London 
(Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler).  I  have  received 
the  following  letter  from  my  Colleague 
in  the  representation  of  Northamp- 
ton:— 

"  20,  Circus  Road,  St.  John's  Wood,  N.W. 
"August  4. 
"My  dear  Labouchere, — Among  the  exces- 
sively painful  incidents  of  yesterdajr  there  is  one 
matter  which  I  cannot  help  bringing  to  your 
notice.  Alderman  R.  N.  Fowler  (London)  fol- 
lowed me  downstairs,  and  at  the  door  leading  on 
to  Palace-yard,  just  as  the  police  and  other 
officials  were  forcibly  ejecting  me,  I  heard 
Mr.  Fowler  say,  *  Kick  him  out,^  and  the  people 
near  on  this  hooted  at  Mr.  Fowler.  Surely,  as 
this  took  place  within  the  precincts  of  the 
House,  and  as  I  was  debairea  by  my  being  in 
the  hold  of  12  men  from  retorting  as  this  de- 
served, and  am  also  debarred  from  protecting 
myself  in  my  place  in  Parliament,  I  may  appefu 
to  you  to  bring  this  matter  before  the  House. 
If  the  House  should  hold  that  this  did  not  occur 
within  its  raecincts  I  shall  at  once  summon  Mr. 
Alderman  Fowler  for  endeavouring  to  excite  to 
a  breach  of  the  peace. 

"Yours  very  sincerely, 

«0.  BaADLAUOH." 

I  need  not  add  anything  to  that  letter, 
Mr.  QkikUm 


and  I  shall  leare  the  matter.  Sir,  in  your 

hands.  

Mr.  E.  N.  fowler  :  I  have  to 
thank  the  hon.  Memher  for  his  courtesy 
in  deferring  this  Question  from  yester- 
day until  to-day  to  suit  my  convenienoe. 
If  I  take  any  notice  of  the  letter  it  ia 
not  from  any  respect  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
whose  admission  to  this  House  I  hays 
always  opposed,  and  shall  continue  to 
oppose  by  the  best  means  in  my  power. 
It  is  because  I  think  it  would  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  duty  of  any  Member  of 
this  House  to  interfere  with  the  police 
in  the  discharge  of  a  difficult  duty, 
which  I  may  say,  from  what  I  saw,  they 
discharged  with  very  great  moderation 
and  forbearance.  Alii  have  to  say  is^ 
that  I  never  used  the  words  in  ques- 
tion, and  I  emphatically  deny  the  state- 
ment made  in  the  letter  read  to  the 
House. 


SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL— 
THB  NATIVE  TRIBES. 

Sib  HENHY  HOLLAND  asked  whe- 
ther  the  Papers  to  be  laid  before  th^ 
House  with  respect  to  the  fioer  Conven- 
tion would  include  the  address  of  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  to  the  Natives,  whisli 
he  thought  might  have  an  important 
bearing  upon  the  construction  of  the 
Oonvention  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  not  heard  firom  the  Oolonial 
Office  any  account  of  the  receipt  of  thai 
Paper  officially  in  this  country.  What 
he  had  just  said  had  reference  not  to 
Papers  in  relation  to  the  Transvaal 
generally,  but  only  to  the  Convention. 
They  had  received  a  copy  of  the  fiill 
text  of  the  Convention,  but  had  not  had 
time  to  lay  it  on  the  Table.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet  that  the 
address  of  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  ought 
to  be  presented  to  Members  immediatdj 
on  its  receipt. 

Sib  GEOEOE  CAMPBELL  asked 
what  was  the  extent  of  territory  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  Boers  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  begged  to  refsv 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  Convention* 
The  hon.  Member  would  find  there  au- 
thentic terms,  which  he  was  unable  to 
supply  £rom  memory.  He  might  a^, 
however,  that  it  was  not  thought  that 
there  would  be  any  advantage  in  retain- 
ing the  slip  of  territory  between  Zulu* 
land  and  the  Transvaal, 
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EDUCATION  I>EPABTMENT— THE  NEW 
CODE. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Bbioos, 

Mb.  MTJNDELLA  said,  if  the  Edu- 
cation EBtimates  were  taken  on  Mon- 
day, he  should  lay  on  the  Table  the  pro- 
posals for  the  revision  of  the  Education 
Code. 

SEIZUBE  OF  EXPLOSIVE  MACHINES 
AT  LTVEBPOOL. 

LoKD  JOHN  MANNEBS  asked  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  whether  he  could  inform 
theHouseastoanycommanicationswhich 
had  passed  between  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
Temment  and  the  Qovemment  of  the 
United  States  with  reference  to  the  re- 
cent discovery  at  lirerpool  of  infernal 
machines  which  hare  been  sent  to  this 
country  from  America  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAROOURT:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  as  I  stated 
some  days  ago,  thought  it  their  duty  to 
make  representations  to  the  Minister  of 
the  United  States  in  London,  on  the 
subject  of  the  machines  which  were  dis- 
covered  at  Liverpool.  The  Government 
have  received  from  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  a  communication, 
couched  in  the  Mendly  and  satisfactory 
spirit  which  I  ventured  confidently  to 
anticipate.  With  Uie  leave  of  I2ie  House 
I  will  read  the  answer  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States.  It  is  from 
Mr.  Lowell,  the  Minister  of  the  United 
States— 

**  Legation  of  the  United  States,  London, 
''August  1,1881. 

''Mv  Lord, — Befening  to  my  oonyeraation 
vith  Lord  Tenterden  on  Friday,  the  29th  nit., 
in  relation  to  the  discovery  of  explosive  machines 
It  linvpool  shipped  from  the  United  States  for 
criminal  purposes,  I  have  the  honour  to  acquaint 
your  Loraship  that  I  sent  to  Mr.  Blaine  on  the 
loth  ult.  by  cable  a  memorandum  of  this  con- 
Tflnation,  and  that  I  have  reoeived  from  him 
this  morning  a  despatch  by  telegraph  in  which 
he  instructs  me  to  inform  Tenterden  that  the 
Natiooal,  State,  and  mnnidpal  authorities  of  the 
TTnited  States  are  all  engaged  in  the  work  of 
discovering  the  wicked  authors  of  the  dynamite 
plot  Kr.  Blaine  adds  that  it  was  a  stealthy, 
leoet  crine,  and  it  is  not  believed  that  any  oon- 
ndoable  number  of  accomplices  were  engaged 
in  it.  Be  further  states  that  no  pains  or  ex- 
panse will  be  spared  in  the  deteetion  and  prose- 
eatioB  of  the  gmlty  parties. 

«'Ihave,fto., 

"J.  R.  LOWBLL. 

'•Tlie  Earl  Granville." 


PARLDlMKNT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
OBSSBYATZONS. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  pro- 
posed, after  the  Army  Estimates  nad 
been  completed,  to  proceed  with  the 
Oiyil  Service  Estimates  in  the  order  of 
the  Votes  as  they  stood,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Education  Votes,  regarding 
which  a  special  arrangement  would  be 
made.  It  was  also  intended,  if  possible, 
to,  in  a  similar  way,  make  a  special  ar- 
rangement in  regard  to  the  Irish  Votes. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Oork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  had  given  Notice  of  an 
Amendment  in  connection  with  those 
Votes  which  would  raise  important 
Irish  questions,  and  he  thought  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Oovemment  to  afford 
that  hon.  Gentleman  every  convenience 
in  their  power  to  bring  on  the  discus- 
sion which  he  desired  to  raise.  No 
Irish  Votes  would,  therefore,  be  asked 
for  either  to-night  or  to-morrow  (Satur- 
day), but  another  day  would  be  given 
to  their  consideration.  No  idea  of  ur- 
gency in  regard  to  these  Votes  had  been 
entertained  by  the  Oovemment.  It 
would  be  necessary  for  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  who  was  nearly  out  at 
elbows,  to  ask  for  a  Vote  on  Account  to- 
morrow; but  he  would  not  propose  to 
take  any  Votes  on  which  discussion  was 
likely  to  arise,  but  to  deal  with  the  non- 
effective Votes.  The  House  would  meet 
at  12  o'clock  to-morrow.  It  was  intended 
to  propose  the  Education  Estimates  on 
Monday. 

Mb.  OALLAN  asked  whether  it  was 
intended  to  postpone  the  Irieh  Votes 
until  after  the  Land  Bill  had  been  re- 
turned to  this  House  from  ''another 
place?" 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  wasno 
such  intention,  and  added  that,  in  the 
view  of  the  Government,  they  would  be 
justiiSed  in  ludking  urgency  far  the  e«ni- 
sideration  of  any  Amendments  that 
might  be  proposed. 

Seb  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTB 
asked  when  the  Irish  Land  BiU  was 
likely  to  be  j:«tumed  to  this  House  from 
the  House  of  Lords  ?  With  regard  to 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minuter  as 
to  the  Terminable  Annuities  Bill,  he  en- 
tirely concurred  in  the  course  whidii  had 
been  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  in- 
dined,  in  answer  to  the  good-humoured 
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question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
to  ask  the  same  question  of  him. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  misinter- 
preted mj  meaning.  I  should  be  glad 
to  know  whether,  if  the  Bill  comes  back 
on  Monday  or  Tuesday,  the  Government 
propose  to  consider  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments the  same  day  or  on  some  day  or 
days  after  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  If  the  Bill 
comes  back  on  Monday  night  we  shall 
propose  to  consider  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments to  it  on  Tuesday ;  but  if  it  comes 
back  on  Tuesday  night,  we  shall  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  whether  they 
shall  be  considered  on  Wednesday  or  on 
Thursday.  The  Amendments  will  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  Members  with  all 
possible  dispatch.  They  will  be  printed 
separately.  To  insert  them  in  the  Bill 
would  necessitate  the  breaking  up  of 
type,  so  that  I  cannot  promise  that  a 
copy  of  the  Bill  shall  be  supplied  as 
amended. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  asked  what 
were  the  intentions  of  the  Government 
with  reference  to  dealing  with  the  subject 
of  local  self-government  in  Ireland  f 

Mr.  GLAj:)STONE  said,  the  strong 
desire  of  the  Government,  conveyed 
through  the  medium  of  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  at  the  commencement  of 
the  present  Session,  might  give  the  hon. 
Member  every  assurance  that  it  was  in 
their  power  to  convey  with  regard  to  the 
very  earnest  desire  of  the  Government  to 
proceed  with  that  very  important  matter. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Otway  and  Mr. 
Maofarlane, 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  could  make  no  further  state- 
ment on  the  subject  of  the  day  on  which 
the  Indian  Budget  would  be  taken  than 
that  which  had  been  made  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister.  He 
hoped  that  they  might  take  it  next 
week ;  but  he  could  not  say  positively, 
nor  could  he  even  say  whether  it  would 
be  taken  the  week  after.  He  would 
take  care  that  the  usual  Papers  inci- 
dental to  the  subject  were  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  before  the  discus- 
sion came  on. 

AFGHANISTAN— REPORTED  MOVE- 
MENTS OP  TROOPS. 
Captain  AYLMER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  had 

Mr.  GMiUm^ 


received  any  recent  news  as  to  the  more- 
ments  of  General  Hume's  force  on  the 
frontiers  of  Afghanistan  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
No,  Sir.  The  Viceroy  of  India  has  in- 
formed me  that  no  important  moyements 
have  taken  place  on  the  Afghanistan 
Frontier. 

FRANCE  AND    TUNIS  —  MHJTARY 
0PERATI0N8-THE  BOMBARD- 
MENT  OF  SFAX. 

Mr.  BOUBKE  :  I  should  like  to  ask 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  a  Question 
which  he  will  probably  be  able  to  an- 
swer, although  I  have  not  giren  him 
Notice  of  it — namely,  whether  since  the 
bombardment  of  Sfax  any  British  claims 
on  the  French  Government  have  arisen, 
or  are  likely  to  arise,  out  of  that  affair  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  No 
British  claims  have  yet  reached  the  Gb- 
vemment  at  home.  But  I  think  that  it 
is  probable,  from  a  telegram  sent  by  Mr. 
Beade,  the  British  Consul,  that  Britidi 
claims  will  arise  out  of  the  bombard- 
ment of  Sfax.  He  had  an  interview  be- 
fore the  bombardment  with  some  Britidi 
subjects  at  Sfax  possessing  considerable 

Ero]^rty  which  was  of  a  nature  likely  to 
e  injured  by  a  bombardment,  and  I 
have  reason  to  believe  that  a  portion  of 
that  property  was  destroyed.  It  is, 
therefore,  very  likely  that  British  claims 
will  arise  out  of  the  matter. 


ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 


SUPPLY,— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— OUTRAGE  UPON 
THE  PERSON.— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  MACFABLANE,  in  rising  to 
move — 


"  That  the  administration  of  the  Law  in  < 

of  outrage  upon  the  person  has  long  been  a  re- 
proach to  our  Criminal  Courts;  that  outragw 
and  assaults  of  the  most  brutal  character,  espe- 
cially upon  married  women,  even  when  the7 
cause  a  cruel  death,  are  commonly  punished  lea 
severely  than  small  offenoes  against  property; 
that  the  admission  of  the  crime  of  druikennea 
as  an  extenuation  of  other  crimes  is  immonli 
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tnd  acts  aa  an  inoentiye  to  penons  about  to 
oommit  ontngea  to  wilfully  depriTO  themaelTea 
of  the  gnidanoe  of  x«aaon ;  " 

said,  in  bringing  forward  this  subject  he 
did  not  propose  in  any  way  to  censure 
Her  Majesty's  Judges;  but  be  desired 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
striking  inequality  of  sentences  passed 
upon  persons  guilty  of  o£Pences  against 
the  person    as    compared   with    those 
passed  upon  persons  guilty  of  o£Pences, 
often  of  a  trivial  character,  against  pro- 
perty.    Thus,  whereas  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  sentenced  a  man  to  six  weeks' 
imprisonment  who  had,   while  drunk, 
assaulted  his  wife  in  such  a  manner  that 
her  death  resulted  from  it,  others,  like 
the  man  Murphy,  who  was  convicted  at 
the  Surrey  Sessions  of  stealing  a  few 
pieces  of  indiarubber,  were  sentenced  to 
10  years'  penal  servitude.     A  man  met 
a  woman  in  the  street,  struck  her  a 
riolent  blow  in  the  face,  knocked  out 
four  of  her  front  teeth,  loosened  the  re- 
mainder, and  cut  her  lip  in  two.    He 
was  sentenced  to  two  months'  imprison- 
ment, the  magistrate  observing  that  the 
sentence  ought  to  be  more  severe.     He 
had  taken  these  few  cases  out  of  the 
papers  since  he  asked  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  a  Question  on  the 
subject,  and  he  had  no  doubt  he  might 
have  found  hundreds  of  similar  cases. 
There  was  no  person  in  any   class  of 
sodely  who  did  not  admit  that  there  was 
in  thiis  country  an  undue  tendency  to 
punish  the    smallest  possible  offences 
against    property,    and,   comparatively 
speaking,    almost    to    ignore    offences 
against  the  person.  He  £iew  the  Home 
Secretaiy  would  tell  him  he  had    no 
power   to    revise    sentences.     He  had 
no  doubt  that  if  the  right  hon.   and 
learned    Oentleman    wotud    say    that 
in  the    one    class    of  cases   the   sen- 
tences were  too  severe  and  in  the  other 
were  not  severe  enough,   that    would 
have    considerable    inluence    on    the 
Judges.    At  any  rate,  he  did  his  duty 
in  bringing  these  cases  before  the  House. 
A  man  of  the  name  of  Harcourt — ^he 
begged  the  riffht  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tleman's  pardon,  William  Harcourt — 
wascharged  with  having  beaten  a  woman 
m  a  most  unmerciful  manner.    His  plea 
was  that  that  he  did  not  know  he  nad 
strock  her— that  was  to  say,  he  was  in 
a  state  of  brutal  intoxication  at  the  time. 
The  maffistrate    sentenced  him   to   a 
month's  hard  labour.    But  if  fliat  man 


had  put[his  hand  into  her  pocket  and  had 
taken  6<^.,  he  would  probably  have  been 
sentenced  for  some  years  to  penal  servi- 
tude. The  hon.  Oentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  Eesolution  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*<  the  adminiatration  of  the  Law  in  caaea  of 
outrage  upon  the  person  has  long  been  a  re« 
proacm  to  our  Criminal  Courts ;  uiat  outrages 
and  assaults  of  the  most  brutal  character,  eape- 
oially  upon  married  women,  eren  when  they 
cause  a  cruel  death,  are  commonly  punished  less 
severely  than  small  offencea  against  property ; 
that  the  admission  of  the  crime  of  drunkenness 
as  an  extenuation  of  otiier  Crimea  is  immoral, 
and  acts  as  an  incentive  to  persons  about  to 
oommit  outrages  to  wilfully  deprive  themselvsa 
of  the  guidance  of  reason," ^ifr.  Maefarkmet) 

— instead  thereof. 


Question  ^ 

S reposed  to 
uestion." 


"  That  the  words 
>eleft  out  stand  part  of  the 


Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  must  point  out  to  the  House  that  the 
Motion  which  they  were  asked  to  accept 
was  of  a  very  grave  character.  It  was 
not  an  impeachment  of  particular  t  de- 
cisions into  which  that  House  certainly 
could  not  enter  with  advantage,  but  it 
was  a  general  charge  against  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  cases  of  out- 
rage, which  the  hon.  Member  asserted 
to  have  been  long  a  reproach  to  our 
Criminal  Courts.  In  this  Motion  the 
hon.  Member  included  the  whole  of  the 
ma^strates  of  this  country,  from  the 
Chief  Justice  down  to  the  borough  and 
county  Justices.  He  must  point  out  that 
those  magistrates  came  from  the  same 
class  as  hon.  Members  themselves,  and 
were  members  of  the  same  community ; 
and  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  how 
he  could  account  for  the  fact  that  many 
hundreds,  he  might  almost  say  thou- 
sands, of  persons  having  the  same  feel- 
ings of  humanity,  the  same  sense  of 
rieht  and  wrong  as  himself,  should  have 
all  conspired  together  habitually  to  do 
that  which  was  injurious  to  the  society 
in  which  they  liveid  f  The  thing  was  im- 
probable on  the  face  of  it.  It  was  cer- 
tainly contraiy  to  his  experience  and 
conviction.  He  could  not  believe  that 
the  Chief  Justice  and  the  whole  Bench 
of  Judges — p*  No,  no ! "]— yes,  that  was 
the  hon.  Member's  proposition.  He 
could  not  read  it  in  any  other  sense,  for 
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the  Motion  said  the  administration  of 
the  law  had  been  long  a  reproach  to  our 
Oriminal  Courts,  and  the  hon.  Member 
had  started  his  illustrations  with  a  case 
in  which  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  was  the 
Judge,  and  descended  to  cases  in  police 
courts.  He  could  not  regard  the  Motion 
or  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  other- 
wise than  as  a  general  indictment  and 
impeachment  of  the  administration  of 
the  Criminal  Law  in  all  its  branches. 
If  the  hon.  Member  had  had  the  same 
experience  as  he  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
was  obliged  to  have  of  the  reports  which 
went  forth  to  the  public  of  tnese  cases, 
he  Would  know  how  extremely  inaccurate 
those  reports  were,  and  how  much  they 
led  to  prejudice.  Half  the  work  in  his 
office  consisted  in  writing  to  inquire, 
either  at  the  instance  of  other  people  or 
on  his  own  motion,  for  explanations  of 
reports  in  which  improper  sentences  were 
alleged  to  have  been  given,  and  in  99 
cases  out  of  100  he  found  that  the  report 
of  those  cases  omitted  to  notice  the  ma- 
terial particulars  on  which  the  sentences 
were  based.  Why  they  were  to  assume 
that  a  magistrate  or  Judge  whom  they 
had  every  right  to  suppose  was  as  fit  to 
form  a  judgment  as  they  themselves 
were,  should  have  gratuitously  come  to 
a  foolish  and  ridiculous  conclusion,  dis- 
advantageous to  society,  he  could  not 
understand.  His  official  experience 
showed  that  in  99  cases  out  of  100, 
popular  prejudice  on  the  matter  was 
not  well-founded,  because  it  rested  on 
reports  which  did  not  accurately  convey 
the  condition  of  things  on  which  the  ma- 
gistrate had  acted.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say  that  there  were  not  occasional  cases 
in  which  sentences  were  imposed  which 
he  could  not  approve  of,  or,  at  all  events, 
different  from  what  he  himself  would 
have  imposed ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  that  was  the  greatest  and  in- 
soluble difficulty  in  the  administration 
of  the  Criminal  Law.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  complained  of  inequality  in  sen- 
tences. There  was  great  inequality  of 
sentences.  There  must  be  inequality  in 
sentences  as  long  as  we  found  sentiment 
varied ;  and  he  did  not  see,  unless  they 
could  secure  uniformity  in  the  tempera- 
ment of  the  human  mind,  that  we  could 
ever  get  that  uniformity  of  sentences 
which  the  hon.  Member  desired.  He 
had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  and  him- 
self would  claim  for  themselves  senti- 
ments of  equal  reotitude  and  benevolence; 

Sir  WilKam  Sarcouri 


but  it  was  quite  possible  that  in  judging 
of  the  same  case,  with  the  most  honest 
intent,  they  would  pronounce  very  dif- 
ferent sentences.  That  always  must  be 
so.  They  never  could,  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, settle  absolute  sentences.  AH 
they  could  do  by  statute  was  to  fix  the 
maximum  sentences ;  but  between  the 
maximum  and  minimum  there  would 
always  be  immense  room  for  diversity  of 
feeling  and  judgment  on  the  part  of  the 
magistrates  who  administered  the  law. 
He  was  quite  conscious  of  that,  and 
could  see  no  remedy  for  it.  The  hon. 
Member  had  complained  that  there  was 
a  broad  distinction  between  the  manner 
of  dealing  with  offences    against  the 

Serson  and  offences  against  property. 
>ne  fact,  which  did  not  solve  aU  the 
cases,  but  which  had  a  bearing  on  them, 
was  this.  They  often  saw  what  seemed 
to  be  a  very  small  offence  against  pro- 

Eerty  visited  with  a  very  heavy  sentence, 
ut  newspaper  reports  sdmost  universally 
omitted  the  circumstances,  that  it  might 
be  the  sixth,  seventh,  or  tenth  convic- 
tion. People  saw  that  a  man  had  been 
punished  for  larceny  with,  say,  five 
years'  penal  servitude ;  but  they  did  not 
know  the  fact  that  that  man  was  a  con* 
firmed  offender,  whereas  in  these  casee 
of  personal  outrage,  however  brutal, 
they  were  more  commonly  than  not  first 
offences,  a  circumstance  which  very  often 
accounted  for  the  variety  of  sentencee. 
Those  were  some.of  the  difficulties  which 
surroundedjthat  matter.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection  whatever  to  the  hon.  Member 
discussing  it.  It  was  very  useful  and 
wholesome  that  sentences  should  be  can- 
vassed and  considered  by  public  opinion 
with  a  full  knowledge  of  me  facts.  He 
felt  sure,  however,  the  House  would  not 
accept  or  endorse  the  general  and  se- 
vere condemnation  of  the  magistrates  of 
this  country  contained  in  the  Kesolution. 
If  that  Resolution  were  well-grounded 
they  ought  to  dismiss  all  their  mana- 
trates  and  Judges.  He  knew  no  ouer 
remedy,  because  if  for  years  those  magis- 
trates and  Judges  had  been  acting  in  a 
manner  which  was  a  reproeu)h  to  the 
Criminal  Courts,  the  only  cure  was  to 
get  rid  of  them.  The  House  could  not 
properly  review  the  decisions  of  Judges 
without  informing  themselves  of  all  the 
circumstances,  and  hearing  the  Judges' 
explanation  of  the  reasons  whidh  in- 
duced them  to  pass  the  sentences  com- 
plained of. 
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IEb.  MAOFABLANE  8aM,that»  as  his 
object  had  been  gained,  he  was  wilHng 
to  witlkdraw  Ms  Amendment. 

Question  ^nt,  and  agreed  to, 

GSnUKAIi  LAW— CASE  OF  EDHUNl) 
GALLEY.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Bib  EAEDLEY  WILMOT,  in  mng 
to   eall  attention  to  the    case   of  Ed- 
mund 6hdlej,  to  whom  Her  Majesty 
graeioaaly   granted  a  free   pardon  in 
I879y  in  aoooidance  with  the  Prayer  of 
this  Hoiise,  said,  that  the  Motion  just 
mbmitted  to   the  House  havisig  been 
nsgatiTed,   he  was  thereby  presented 
from  bringing  forward  the  Besolution 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice  in  a  sub- 
stantire    form;    out  that  drcunstance 
would  not  prevent  him  from  presenting 
it  in  the  shape  of  an  appeal  to  the  Oo- 
vemmenty  in  fulfilment  of  the  pledge 
which  he  had  given  to  those  who,  both 
inside  the  House  and  out  of  it,  had 
taken  a  deep  interest  in  the  case  of  the 
unfortunate  man  Edmund  OaUey.    He 
would  commence  by  apologizing  to  hon. 
Members  and  to  the   Gbvemment  for 
taking  a  course  which,  at  that  late  period 
of  the  Session,  and  in  the  pressure  of  so 
much  Public  Business  to  be  dealt  with, 
would  postpone  their  going  into  Supply ; 
but  the  interests  of  a  much-injured  man 
had  been  intrusted  to  him,  and  he  knew 
thst  the  ear  of  the  House  of  Commons 
was  never  closed  against  the  humblest 
ol  Her   Majesty's  subjects,  when  he 
sought  justice  at  its  hands.    They  would 
ra&ember  that  in  1879,  at  the  dose  of 
the  Session,  the  case  of  Oalley  had  been 
carefully  considered  in  a  long  debate, 
whkh  lasted  from  9  p.m.  till  2  in  the 
morning,  and  that  the  discussion  ended 
by  the  Mouse  unanimously  resolving  to 
pray  Her  Majesty  to  grant  him  a  nree 
paidon.  He  (Sir  EardleyWilmot)  would 
not  re-open  the  details  which  convinced 
the  House  of  the  innocence  of  Oalley. 
Hon.  Member  afker  hon.  Member  aro^e 
to  esprees  that  conviction ;  and  he  might 
meiition  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Oeu* 
tleman  tiie  present  Attorney  Oenend, 
who  spoke  strongly  in  favour  of  his  in- 
nocence, stated  in  the    course  of   his 
ij^eeoh  that  out  of  the  114  members  of 
lus  own  Circuit  he  believed  that  there 
was  acaraely  one  who  was  not  of  the 
Bsne  opinion.    He  (Sir  Eardley  Wil- 
niot)  recollected  that  the  in^eech  of  Sir 
Lawrenoe  Palk— now  Lord  Haldop — 


made  a  great  impression  upon  the  House. 
As  a  younff  man,  Str  Lawrence  Pi^ 
had  visited  we  scene  of  the  murder,  and 
the  particular  locality  where  the  pvin- 
dpal  witness,  the  woman  Harris,  swore 
she  saw  the  outrage  committed ;  and  Sir 
Lawrence  Palk  said,  from  the  natnre 
of  the  ground,  and  the  circumstances  of 
a  thick  copse  doeely  bordering  the  road 
on  each  side,  it  was  quite  impossible 
that  she  could  have  seen  the  murder 
committed  without  being  herself  seen. 
He  need  scarcely  call  to  their  reccdleo- 
tion  the  able  ana  eloquent  letter  of  the 
late  lamented  Lord  Chief  Justice,  or  tiie 
testimony  of  Sir  Montague  Smith,  bolih 
of  whom  were  present  at  t^e  trial  in 
1836.  In  the  ^bate  in  1879,  he  had 
read  a  letter  from  the  latter,  saying  he 
considered  it  a  case  of  mi3taken  identity, 
an  extract  from  which  letter  was  to  be 
found  in  Sansoriy  which  he  held  in  his 
hand.  He  should  not  have  alluded  to  it 
now  had  he  not  heard  that  doubts  stiU 
existed  in  some  minds  as  to  Oalley's  in- 
nocence, and  had  he  not  felt  that  there 
were  some  present  upon  whose  nunda 
the  minute  ciroumstuices  of  the  trial 
and  conviction  were  not  so  deeply  en- 
graven as  upon  his  own.  He  would 
proceed  to  imat  had  taken  place  since 
1879.  Nothing,  as  far  as  he  knew,  had 
transpired  either  at  the  time  of  the  de- 
bate, or  since,  on  the  subject  of  compen- 
sation. He  eertainly  had  never  alluded 
to  it  himself.  But  it  appeared  that  some- 
one had  held  out  a  hope  to  Galley,  or  that 
he  had  got  the  idea  into  his  head,  that 
compensaticMi  would  be  made  him  by  his 
country  for  the  long  and  unmerited  in- 
j  uries  he  had  sustained  for  a  period  of  up- 
wards of  40  years.  At  all  events,  Qalley 
felt  that  he  was  entitled  to  it,  for  he  had 
written  earl^in  the  following  year  a  letter 
to  Mr.  Latimer  of  Exeter,  from  which 
he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  would  read  an 
extract.  But,  before  he  did  so,  he  could 
not  help  payinff  his  warmest  tribute  of 
admiration  and  respect  to  the  persever- 
ing exertions  of  that  gentleman  on  be- 
hiuf  of  Galley,  for  to  those  exertions 
Gklley's  pardon  was  mainly  to  be  as- 
cribed. Mr.  Latimer  had  been  present 
at  the  trial  at  Exeter,  and  had  heard 
Oliver,  who  was  really  guilty,  avow  in 
open  Court,  after  the  verdict  was  given, 
the  entire  innocence  of  Galley.  He  after- 
wards stood  by  Oliver  on  the  sca£Pold 
vrhen  he  said — 
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"  I  declare  in  the  face  of  this  congregation 
that  I  am  guilty,  and  that  the  other  man  is 
innocent.'* 

From  the  moment  when  Mr.  Latimer 
heard,  in  1877,  that  Galley  was  still 
alive,  and  that  the  really  guilty  man, 
Longley,  had  confessed  in  the  Colony,  he 
most  warmly  and  zealously  took  up 
Galley's  case,  and  never  slackened  his 
exertions  till,  first  by  the  letter  of  the 
late  Lord  Chief  Justice  to  the  Home 
Office,  and  afterwards  by  the  debate  in 
Parliament,  he  had  the  happiness  of 
seeing  those  exertions  crowned  with 
success.  The  letter  to  him  from  Galley 
was  as  follows  : — 

*'  Tkalong,  Binilong,  June  4,  1880. 
"  For  Thomas  Latimer,  Esq. 
"  Dear  Sir, 
**  I  hope  you  will  excuse  me  for  taking  the 
liberty  of  writing  to  you  once  more  concerning 
my  unfortunate  affair,  having  never  heard  from 
you  for  some  months  past,  I  may  say  never  since  I 
received  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty's  free^  par- 
don.  I  beg  of  you  as  a  good  friend  and  Christian 
to  put  some  of  the  Homo  Authorities  in  mind,  ac- 
cording to  their  promise,  that  something  will  be 
done  for  me  in  the  way  of  compensation.  I  am 
beginning  to  think  fthat'the'excitement  in  Eng- 
land caused  by  my  unfortunate  affair  has  all 
died  out,  and  I  begin  to  feel  that  it's  a  longtime 
about.  I  feel  that  I  must  be  drawing  near  to  the 
grave,  and  I  feel  anxious  for  those  I  may  leave 
behind." 

In  May  of  the  present  year,  he  (Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot)  had  himself  received  a 
letter  from  Galley,  which  he  would  also 
read  to  the  House — 

"  Binilong,  New  South  Wales, 
"  March  1,  1881. 
"  Sir  J.  E.  Wilmot,  bart.,  M.P. 
"for  Warwickshire. 
"  Dear  and  honored  Sir, 

"  i  beg  of  you  once  more  to  try  and  do  a  most 
injured  man  a  kind  favour  by  laying  my  case 
once  more  before  the  house  of  commons,  inter- 
ceding on  my  behalf  for  some  compensation  for 
the  sufferings  that  i  have  undergone  during  my 
Life  as  a  Prisoner. 

**  Now  i  am  freed  from  the  awful  crime  for 
which  i  have  sufered  over  40  years  wrongfully, 
i  consider  as  a  most  injured  man,  that  i  am  en- 
titled to  some  compensation  from  the  english 
government. 

"Through  your  own  kind  benevolence  and 
other  good  gentlemen  of  England,  i  received 
the  royal  free  pardon  for  whidb  I  can  never  be 
too  thankful. 

"  i  beg  to  say  that  the  gqod  gentlemen  of  eng- 
land  that  have  done  so  much  for  me  apear  to 
have  forgotten  mo  and  my  troubles. 

"  i  hope  you,  as  a  good  christian  and  a  gen- 
tleman, seeing,  that  I  am  an  old  man  now,  will 
try  and  do  something  for  me  in  the  way  of  re- 
compense for  my  troubles.  Thanking  you  for 
all  tna  kindneaBSB  you  have  done  for  me,  i  beg 
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to  remain  your  most  humble  Servant  Edmund 
Galley. 

"  Binilong,  N.S.W. 
'*  Care  of  A.  B.  Paterson,  eaq. 

"  Sir,  i  forgot  to  add  that  I  wrote  to  you 
some  years  ago,  but  never  received  any  answer." 

He  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  was  under  the 
impression  that  he  did  reply  to  Galley's 
former  letter ;  but,  at  all  events,  the  beet 
answer  that  could  be  sent  was  Her  Ma- 
jesty's free  pardon,  f  *  Hear,  hear !  "] 
Soon  after  he  received  the  above  letter, 
he  heard  from  Mr.  Latimer  that  the 
people  of  Devon  were  preparing  a  Feti-* 
tion  to  the  House  of  Oommons,  and  aLao 
a  Memorial  to  the  Home  Secretary,  to 
ask  for  compensation  to  Galley,  and 
after  Whitsuntide  both  documents  were 
sent  to  him  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  for 
presentation.  The  Petition  was  signed 
by  upwards  of  5,000  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Exeter  and  Devon  (5,230),  and  com- 
prised most  influential  signatures,  headed 
by  the  Dean,  the  Mayor  and  ex-Mayor  of 
Exeter,  the  Mayors  of  Plymouth,  Tiver- 
ton, and  Totnes,  and  many  Aldermen  and 
Town  Oouncillors  of  the  various  boroughs 
in  Devonshire.  There  were  the  names  of 
34  magistrates,  43  clergymen  of  all  de- 
nominations, 306  professional  and  inde- 
pendent men,  18  journalists,  and  2,115 
merchants,  tradesmen,  and  farmers,  be- 
sides 2,714  miscellaneous  signatures. 
There  were  also  the  names  of  Mr. 
Sanders,  J.P.,  Mr.  Latimer,  J.P.,  and 
Mr.  Eose,  late  Governor  of  Exeter  Oountj 
Otaol,  all  three  having  been  present  at 
the  trial  of  Gtdlev  in  1836,  ana  through- 
out convinced  of  his  innocence.  The 
Memorial,;which  he  (SirEardley.Wilmot) 
took  himself  to  the  Home  Office  for  pre- 
sentation, was,  he  understood,  as  nume- 
rously signed,  though  he  did  not  exa- 
mine the  signatures  as  he  did  those  to 
the  Petition.  Having  left  an  interval 
of  time,  in  order  that  the  Home  Secre- 
tary might  consider  the  Prayer  of  the 
Memorial,  he  proceeded  to  put  a  Ques- 
tion in  the  House  as  to  the  course  the 
Government  intended  to  pursue,  and  the 
reply  of  the  Home  Secretary  was  HhaA, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Gfovemmoiti 
enough  had  been  done  for  Galley  by  the 
ffrant  of  a  free  pardon.  This,  however, 
did  not  satisfy  the  people  of  Devon,  who 
not  only  had  all  along  felt  and  expressed 
a  deep  sympathy  with  Galley,  but  also 
considered  that  a  certain  duMoredit  at- 
tached to  their  county  by  the  faiot  that 
an  entirely  innocent  man  had  been  con* 
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▼icied  and  sentenced  to  death  in  it.  Thej, 
therefoTe,  urged  him  (Sip  Eardley  Wil- 
mot)  to  proceed  further  in  the  matter, 
▼hich  he  not  unwillingly  undertook,  for 
he  ahrajs  had  considered  that  a  par- 
don bestowed  on  an  innocent  man  was 
sn  anomaly,  and  that  the  laws  which 
had  inflicted  the  injury  should  provide 
amends  and  compensation.  Bir  Samuel 
Bomilly,  as  far  back  as  1808,  brought 
in  a  Bill  with  that  object;  and  he  (Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot)  intended  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  next  Session  for  the  institution  of  a 
Coort  of  Criminal  Appeal,  one  of  the 
ptoriaions  of  which  would  be  to  em- 
power the  Court  to  award  compensation 
where  it  was  prored  satisfactorily  that 
injustice  had  been  done  and  unmerited 
sdOTering  had  been  sustained.  Betum- 
ing,  however,  to  the  case  of  Oalley,  be- 
fore he  gave  Notice  of  his  Motion  asking 
for  compensation  to  him,  he  went  to  the 
Home  Office  in  order  to  seek  an  inter- 
riew  with  the  Home  Secretary,  or  Mr. 
liddell,  the  Under  Secretary  of  State, 
to  see  if  they  would  not  re-consider  their 
deoision,  and  thus  avoid  the  necessity 
of  bringing  the  matter  forward  in  the 
House.  He  was  not  fortunate  enoueh 
to  see  either  of  the  Secretaries ;  but  he 
aaw  one  of  the  Assistant  Secretaries  of 
the  Criminal  Department,  and  also  the 
Private  Secretary  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and,  to  his  surprise  and  astonish- 
ment, he  learnt  that  a  belief  still  existed 
at  the  Home  Office  that  Galley  was 
guilty.  He  thought  that  that  idea  had 
long  since  been  banished  from  the  Home 
Office ;  and,  bearing  upon  that,  he  might 
mention  that,  accidentally  meeting  abroad 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges — one  most 
distinguished  in  his  knowledge  of  Cri- 
minal Law — ^that  dignitary  had  informed 
liim  that  at  the  period  when  Galley's 
ease  was  about  to  be  brought  before 
Parliament,  in  1879,  a  late  Home  Secre- 
tazy  had  sent  him  the  Papers  connected 
riUi  the  case,  and  askea  his  opinion 
on  it.  His  reply  had  been — ''  Galley 
no  more  committed  that  murder  than  I 
did  myselfL*'  At  all  events,  the  inquiry 
by  him  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  not  being 
▼hat  he  hoped  for,  he  put  down  his 
Motion  on  the  Notice  Paper  the  same 
afternoon,  and  to-day  they  had  come  to 
its  oonaideration.  It  might  be  said  that 
mk  a  case  would  afford  a  precedent  for 
others  if  the  Government  consented  to 
;ife  compensation ;  but  he  would  ask, 
not  the  preoedent  been  already 


established  on  more  than  one  occasion  ? 
He  would  refer  hon.  Members  first  to 
the  well-known  case  of  Barber,  a  solici- 
tor, of  London,  who  was  convicted,  in 
1844,  of  forgery  at  the  Central  Criminal 
Court,  along  with  one  Fletcher.    Both 
were  sentenced  to  transportation  for  life, 
and  sent  to  Norfolk  Island  in  the  autumn 
of  that  year.    A  near  relative  of  his  (Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot's)    own— in   fact,   his 
father — was  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Van 
Dieman's  Land  at  that  time.    Norfolk 
Island  was  under  the  charge  of  an  offi- 
cial subordinate  to  the  Lieutenant  Go- 
vernor's jurisdiction,  and  at  some  dis- 
tance from  Hobart  Town;  and  he  was 
sorry  to  sav,  as  they  all  well   knew, 
that    dreadiul    enormities    were    com- 
mitted there.    Barber  was  placed,  on 
his  arrival,  in  a  most  menial  occupa- 
tion, and  underwent  great  and  cruel 
indignities,  which  injured  his  health, 
and  he  was*  afterwards  removed  to  .Van 
Dieman's  Land,  where  he   obtained  a 
free  pardon  in  1848.    For,  in  the  mean- 
time, the  humane  and  excellent  chap- 
lains, Messrs.  Eogers  and  Naylor,  who 
did  their  best  for  the  convicts  on  Norfolk 
Island,   had   convinced    themselves    of 
Barber's  innocence, ;  and  Fletcher  him- 
self, his  alleged  partner  in  the  forgery, 
had  entirely  exonerated  him  from  any 
participation  in  it.     Well,  Barber  re- 
turned to  England,  and  endeavoured  to 
resume  his  practice  in  London  as  a  soli- 
citor, in  1 855,  but  in  vain.  Though  a  free 
pardon  had  been  given  him,  his  derk 
gave  evidence  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee   afterwards    appointed   by    the 
House  of  Commons,  that  he  was  avoided 
by  clients,  as  having  had  the  stain  of  a 
conviction,  though  wrongfully,  upon  him. 
In  his  misery.  Barber  petitioned   this 
House  for  inquiry;  and,  through  the  ex- 
ertions of  Dr.  Brady,  a  respected  Mem- 
ber of  it,  a  Select  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  circumstances 
of  his  case,   Lord  Hotham  being   its 
Chairman.     After  several    sittings  of 
the  Committee,   before   whom  Barber 
himself.    Major    General    Childs,    and 
other    witnesses    were    examined,    the 
Committee    came    to    the    unanimous 
opinion  that  Barber  was  entirely  inno- 
cent of  the  crime  for  which  he  had  been 
punished,  and  ''  they  recommended  him 
to  the   favourable   recommendation  of 
the  Government."     He    (Sir    Eardley 
Wilmot)  had  the  Beport  ot  the  Com- 
mittee in  his  hand    (Yol.    zii.|    1857- 
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1858,  page  617),  but  lie  would  not 
trouble  the  House  with  it.  But  the 
Beport  stated  ''that  the  allegations  in 
Barber's  Petition  had  been  substan- 
tially proved."  He  would,  however, 
read  to  them  what  occurred  in  the 
House  afterwards.  Dr.  Brady,  on  19th 
March,  1859,  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  what 
the  Government  intended  to  do  in  re- 
ference to  the  Beport  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Petition  of  William  Henry 
Barber?  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  said— 

"  The  case  of  Mr.  Barber  had  been  under  the 
careful  consideration  of  the  Government  for 
some  time,  and  no  little  difficulty  had  been  ex- 
perienced in  deciding  how  to  deal  with  it.  On 
the  one  hand,  a  precedent  ought  not  to  be  laid 
down  which  might  operate  injuriously  in  other 
cases  of  an  analogous  nature ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  this  particular  case  was  taken  out  of  the 
ordinary  category  by  the  fact  that  it  had  been 
investigated  by  a  Select  Committee,  who  had 
unanimously  recommended  it  to  the  special  con- 
sideration of  the  Government.  The  various 
propositions  that  had  been  brought  forward 
had  received  the  attention  of  the  Govommont, 
which  had  felt  that  the  only  unobjectionable 
mode  of  proceeding  would  bo  to  g^ve  some  re- 
cognition of  the  sufferings  which  Mr.  Barber  had 
certainly  undergone.  This  would  be  attained 
by  a  grant  of  public  money  to  Mr.  Barber ;  and, 
accordingly,  in  the  Estimates  for  the  coming 
year  such  a  sum  would  be  included  as,  without 
pretending  to  compensate  him  for  what  he  had 
endured,  would  still  be  an  acknowledgment  on 
the  part  of  Parliament  and  the  country  that  he 
had  suffered  considerably,  and  was  therefore 
entitled  to  some  consideration  of  this  nature." 

The  other  case  he  would  mention  was 
that  of  Habron,  convicted  not  long  since 
of  murder  committed  by  a  man  named 
Peace.  Through  the  confession  of 
Peace,  entirely  exonerating  Habron, 
the  latter  had  received  a  free  pardon. 
The  circumstances  of  his  innocence 
being  established  were  not  unlike,  in 
some  respects,  to  those  attending  Galley's 
case,  and  compensation  was  awarded 
to  him  by  the  Government.  In  Bar- 
ber's case  the  sum  granted  was,  he 
believed,  £5,000;  in  Habron's  it  was 
£1,000.  And  now,  he  would  ask,  was 
not  Galley  entitled  to  similar  amends  ? 
For  45  years  he  had  been  an  exile  from 
his  country — at  first,  a  slave  condemned 
to  hard  and  severe  labour  in  a  penal 
Colony;  then,  as  Lord  Chief  Justice 
Cookbum  had  eloquently  pointed  out, 
equally  a  slave  on  the  public  roads ;  and 
at  length  assigned,  as  was  the  custom 
with  our  transported  felons  at  that  time, 
to  a  landowner,  like  a  beast  of  burden,  in 
N«w  South  Wales^  whoMhehadbeenerer 

air  EtfriUy  Wilmoi 


since,  with  the  stigma  of  a  crime  whioh 
he  never  committed  branded  upon  him. 
But,  latterly,  he  had  experienced  kind 
treatment,  especially  from  his  master,  Mr. 
Friend,  now  dead.  So  acutely  did  he  feel 
his  position,  that  he  would  not  enter  the 
state  of  marriage  till  the  publication  of 
Lord  Chief  Justice  Cockbum's  letter 
reached  him,  for  he  said  he  would  not 
wish,  innocent  as  he  felt  and  knew  him- 
self to  be,  any  woman  to  take  the  name 
of  one  who  had  been  convicted  of  mur- 
der. He  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  had  now 
finished  his  task.  He  thanked  the  House 
for  the  kind  indulgence  with  which  thej 
had  listened  to  him:  and  it  only  re- 
mained for  him  to  appeal  once  more  to  the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Government. 
He  asked  them  favourably  to  consider, 
as  the  House  of  Commons  had  done  in 
Barber's  and  Habron's  oases,  the  un- 
happy case  of  this  poor  old  man.  Thej 
had  heard  his  own  appeal  in  the  letter 
which  he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  had 
read,  and  m  which  he  besought  hie 
fellow-countrymen  to  do  him  justice. 
He  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  asked  for 
that  justice  for  him.  He  asked  it  in  the 
name  of  the  county  of  Devon,  where 
Galley  had  been  unjustly  convicted ;  be 
asked,  in  the  name  of  all  England,  that 
this  unhappy  man,  after  45  years  of  un- 
merited suffering,  might  be  enabledf 
through  the  generous  act  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen,  to  return  to  his  native  land, 
and  there  pass  the  short  remainder  of 
his  life  in  peace  and  comfort. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  s^, 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  spent  a  ooa^ 
siderable  portion  of  time  in  proving  the 
innocence  of  Galley,  and  he  was  aor- 

Srised  to  hear  it  stated  that  at  the  Home 
>ffice  a  doubt  as  to  his  innocence  nre* 
vailed.  That  opinion  he  understooa  to 
be  founded  on  private  conversations  widi 
his  Private  Secretary.  He  was  only  too 
glad  to  afford  hon.  Members  all  poe- 
sible  facilities  for  making  inquiries  at 
the  Home  Office ;  but  he  must  say  that 
if  mistaken  opinions  gathered  from  pri- 
vate conversations  held  there  were  to  be 
brought  before  the  House,  he  would  be 
compelled  to  take  steps  to  prevent  suok 
conversations  taking  place.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  was  altogether 
unfounded.  No  one  at  the  Home  Office^ 
and  least  of  all  his  Private  Seoretaiy  or 
himself,  entertained  a  doubt  as  to  the 
innocence  of  Gtdley.  At  tiie  beginning 
of  the  present  year  he  went  oarefiiIl(j . 
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ihroiigli  all  the  Papers,  and  lie  held  the 
opinion  that  the  view  taken  by  the  late 
Ijord  Chief  Justice  and  by  Sir  Uontague 
Smith  was  the  correct  view,  and  that 
the  case  was  one  of  those  lamentable 
miscaniages  which  sometimes  occurred 
in   the  administration  of  justice,   and 
which  showed  the  fallibility  of  human 
testimony    and    of    human   judgment. 
Haying    disposed    of  that  matter,    he 
started  with  the  assumption  of  the  inno- 
cence of  (jkdley,  as  to  whom  the  House 
had  voted  that  he  was  entitled  to  a  free 
pardon.     It  should  not  be  supposed  that 
he  was  opposed  to  compensation  being 
giren ;  but  he  had  a  public  duty  to  per- 
form, and  would  state  the  considerations 
whicli  had  influenced  their  decision.  The 
hon.  Member  said  that  in  all  cases  of 
vnjost  conviction  compensation  should 
be  given.     That  was  a  v^ry  large  pro- 
position, pregnant  with  vexy  important 
consequences,  and  it  was  one  which  had 
never  yet  been  adopted.    There  was  the 
case  of  Mr.  Barber,  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  referred  to,  where  the  Go- 
vernment,  firom    the   peculiar    circum- 
stances, had  decided  to  award  him  com- 
pensation ;    but   they  expressly  stated 
that  it  was  not  to  be  consiaered  as  a  pre- 
cedent.    But  the  first  thing  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  was  to  make  it  a  pre- 
cedent for  another  case.    They  could  not 
do  these  things  without  establishing  a 
precedent.     It  was,  of  course,  entirely 
for  the  House  to  consider  in  what  way  ; 
they  would  dispose  of  the  money  of  the 
country,  and  if  they  were  of  opinion  that 
compensation  should  be  given  in  the 
present  case  they  would  say  so.   He  was 
soxiy  the  House  was  not  in  a  position  to 
give  a  vote  on  this  matter,  for  it  was  for 
die  House  and  not  for  him  to  decide  that 
point     He  had,  however,  to  observe 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  given  no  hint 
in  his  speech  as  to  what  he  considered 
should  be  the  measure  of  the  compensa- 
tion, while  in  his  Besolution  he  sug- 
sestod  that  Galley  should  be  allowed  a 
nee  passage  home.    If  that  were  all  he 
meant,  then  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber—as he  himself  would,  or  many  hon. 
Members  present — would  find  the  neces- 
sazy  funds  for  that  purpose. 

8ia  £ABDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
had  purposely  refrained  from  naming  a 
Bom,  beine  desirous  of  leaving  that 
matter  toue  Ch)vemment. 

8ia  WILLIAM  HABOOUBT  said, 
be  sapposed  he  was  to  assume  that  the 


hon.  Gentleman  asked  for  some  sub- 
stantial compensation.  Well,  there  was 
no  evidence  before  them  tiiat  Galley 
himself  desired  to  be  compensated,  or 
even  that  he  desired  to  return  home; 
and  what  was  the  use  of  furnishing  a 
man  with  the  requisite  means  to  enciole 
him  to  return  home  if  he  did  not  desire 
to  do  so?  The  principle  which  was  laid 
down  by  the  hon.  Baronet  was  not  con- 
fined, as  he  understood  it,  to  the  case  of 
Gkdley,  but  was  intended  to  apply  to  all 
cases  in  which  innocent  persons  had 
been  convicted  of  crime.  It  was  scarcely 
for  the  Government  to  accept  this  prin- 
ciple, but  it  might  be  done  by  the 
House,  in  which  case  great  care  ouffht 
to  be  tieiken  in  fixing  the  bases  on  which 
compensation  to  be  paid  out  of  the  pubUo 
purse  ought  to  be  fixed. 

Mb.  NOBTHCOTE  said,  he  thanked 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
for  the  generous  and  candid  manner  in 
which  he  had  admitted  the  abstract  jus- 
tice of  Galley's  right  to  reasonable  com- 
pensation. He  (Mr.  Northcote)  was  not 
m  the  least  disposed  to  make  raids  upon 
the  Treasury  in  the  interest  of  indi- 
viduals upon  any  except  the  most  seri- 
ous grounds ;  but  he  did  think  that  the 
exceptional  hardship  of  Galley's  case 
entitled  him  to  reasonable  compensation, 
and  he  trusted  the  matter  would  be  dealt 
with  as  soon  as  possible.  He  would 
suggest  that  a  sum  equal  to  that  paid  to 
the  Irishman  Habron,  who  had  also  been 
unjustly  convicted,  and  suffered  two  and 
a-half  years'  penal  servitude,  should  be 
given  to  Galley. 

Mb.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  satisfaction  to  the  speech  of 
the  Home  Secretary.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  all  that  the  House 
could  expect.  He  had  admitted  in  the 
most  unqualified  way  that  Gkdley  was 
innocent,  and  he  did  this  after  having 
perused  the  whole  of  the  documents  in 
the  case — both  the  letter  of  the  late 
Lord  Chief  Justice  and  the  information 
exclusively  in  possession  of  the  Home 
Office.  Such  a  declaration  made  by  the 
Home  Secretary  would  be  a  source  of 
unfeigned  pleasure  to  the  unhappy  man 
hims^f,  to  the  number  of  genUemen 
who  had  taken  an  interest  in  him,  and, 
he  believed,  to  the  House  at  large.  He 
did  not  wish  to  mix  the  case  up  with 
any  general  argument  as  to  the  wisdom 
or  necessity  of  establishing  a  Court  of 
Appeal  and  granting  compensation  in 
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all  cases  where  justice  miscarried.  That 
was  a  very  wide  subject,  and  one  upon 
which  there  might  be  great  difference^f 
opinion.  It  was  not  desirable  to  en- 
cumber the  present  inquiry  with  broad 
debates  on  such  a  very  complicated 
question.  What  they  wanted  the  Gk)- 
vemment  to  do  was  to  judge  the  matter 
upon  its  merits  and  to  aesA  with  it.  He 
did  not  believe  there  had  ever  been  a 
harder  case,  in  recent  vears,  submitted  to 
the  consideration  of  tne  Legislature.  It 
was  very  simple,  but  it  appealed  to  the 
sympathies  of  every  generous  person. 
This  unfortunate  man  had,  after  the 
lapse  of  nearly  half-a-century,  been  de- 
clared guiltless  of  the  crime  of  which 
he  had  been  accused.  Apart  from  the 
agony  of  mind  that  he  must  have  en- 
dured over  his  trial  and  conviction,  the 
personal  hardships  he  had  been  sub- 
jected to  were  such  as  few  Gentlemen 
present  could  realize.  They  should  re- 
member that  transportation  to  Botany 
Bay,  at  the  time  Gsdley  was  sent  there, 
was  one  of  the  most  severe  punishments 
that  could  be  inflicted.  It  was  a  pande- 
monium of  vice  and  cruelty.  He  had 
the  acquaintance  of  Mr.  John  Frost, 
the  Chartist,  who  was  also  transported 
to  New  South  Wales ;  and  he  remem- 
bered hearing  from  him  a  recital  of  the 
misery  and  suffering  that  the  unfor- 
tunate convicts  were  subjected  to.  With 
a  knowledge  of  these  facts — seeing  that 
Oalley  himself  was  now  80  years  of  a^e, 
and  that  he  could  not  long  live  to  enjoy 
any  compensation  the  Government  could 
give  him — the  necessity  for  action,  and 
for  prompt  action,  was  urgent.  No 
private  Member  could  make  a  proposal 
for  a  sum  of  money  to  be  granted ;  but 
if  the  Home  Secretary  woiUd  undertake 
to  say  that  the  Government  would 
favourably  consider  the  question — and 
if  they  could  promise  to  ffive  such  a  sum 
as  had  been  given  to  Habron,  who  was 
convicted  of  murder,  but  afterwards 
found  to  be  innocent,  by  the  confession 
of  the  man  Peace — he  was  sure  it  would 
give  satisfaction,  not  only  to  Members 
of  that  House  on  both  sides,  but  to  the 
country.  He  recollected  the  discussion 
that  took  place  there  last  Parliament. 
He  never  in  his  experience  had  seen  the 
House  of  Commons  so  unanimous  as  it 
was  on  that  oocasion.  It  would  not  only 
be  an  act  of  justice,  but  it  would  be  an 
act  of  generosity,  if  the  Ministry  could 
i.^i_^__   the  load  of  ndaetj  that  had 
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accumulated  round  this  unfortunate  man 
during  the  45  years  that  he  had  strunled 
under  the  stigma  of  murder,  and  oeen 
subjected  to  the  punishment  of  penal 

S61TVl.tUu  6 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  wished  to  ex- 
press his  general  satisfaction  with  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary.  He 
was  sure  the  ratepayers  would  cheei^ 
fully  provide  for  a  grant  of  £1,000. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  ad- 
mitted the  prudence  of  not  establishing 
a  precedent  for  such  cases,  but  hopea 
the  Gt>vemment  would  accede  to  the 
appeal. 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAY  said,  he 
had  derived  much  pleasure  from  the 
way  in  which  this  proposal  had  been  xe- 
ceived  by  hon.  Members  on  both  sidee  oi 
the  House.  The  Government  of  the  Amjf 
by  consenting  to  commute  the  punian- 
ment  to  which  Mr.  Galley  was  sentenoed, 
had  admitted  that  they  were  in  the 
wrong,  because  if  they  believed  thai  he 
was  guilty  they  should   have  allowed 

i'ustice  to  take  its  course,  or  if  they  be* 
Leved  that  he  was  innocent  they  should 
have  liberated  him  at  once.  As  it  wa% 
the  poor  man  had  been  kept  in  pentt 
servitude  for  44  years ;  and  now,  when  he 
was  past  80,  he  had  been  thrown  upon 
the  world  without  any  provision  for  him« 
self  or  for  his  family.  It  would  be  a 
mere  farce  to  give  this  man  an  annni^, 
looking  at  his  age.  What  should  bi 
done  was  to  give  him  such  a  sum  iff 
would  enable  him  to  make  some  small 
provision  for  his  family. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  observed;- 
that  this  was  eminently  one  of  those  oasst  j 
in  which  the  Government  required  to  bi  J 
pressed  from  both  sides  of  the  House.  B  ] 
was  a  case  in  which  i  ustioe  should  be  done. 
Nothing  in  the  form  of  private  sub- 
scription would  meet  the  case,  or  would 
satisfy  the  feeling  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons,  as  reflecting  that  of  the  conntrj.  : 
He   hoped    that  the   Home   Beateuif  , 
would  not  forget  the  old  adage,  tim 
"  Bis  dat  qui  eito  dat."    The  ease  of  tUl  J 
unfortunate  man  had  frequently  bes# 
debated  in  that  House,  and  at  lengthr^  \ 
after  great  difficulty,  and  mainly  owiaf  '\ 
to  the  efforts  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo*,' 
site(SirEardleyWilmot),  hehadreoeiTed:  J 
a  free  pardon.    It  was,  however,  veqp^  1 
little  use  giving  a  man  who  never  ww  \ 
guilty  a  free  pardon,  if  he  was  to  bede-'  ^ 
prived  of  the  opportunity  of  getting  hk 


\ 


LJiyiu,ifc;u  uy 


d'' 


1017 


Jikmdiof 


(  August  6,  1881] 


th$  Pacific. 


1018 


HTdibood  at  his  extreme  age;  and 
ihaefbfe  hetraated  that  the  Gk>yemment 
would  show  no  more  official  coyness  in 
the  matter,  but  that  the  Home  Secretary 
would  t^e  a  coarse  with  regard  to  it 
which  would  reflect  honour  upon  him- 
self and  would  be  appreciated  by  the 

ooantry.  

Sib  HENBY  TTLEB  agreed  that  the 
proriflion  for  the  old  age  of  this  poor 
man  should  not  be  left  to  private  sub- 
Miiption,  but  should  be  voted  by  Par- 
liament. The  mere  fact  of  his  receiving 
a  free  pardon  after  enduring  44  years' 
penal  servitude,  might  leave  it  open  to 
De  supposed  that  he  had  only  received 
&e  benefit  of  a  doubt ;  whereas  if  Far- 
luunentmade  provision  for  him,  it  would 
be  clearly  understood  that  he  was  en- 
tirely innocent  of  the  offence  of  which  he 
had  been  convicted.  He  trusted  that 
without  any  further  debate  the  Home 
Secretary  would  yield  to  the  universal 
fedingof  the  House,  and  would  consent 
that  a  grant  should  be  made  from  the 
public  purse  to  this  old  man.  The  occa- 
sion was  one  for  the  exercise,  not  of 
mercy,  but  of  justioe. 

The  attorney  GENERAL   (Sir 
Hehbt  Jaxss)  said,  that,  speaking  on 
behalf  of  the  Home  Secretary,  who  was 
pieduded  by  the  Rules  of  the  House 
irom  again  addressing  the  House  on  this 
sabject,  he  would  state  the  course  which 
the  Government  intended  to  pursue  in 
reference  to  this  case.     £Us  nght  hon. 
Friend  had  not   been    an   inattentive 
listener  to  the  discussion  that  had  taken 
place ;  and  aa  he  now  understood  that  it 
was  the  opinion  of  every  Member  of  the 
House  apparently  that  some  money  pay- 
ment should  be  made  to  this  man,  he 
vas  not  disposed  to  put  himself  in  an- 
tagonism to  that  view.     At  the  same 
time,  he  (the  Attorney  Oeneral)  was 
sue  hon.  Members  would  feel  that  it 
was  impossible  that  the  Home  Secretary 
could  propose  that  compensation  should 
be  given  in  every  case  where  a  man 
who  had  been  convicted  was  afterwards 
prored  to  be  innocent.     If,  however,  in 
the  present  case  Parliament  should  by  a 
strong  expression  of  opinion  be  disposed 
to  take  upon  itself  all  responsibility  in 
the  matter,  and  if  it  were  universally  un- 
derstood that  this  was'  an  exceptional 
case,  and  that  it  was  not  to  be  drawn 
hito  a  precedent,  the  Home  Secretary 
vas  not  disposed  to  do  other  than  give 
M  ooiisLdenitioii  to  what  had  $p3len 


from  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  would  make  inquiry  into 
the  circumstances  and  position  of  this 
man,  and  hoped  to  be  able  to  give  effect 
in  a  short  time  to  the  wish  of  me  House 
in  the  matter. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE  PACIFIC— JURISDIC- 
TION OF  THE  HIGH  COMMISSIONER 
OF  P0LYNESIA.--0B8ERVATI0NS. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY,  who  had  given  No- 
tice of  his  intention  to  move — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse,  the 
safety  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  ensagod  in 
oommerce  in  the  Pacific,  as  well  as  the  well- 
being  of  the  Native  races,  would  be  more  com- 
pletely attained,  now  that  the  seat  of  the  Lord 
Hi^h  Commissioner  has  been  removed  from 
Fiji  to  New  Zealand  if  the  duties  of  the  Lord 
High  Commissioner  were  performed  by  the 
Naval  Commander  in  Chief  in  those  seas,  as- 
sisted by  Naval  Officers  holding  the  requisite 
commission  for  this  purpose ; '' 

said,  he  did  not  propose  to  stand  for 
any  long  time  between  the  House  and 
the  Business  before  it  in  Committee  of 
Supply;   but  the  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  agreed  with 
him  that  it  was  desirable  ^at  a  few 
words  should  be  said  on  the  subject, 
even  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session. 
In  the  numerous  archipelagoes  of  the 
Pacific,  none  of  the  islanders,  with  the 
exception  of  those  who  resided  in  the 
Sanowich  Islands,  were  in  the  slightest 
degree  eivilized.    No   fewer    than    40 
murders  of  British  subjects  had  tajcen 
place  in  those  islands  during  the  past 
12    months    without    any   punishment 
beinff  inflicted  upon  the  guilty ;  and  he 
had  brought  forward  this  subject  in  the 
hope  that  to  try  offences  of  fcnis  charac- 
ter some  Oourt  different  from  that  which 
now  sat  at  Fiji  might  be  constituted. 
The  three  great  Powers  who  had  the 
most  influence  among  the  islanders  were 
France,  Oreat  Britain,  and  the  United 
States.     France  had  a  naval  force  in 
those  seas  consisting  of  73  shi^s,  manned 
by  a  force  of  11,000  men,  wmle  we  our- 
selves had  a  naval  force  in  that  quarter 
of  the  world  consisting  of  39  vessels, 
manned  by  7,000  men,  only  a  small 
proportion  of  which  force,  however,  was 
available  for  service  in  that  particular 
locality.    The  great  Powers  also  exer- 
cized considerable  influence  in  the  islands 
through  their    missionaries  and   their 
traders.     The  process  of  obtaining  the 
free  labour  of  the  Natives  was  one  which 
had  been  liable  to  very  considerable 
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abuse.  Fersons  whom  he  wonld  call 
Booundrels  proceeded  in  veBsels  under 
the  pretence  of  hiring  honest  labour  for 
the  purpose  of  emplojrment  in  French 
Colonies  or  in  our  own  Oolonies.  These 
scoundrels  were  the  worst  description  of 
persons  who  ever  conducted  the  slave 
trade.  Much  had  been  done  by  this 
country  to  stop  them;  but  the  Native 
races  who  were  so  betrayed  by  these 
persons  resorted  to  outrages,  not,  un- 
fortunately, upon  the  guilty  persons, 
but  upon  honest  traders,  missionaries, 
and  other  persons  who  were  pursuing 
their  lawful  occupations  and  who  were 
doing  their  best  for  civilization.  The 
House  would  remember  the  murder  of 
Bishop  Patteson,  in  1871,  and,  at  a  more 
recent  period,  of  Commodore  Gk)od- 
enough,  who,  to  the  end  of  his  life,  did 
his  utmost  to  benefit  the  Native  races. 
The  Pacific  Islanders'  Protection  Act  of 
1872  was  in  a  right  direction.  It  was 
amended  in  1875  by  an  Act  after  the 
Fiji  Islands  had  become  part  of  the 
territoiy  of  (Jreat  Britain.  No  doubt,  a 
very  eminent  person.  Sir  Arthur  Gordon, 
did  his  very  best  to  remedy  the  evils 
that  were  complained  of ;  but  Sir  Arthur 
Gordon  was  translated  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  Fiji  to  the  Government  of  New 
Zealand,  and  was,  therefore,  at  a  very 
considerable  distance  from  the  place 
where  the  Court  sat.  If  a  trader  were 
murdered  in  some  outlying  island  in 
the  Pacific,  some  naval  officer  at  Fiji 
or  New  Zealand  was  ordered  to  go  to 
the  place  where  the  outrage  was  said  to 
have  been  committed,  and  he  had  to  do 
that  which  he  was  ordered  to  do.  Great 
loss  of  time  occurred  through  that  pro- 
cess. The  naval  officer  was  sent  to 
exact  retribution  at  some  unfortunate 
village  where,  perhaps,  the  inhabitants 
hardly  knew  the  person  who  committed 
the  outrage.  The  Natives'  means  of 
livelihood  were  cut  down;  &uit  trees 
were  destroyed.  If  you  were  absolutely 
certain  that  persons  in  that  village  had 
committed  a  murder,  and  would  not 
give  up  the  murderer,  he  thought  it 
might  be  a  legitimate  and  proper 
punishment.  The  arrangement  ibr  the 
protection  of  life  ought  to  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  Naval  Commander-in- 
Chief,  who  was  on  the  spot,  who  was, 
no  doubt,  selected  for  his  ability  and 
discretion,  and  who,  he  thought,  would 
carry  out  this  du<^  with  more  satisfac- 
tion to  the  country  than  Sir  Arthur 

Sir  John  Mt^ 


Gordon,  who  was  at  bo  considerable  adis- 
tanoe,  ocmld.  Some  legal  oflioer  wouldy 
of  course,  require  to  be  associated  with 
the  Naval  Commander  in  carrying  o«t 
sentences.  Commodore  Erskine,  the  pre- 
sent Commodore  in  those  seas,  was  weU 
qualified  to  do  what  was  necessary.  On 
one  point  that  officer  differed  firom  the 
views  now  put  forward,  but  only  be- 
cause he  thought  that  the  performanoe 
of  additional  duties  might  interfere  with 
his  usefulness  in  discharging  the  datiee 
already  devolving  upon  him ;  and  to  meet 
that  objection  it  might  be  necesaaiy  to 
increase  the  naval  force  under  his  oom- 
mand.  France,  for  the  maintenance  of 
order  at  Tahiti,  New  Caledonia,  and  the 
Marquesas  Islands,  had  73  vessels  and 
11,000  men ;  whereas  we  had  in  Aoe- 
tralia,  in  China,  and  on  the  West  Ooaet 
of  Africa  no  more  than  39  vessels  and 
7,000  men.  He  made  no  charge  againal 
the  Government ;  he  only  called  on  them 
to  express  some  opinion  with  regard  to 
this  very  difficult  subject,  and,  perhapoi 
show  that  the  present  arrangement  was 
better  than  that  which  he  had  suggested 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House.  He 
thanked  the  House  for  their  kind  recep- 
tion of  him,  and  hoped  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  would  give  good  reasone 
for  the  course  the  Gt>vemment  hod 
taken. 

Sib  henry  HOLLAND  said,  tluit 
he  heartily  concurred  in  the  Beeolution 
moved  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallaat 
Admiral.  He  observed  that  refereaee 
was  made  in  the  Besolution  to  the  saMj 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  engaged  in 
commerce,  and  the  well-being  of  tlui 
Native  races.  He  believed  that  the 
safety  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  de^ 
pended  mainly  upon  the  well-being  of 
the  Native  races.  There  was  no  doobl 
that  cruelties  of  an  abominable  charadsr 
had  been  committed  upon  the  Natives  ef 
these  islands  by  kidnappers,  and  thad 
these  cruelties  had  naturally  irritated 
and  excited  the  Natives,  and  endanffered 
the  lives  of  those  who  devoted  uem^ 
selves  to  Missionary  work  among  Ao 
islands  as  well  as  of  those  who  benefited 
the  Natives  by  introducing  amons  thoril 
an  honest  and  profitable  trade.  It  weff 
for  the  purpose  of  checking  this  Idd^' 
napping  that  the  Pacific  Islanders'  Fko^ 
tection  Act  was  passed  in  1873.  fSiH 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  was  then  in  tto 
Colonial  Office,  and  necessarily  took 
active  part  in  prepaxing  and  y 
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out  ibe  details  of  that  measure;   and 
tiiere  was  no  part  of  his  work  in  the 
Colonial  Office  to  which  he  looked  back 
with  more  satisfaction.    That  Act  em- 
powered certain  officers  and  consuls  to 
wize  and  detain  suspected  vessels,  and 
pcovided  for  the  trial  of  the  offenders  in 
the  Australasian  Courts  of  Law  and  in 
the  Vice  Admiralty  Courts.    The  Act 
w<ffked  well  and  greatly  checked  these 
kidnapping  outrages.    But  it  was  found 
desiraDie  to  have,  if  possible,  a  more 
direct  and  constant  and  local  check  upon 
tlieae  offenoes,  and  hence,  when  we  had 
obtained  Fiji,  the  Amending  Act  of  1875 
was  passed  and   the  Queen  was   em- 
powered to  appoint   a  High  Commis- 
sioner. This  was  a  wise  step  in  the  riffht 
dirm^on.    Large  powers  were  vested  in 
the  High  Gonunissioner,  and  Sir  Arthur 
Goidon,  then  GK>vemor  of  Fiji — to  whose 
merits  as  a  zealous  and  able  Cbvemor 
lie  deored,  in  passing,  to  add  his  tribute 
to  that  given  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Adinind^was  appointed  High  Commis- 
noaer.     Sir  Arthur  Gt>rdon   exercised 
tkoee  powers  satisfactorily  so  long  as  he 
V8B  Governor  of  Fiji ;  but  the  question 
vas  whether  he  could  continue  to  do  so 
u  Governor  of  New  Zealand  ?    This  he 
^ir  Henxy  Holland)  ventured  to  doubt, 
e  thought  it  would  be  necessary,  if  the 
Acts  were  to  be  efficiently  carried  out, 
that  the  High  Commissioner  should  be 
flithiv  the  (Governor  for  the  time  being 
of  Fiji  or  ihe  Naval  Commander-in- 
Chief  lor  the  time  being  on  that  Station. 
If,  however,  it  was  decided  to  retain  Sir 
Axthur  Gordon  as  High  Comnussioner, 
he  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  would  urge  upon 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  to  take  steps 
fixr  the  appointment  of  one  or  more  De- 
paty  High  Ccxnmissioners.   He  was  dis- 
posed to  think  that  legislation  would  be 
seoeaeaiy  for  this  purpose,  but  it  would 
be  of  a  very    simple    character.    He 
doubted  whether    Her  Majesty  could 
now  appoint  a  Deputy  High  Oommis- 
ao&er.    The  Act  of  1875,  a8&  39  Vict. 
0-  M,  only  empowered  her  to  appoint  a 
High  Commissioner ;  and  though  refer- 
esoe  was  made  in  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  6th  section  to  Deputy  Commissioners, 
tfaoae  Commissioners  were  only  members 
of  the  Court  of  Justice  established  under 
tbe  same  section,  and  were  not  Deputy 
High  Commissioners  with  the  full  powers 
attached  to  the  office  of  High  Oommis- 
Boner.    The  powers  of  the  existing  De- 
fAj  ConuaisBionezB,  as  members  ^  the 
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Court,  did  not  extend  as  far  as  the 
powers  Tested  in  the  Higb  Commis- 
sioner, which  he  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
thought  ought  to  be  vested  in  some 
officer,  whether  the  Governor  of  Fiji  or 
naval  officer,  nearer  to  the  scene  of 
action  than  New  Zealand  was.  He 
trusted  the  subject  would  receive  the 
careful  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
touched  a  great  and  complicated  ques- 
tion, with  regard  to  which  he  had  made 
a  very  definite  proposal — a  proposal 
with  which  the  Government  found  them- 
selves unable  to  agree,  but  which  they 
were  very  glad  to  discuss.  Becent  events 
had  drawn  public  attention  to  the  islands 
of  the  Pacific.  Those  events  had  excited 
strong  feelings — feelings  of  indignation 
at  barbarous  outrages,  of  sympathy  with 
fellow-countrymen  who  had  been  cruelly 
murdered,  and  of  grave  uneasiness  and 
dissatisfaction  at  the  necessary  imperfec- 
tions in  the  methods  by  which  those 
outrages  had  been  visited  and  punidbied. 
It  was  under  the  influence  of  those 
events  that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  brought  forward  the  Mo- 
tion which  stood  in  his  name ;  but  he 
could  not  but  think  that  the  impression 
which  they  had  produced  had  given  him 
a  somewhat  onesided  view  of  a  question 
which  had  many  sides,  though  none, 

gerhaps,  as  striking  as  that.  For  when 
e  proposed  to  intrust  a  naval  officer, 
and  that  officer  our  Commander-in-Chief 
in  those  seas,  with  the  office  and  duties 
of  High  Commissioner,  he  could  not  but 
think  he  lost  sight  of  the  fact  that  the 
punishment  of  outrages  by  Natives  was 
at  present  no  part,  and  the  prevention 
of  conduct  of  Europeans  which  might 
tempt  Natives  to  those  outrages  was 
only  a  part,  of  the  duties  of  the  High 
Commissioner.  On  that  point  Sir  Arthur 
Gordon  spoke  positively.  It  was  by  no 
means  "to  see  that  Whites  were  pro- 
tected from  outrages  by  Natives"  (p.  47), 
and  but  in  a  secondary  sense  ''  to  pro- 
tect Natives  from  outrages  by  Whites  " 
(p.  47),  that  that  Court  was  formed.  He 
said — 

*'  It  was  principally  designed  to  provide 
means  for  the  settlement  of  disputes  bstweea 
White  men  themselves  and^to  prevent  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  from  breaking  Her  Majesty's 
laws.  It  was  found  that  in  Samoa,  in  Toaga, 
in  the  New  Hebrides,  and  in  other  places  snuill 
oommiinities  of  British^sabjeots  wei«  sprin^ioc 
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up  over  which  no  .Ooort  had  jnrisdiotion  and 
no  law  had  foroe.  Debts  were  inonned,  and 
the  debtor  could  at  pleasure  evade  his  creditor's 
claim ;  contracts  were  entered  into  the  perform- 
ance of  which  could  not  be  enforced ;  wills  were 
made  which  could  not  be  proved ;  disputes  arose 
as  to  successions  which  could  not  be  settled; 
crimes  were  committed  which  either  escaped 
punishment  altogether  or  were  dealt  with  by  a 
mich  law  demoralizing  to  those  engaged  in  it. 
It  was  primarily  to  remedy  this  state  of  things 
that  the  Deputy  Commissioners*  Courts,  under 
the  High  Commissioner,  were  established  at 
Apia  and  Nukualofa.  It  was,  no  doubt,  also 
an  object  that  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  Wes- 
tern Pacific  Acts  should  be  carried  out  by  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  and  that  the  Court  should 
enforce  their  strict  observance ;  but  no  one  who 
looked  carefully  at  the  Orders  in  Council  can  fail 
to  perceive  what  was  their  primary  object — ^the 
establishment  of  a  Court  to  which  British  sub- 
jects who  had  no  loeua  standi  before  any  other 
judicial  tribunal  might  resort." 

If  hon.  Members  would  study  the  very 
Yoluminous  Order  in  Council  of  the  13th 
of  August,  1877,  and  the  still  more  vo- 
luminous Schedule,  they  would  find  that 
the  functions  of  the  High  Commissioner 
embraced  the  powers  of  eveiy  species  of 
tribunal,  civil  and  criminal,  judicial  and 
administrative,  legal  and  equitable.  It 
was  impossible  that  a  naval  officer,  with 
a  navu  officer's  training,  should  face 
such  a  jrange  of  duties,  so  special  and, 
at  the  same  time,  so  multifarious  in 
their  nature.  A  Commodore  who,  in 
the  intervals  of  inspecting  quarters  and 
puttinfi^  his  men  through  gun-drill, 
could  deal  with  questions  of  partnership, 
questions  of  probate,  questions  of  bank- 
ruptcy, questions  of  intestacy,  would  be 
a  sea-lawyer  with  a  vengeance.  And  if 
it  was  impossible,  it  was  at  the  same 
time  most  unadvisable.  He  could  hardly 
imagine  anything  more  certain  to  dis- 
tract an  officer's  mind  from  the  very  im- 
portant cares  which  the  safety  of  his 
ships  and  the  security  of  his  station  de- 
manded. And  if,  by  some  happy  chance, 
the  Admiralty  secured  an  officer  who 
had  the  legal  knowledge  which  qualified 
him  for  the  post,  the  mere  fact  of  his 
being  tied  down  to  the  head-quarters  of 
his  Court  would  be  an  immense  disad- 
vantage to  the  Service.  Litigants  who 
had  business  before  the  Court  at  Sydney 
would  be  hardly  used  if  the  exigencies 
of  the  Service  required  the  High  Com- 
missioner to  go  on  a  four  months'  cruise 
to  Western  Australia.  The  main  prin- 
ciple of  naval  administration  was  that 
our  ships  and  our  squadrons  should  be 
able  to  sail  whenever  and  wherever 
they  were  ordered.     The  elastimty  of 


our  Navy  depended  upon  our  vmwIs 
being  always,  as  they  were  now,  ready 
for  war  on  a  moment's  notice  in  any 
quarter  where  need  might  arise;  a&d 
to  fetter  the  commander  of  four  vessels 
on  an  important  station  with  judidal 
duties  which  would  cramp  his  movementi 
as  much  as  they  would  absorb  his  ener- 
gies, would  be  contrary  to  the  whole 
spirit  on  which  our  Service  was  con- 
ducted. And  then  there  was  anodier 
consideration  which  weighed  with  the 
Admiralty  greatiy,  and  that  was  that  to 
appoint  our  Commodore  High  Oommii- 
sioner  would  place  him  in  a  position 
with  regard  to  the  Colonial  public  in 
which,  for  every  reason,  it  was  inexpe- 
dient that  a  naval  officer  should  be 
placed.  Colonial  opinion  on  some  im* 
portant  matters  was  not  English  opinion. 
Nor  did  it  always  express  itself  aner  tiie 
fashion  which  was  observed  in  English 
politics.  He  had  seen  something  in 
India  of  the  mode  in  which  non-offidal 
British  residents  attacked  an  official,  be 
he  Judffe  or  Administrator,  who  was 
supposed  to  deal  tenderly  with  the 
darker  races  when  their  interests  clashed 
with  those  of  the  White  man ;  and  it 
was  a  species  of  attack  to  which  he  did 
not  desire  to  see  our  naval  officers  ex- 
posed. And  as  it  was  in  India,  so  it 
had  a  tendency  to  be  in  other  quarters 
of  the  globe.  In  January  of  this  year 
there  met  an  Intercolonial  Congress  at 
Sydney,  composed  of  leading  gentlemen 
m)m  the  different  (Governments  of  Aus- 
tralasia. There  was  no  one  under  ike 
rank  of  Colonial  Secretary,  Colonial 
Treasurer,  Attorney  General ;  and  yek 
these  gentlemen  were  pervaded  with  the 
feeling  with  regard  to  questions  between 
the  Native  races  and  the  British  race, 
which  never  failed  to  prevail  where 
those  races  came  freely  into  oontaet 
The  Intercolonial  Conference  printed  in 
the  appendix  to  its  Beport  a  certain 
number  of  letters  and  articles  from 
newspapers,  and  so  gave  those  letters 
and  articles,  to  speak  very  moderately^ 
a  certain  stamp  of  authority.  Now,  it 
was  well  known  to  the  House  that  Sir 
Arthur  Gordon  was  High  Commissioner, 
and  Chief  Justice  (Jorrie  was  Judicial 
Commissioner ;  and  how  were  those 
high  functionaries  treated  in  those  let- 
ters and  articles  which,  after  being 
printed  in  that  Beport,  had  become,  as 
it  were,  the  semi-official  expression  of 
Colonial  opinion  ?    The  fint  letter  waa 
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from  a  Mr.  Julian  Thomas  to  the  Seore- 
tuj  of  the  Inteicolonial  Conference. 
He  said — 

"HftTing  lately  Tetnmed  from  Fiji,  I  liave 
•eaa  the  iMBnudoiiB  results  of  the  Exeter  Hall 
policy  of  Sir  Aithur  GKxrdon  and  Judge  Gorrie, 
the  High  and  Judicial  Coxnmisaioners  of  Poly- 
nesia. I  was  witness  of  the  supineness  and  in- 
difference of  the  High  Commissioner  to  the  out- 
rages committed.  Native  policemen  have  power 
to  anest  White  men  on  the  most  frivolous 
and  the  insolence  of  the  whole  abori- 
J  race  of  the  South  Seas  proves  Sir  Arthur 
don's  public  statement  that  these  are  not 
the  oountnes  for  White  men." 

And  the  next  extract  was  from  an 
artido— 

"  Both  these  offidalB  (Sir  Arthur  Gordon  and 
Quef  Justice  Qorrie)  have  been  for  years  play- 
ing to  the  gallery  of  Exeter  Hall,  and,  no 
doubt,  have  aoquiied  in  Great  Britain  a  great 
reputation  for  philanthropy,  earned,  as  results 
■bow,  at  the  cost  of  the  blood  of  their  country- 
men. To  try  cases  before  Judge  Gorrie  is  a 
mockery.  The  Colonies  should  join  together  to 
protsst  that  the  property  and  lives  of  their 
dtiaeos  shall  no  longer  be  at  the  mercy  of  the 
ffigh  Commissioner  or  his  judicial  assistant." 

Now,  he  asked  the  House,  and  he  asked 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
whether  that  was  the  sort  of  lan^age 
which  we  should  wish  to  see  ^pbed  to 
&e  officer  who  commanded   Her  Ma- 
jesty's squadron  in  those  seas  ?     Sir 
Arthur  (Gordon  took  these  attacks  in 
that  spirit  in  which  a  hi^h-minded  man 
took  all  attacks  which  it  was  part  of 
duty,  and  he  might  say  a  condition  of 
his  calling,  to  face.    When  a  civilian 
administrator  undertook  such  a  post  as 
that  of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon,  he  regarded 
that  sort  of  criticism  as  all  in  the  day's 
work.    But  it  would  be  in  the  highest 
degree  cdLamitous  if  the  chief   repre- 
sentative of  the  fighting  power  of  Eng- 
Lmd  was  to  be  abused  twice  a- week  by 
two  out  of  the  three  Colonial  news- 
papers as  a   partial  magistrate  and  a 
maudlin  humanitarian.    It  was  an  or- 
deal which  naval  officers  could  not  be 
called  upon  to  face,  and  which  they 
should  not  face    either  for  their  own 
Bake  or  for  the  sake  of  the  country. 
That  was  not  the  way  to  maintain  the 
popularity  of  our  Navy.    But,  without 
taking  the  strong  step  of  making  the 
Commodore  a  High  Commissioner,  there 
vaa  BtiH  something  to  be  done.     The 
Intercolonial  Conference,  among  other 
recommendations,  made  two  that  were 
qiedally  worthy  of  notice.    They  re- 
.Bolved  that— 

YOL.  GOLXIY.     [thibd  series.] 


"  Extended  powers  should  be  conferred  upon 
the  High  Commissioners  for  the  punishment  of 
Natives  of  the  said  islands  for  any  crimes  or 
offences  committed  by  them  against  British 
subjects.'* 

And  Sir  Arthur  Gordon  supported  their 
view  in  his  very  powerful  Memorandum 
of  the  26th  of  February,  which  was  a 
sort  of  comment  on  their  Beport.  He 
said — 

"Unless  a  jurisdiction  were  created  compe- 
tent to  take  cognizance  of  offences  committed 
against  British  subjects  in  the  Padfio  beyond 
Her  Majesty's  possessions,  the  infliction  of 
punishment  on  britith  subjects  for  outrages 
against  Natives  in  the  same  regions  was  sure  to 
excite  on  their  part  not  unnatural  irritation 
and  a  sense  of  being  treated  with  injustice." 

Well,  that  great  question — for  a  very 
great  question  it  was — was  beyond  the 
scope  and  power  of  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty, though  they  took  the  strongest 
view  in  favour  of  a  change  of  system. 
But  there  was  another  suggestion  of  the 
Intercolonial  Conference  to  which  they 
had  directed  their  earnest  attention — 

"  That  the  more  frequent  visits  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships  among  the  islands  would  have  a 
beneficial  effect  upon  the  Natives,  and  tend  to 
lessen  in  a  great  degree  the  crimes  now  so  pre- 
valent." 

That  suggestion  was  enforced  in  an  ex- 
cellent and  moderate  series  of  articles  in 
The  Sydney  Morning  Herald;  and  the 
Admiralty  had  despatched  two  vessels 
— the  Cormorant  and  the  Beagle — to 
cruise  in  and  about  the  islands,  visit- 
ing every  mission  and  commercial  sta- 
tion, with  a  civilian  Deputy  Commis- 
sioner, Mr.  Romilly,  on  board.  The 
Admiralty  had  likewise  taken  the  same 
view  as  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  to  the  effect  that  a  naval 
officer  should  be  appointed  Deputy 
Commissioner,  and  that  charge  had  been 
conferred  on  Captain  Maxwell,  who 
would  now  have,  among  other  important 
powers,  the  all-important  power  of  re- 
moving by  deportation  any  British  sub- 
ject whose  conduct  was  of  a  nature  to 
produce  or  excite  a  breach  of  the  public 
peace,  from  the  neighbourhood  where 
Ids  presence  was  oppressive  or  dangerous. 
It  was  one  thing  for  a  naval  officer 
to  be  High  Commissioner  himself,  ex- 
posed to  the  fierce  light  which  beat  upon 
that  post  at  Sydney  or  Wellington,  and 
quite  another  to  be  a  Deputy  Commis- 
sioner on  the  high  seas,  with  the  re- 
doubtable presence  of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon 
to  stand  between  himself  and  public^ 

LJiyiu^eu  Dy  ^ 


/Google 


1027 


Supply — 


I  COMMONS} 


Army  EBtimatm. 


1028 


criticism.  In  the  words  of  Lord  North- 
brook's  letter  to  the  Oolonial  OflSce — 

**  My  Lords  were  "convinced  that  the  influence 
of  a  sensible  naval  officer,  whose  dutj  is  not 
confined  to  the  distasteful  task  of  punishment, 
but  who  can  investigate  and  decide  dlflferences 
on  the  spot,  will  be  more  likely  than  any  other 
measure  gradually  to  produce  a  cessation  of  the 
serious  outrages  which  seem  to  threaten  the 
extinction  of  the  valuable  trade  with  the 
islwiders." 

That  was  what  the  Admiralty  had  done ; 
for  that  lay  within  their  own  power. 
And  Lord  Northbrook's  strong  recom- 
mendation to  the  Colonial  Office  to  ob- 
tain, if  legally  possible,  authority  to 
check  outrages  on  the  part  of  Natives  by 
the  course  of  law,  instead  of  by  acts  of 
hostility,  which  too  often  confounded  the 
innocent  with  the  guilty,  represented 
what  the  Admiralty,  and  he  beliered 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  as  a  whole, 
res^arded  as  at  least  a  partial  remedy  for 
evils  which  could  not  be  altogether  re- 
medied except  by  that  policy  of  annexa- 
tion to  which  hon.  Gentlemen  who  most 
deprecated  the  severities  and  irregula- 
rities of  the  present  system  of  retribu- 
tion would,  he  imagined,  be  the  last  to 
urge  them. 

Li  reply  to  Mr.  Hofwood, 

Mb.  TBEVELTAN  promised  to  lay 
the  despatches  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

ARMY    (RECRUITING)  — IRISH 
SOLDIERS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Me.  BIGGAE  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  had  given  Notice  that 
he  would  move — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  recruit- 
ing for  the  Army  should  be  suspended  in 
Ireland  pending  the  restoration  of  the  constitu- 
tional liberties  of  the  people  of  that  Country;*' 

but  he  was  mainly  anxious,  at  present, 
to  ascertain  the  number  of  Irish  soldiers 
recruited  into  the  British  Army  £rom 
time  to  time,  their  length  of  service,  and 
the  proportion  sent  to  foreign  countries. 
The  Motion  would  be  deferred  until  next 
Session.  When  his  hon.  Friend  had 
raised  the  question  on  a  former  occasion, 
the  Secreteury  for  War  promised  him  in- 
formation in  relation  to  it. 

Mr.  OHILDERS  said,  what  the  httu. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor^  had  been  promised  was  it 
Betum  snowing  the  number  of  Irish 
ioldierB  as  compared  with  lgtigli>h  aiid 

Mr.  Trmljitin 


Scotch  soldiers  sent  on  foreign  service 
for  a  period  of  five  years ;  also  the  num- 
ber on  foreign  service  at  present.  He 
had  not  had  time  to  complete  the  latter 
Betum ;  but  he  could  supply  the  former. 
It  was  very  curious  that  the  proportion 
of  Irish  soldiers  to  the  whole  Army  was 
exactly  the  proportion  of  Irish  soldiers 
sent  abroad— 22  and  28  in  100. 

Mr.  BIGQAR  said,  he  thought  the 
answer  would  be  satisfactory  to  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— ARMY   ESTIMATES. 
Sttpplt — coneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £768,900,  be 
ffranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Saperintending  Establishment  of,  and 
Expenditure  for,  Work,  Buildings,  and  ReiMixm, 
at  Ilomeand  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
3l8t  day  of  March  1882." 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  while  certain 
works  in  connection  with  the  batteiy 
at  Dover  Pier  had  been  estimated  at 
£111,310,  £136,210  had  ahreadv  been 
granted.  Would  the  rieht  hon.  Gentle- 
man giye  him  an  explanation  of  the 
excess  ? 

Mb.  CniLDERS  explained,  that  in 
general  terms  the  excess  was  due  to  the 
great  storm  at  Dover  a  year  or  two 
ago. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  it  was  a  just 
ground  of  complaint  that  a  very  much 
larger  sum  was  spent  on  fortifications  in 
England  and  Scotland  than  in  Ireland. 
He  did  not  say  that  money  should  be 
spent  simply  for  the  sake  of  spending 
it ;  but  he  thought  the  amounts  ahoull 
be  apportioned  more  equally.  A  very 
large  sum  was  spent  in  protecting  Eng- 
lish seaports,  and  it  was  only  reason- 
able that  similar  consideration  should  be 
shown  for  the  Irish  seaports.  For  that 
reason  he  should  move  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £60,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £788,900,  be 

ffranted  to  Her  Miuesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 

xor  the  Superintenoing  Establidiment  of,  aad 

Ezpenditore  for,  Works,  Buildings,  and  Bf* 
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pftfas,  «l  HonM  and  AbroAd,  wUoh  will  oome  in 
ooune  of  payment  dnring  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1882."-^Jfr.  Biggar.) 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  a  veiy  large 
sam  bad  been  spent  on  the  fortification 
of  IriA  ports,  and  fae  did  not  think  the 
amount  bad  been  inadequate. 

Mb.  BIGK}AB  said,  there  was  an  enor- 
mous sum  of  money  scattered  over  the 
Bng^Usb  coast,  and  i£  money  was  to  be 
tbxown  away,  he  did  not  see  why  Ire- 
land sbould  not  bare  a  share  of  it.  He 
sbould  not  consider  that  an  argument 
for  g:iying  money  to  Ireland  ;  but  it  was 
an  argument  for  curtailing  expenses  in 
England^ 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  replied,  that  Ireland 
should  get  its  share  of  any  money  that 
was  tbrown  away ;  but  he  did  not  intend 
to  throw  away  an^  money.  This  Vote 
was  merely  for  finishing  off  works  which 
were  nearly  completed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £164,100,  Military  Education. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
wished  to  know  how  the  examination 
of  Militia  officers  had  answered?  He  also 
obserred  that  fewer  commissions  were 
now  g^ven  both  to  those  who  passed 
through  Sandhurst  and  also  to  those 
who  entered  through  the  Militia.  One 
of  the  most  difficult  things  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  to  decide 
was  whether  the  examinations  were  a 
fair  and  reasonable  test  of  candidates' 
capabilities  for  the  Serrice.  He  had 
kiM>wn  many  men  who  had  passed  ex* 
traordinary  examinations,  and  had  got 
commissions,  and  were  certainly  not  first- 
class  officers,  while  many  others  who  had 
not  passed  would  have  made  far  better 
officers.  In  that  way  many  men  who 
would  haye  made  first-class  soldiers  had 
failed  to  obtain  commissions. 

Ma.  OHILDEBS  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  on  the  last 
point,  £or  what  he  had  to  do  was  to  see 
that  Ihe  examination  was  the  best  pos- 
sible test,  not  merely  of  literary  powers, 
but  of  fitness  for  the  Serrice ;  but  that 
was  a  most  difficult  matter.  He  had  not 
been  able  to  go  thoroughly  into  the 
mattw  yet ;  and  all  he  had  been  able 
to  do  was  to  lay  down  certain  questions 
to  be  put,  and  to  throw  out  suggestions, 
nA  as  that  about  modem  languages,  in 
Itgard  to  iHoiioh  be  had  Uid  Papers  on 


the  Table.  He  hoped,  however,  during 
the  autumn  and  winter,  to  go  tho- 
roughly into  the  question  of  me  best 
examination  both  for  the  line  and  the 
Militia ;  and  he  would  rather  not  speak 
more  definitely  now,  because  it  was  a 
▼ery  large  question.  With  regard  to 
officers  passmg  from  the  line  to  the 
Militia,  his  own  impression  was  that  the 
present  system  was  within  limits  not 
unsatisfactory. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  QOEDON  said, 
he  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  right  hon. 
Ghentleman  intended  to  consider  the  ex- 
amination question,  and  hoped  he  would 
also  consider  the  doing  aw^  with  such 
requirements  as  poet^.  He  knew  of 
many  young  gentlemen  eminently  quali- 
fied for  the  Army,  who  had  been  re- 
jected because  they  were  not  strong  in 
the  Fasrie  Queen  and  other  poems.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  were  was  to 
be  any  further  change  with  regard  to 
the  number  of  candidates  for  commis- 
sions? 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  there  would 
not  be  any  reduction  in  the  number  be- 
yond the  extent  already  notified. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  inquired 
whether  candidates  for  commissions  in 
the  Infantry  received  any  instruction  in 
the  use  of  the  sword,  in  eingle-stiok,  and 
fencing  ?  That  was  a  most  important 
matter,  for  our  officers  generally  were 
the  worst  swordsmen  in  Europe.  Scarcelv 
one  of  them  knew  how  to  use  his  sword. 
The  men  were  the  worst  shots,  and  the 
officers  were  the  worst  swordsmen ;  and 
he  did  not  know  how  they  could  be 
otherwise  when  they  received  no  in- 
struction. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  observed,  that  when 
he  was  at  school  fencinff  and  single-stick 
and  drill  were  commonly  taught  to  boys 
of  his  own  rank  of  life ;  but  he  was 
afraid  that  no  progress  in  this  direction 
had  been  made  lately.  He  should  like 
to  see  this  instruction  more  common,  and 
he  would  make  a  note  of  the  matter. 

Sm  HENRY  TYLER  thought  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman (Colonel  Alexander)  should  not 
go  uncontradicted.  Having  been  in  the 
Army  himself,  and  having  constantly 
engaged  in  single-stick  exercise,  he  was 
able  to  contradict  that  statement  so  far 
as  a  great  number  of  the  officers  were 
concerned ;  but  he  thought  riding  and 
swimming  ought  to  be  more  generally 
required. 
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Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  men- 
tioned  that  this  Vote  included  the  Eoyal 
Military  Academy  and  the  Staff  College, 
and  drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  in 
the  former  metaphysics  were  taught, 
and  in  the  latter  French,  drawing,  forti- 
fications, mathematics,  and  half-a-dozen 
other  subjects ;  but  there  did  not  appear 
to  be  any  instruction  in  military  ad- 
ministration. If  they  compared  what 
was  done  at  the  British  Staff  College 
with  what  was  done  in  the  German 
Army,  or  in  the  Military  Schools  of 
France,  they  would  see  that  there  was 
a  good  deal  that  was  entirely  left  out  in 
the  programme  of  this  country.  The 
science  of  military  administration  was 
absolutely  neglected,  so  far  as  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Professor  was  concerned. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  there  was  a 
Professor  of  Military  Administration  at 
the  Staff  College.  There  was  none  at 
Woolwich  or  Sandhurst.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  tne  question 
of  military  administration  was  of  con- 
siderable importance. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  if 
it  would  be  possible  to  obtcun  a  pro- 
gramme of  the  studies  showing  the  cur- 
riculum for  particular  years  at  the  Staff 
College? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  show  the  hon.  Member  the 
Keport  on  the  College  if  he  wished  to 
see  it. 

Mb.  BYRNE  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  in  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  Royal  Hibernian  Academy  was  con- 
ducted. He  thought  that  some  of  the 
officers  of  the  School  were  overpaid, 
while  the  pay  of  others  was  not  fairly 
or  properly  adjusted.  In  the  first  place, 
he  found  that  the  Commandant  had  al- 
together failed  to  give  satisfaction  either 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  or  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Questions  had  been 
asked  in  the  House  of  Commons  in  re- 
ference to  that  gentleman ;  and  he 
thought  he  was  correct  in  saying  that 
the  answers  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
were  not  only  not  satisfactory  to  the 
House,  but  that  they  were  not  satis- 
fiiotory  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self. He  believed  the  reason  was  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  as 
much  or  as  complete  control  over  the 
Institution  as  he  would  like.  The  con- 
doot  of  the  Commandant  in  connection 
with  the  discipline  of  the  School  had 


several  times  been  caUed  in  question; 
not  that  the  officer  in  question  was  not 
a  good  commandant  or  a  good  governor, 
but  because  his  treatment  of  the  chil- 
dren was  alleged  to  have  been  very 
brutal  indeed.      In  some  instances  he 
had  had  the  children  stripped  from  head 
to  foot,  and  flogged  with  some  instrument 
he  had  brought  from  abroad.     In  one 
case,  this  species — this  inhuman  instru- 
ment—of torture  was  stolen  by  the  Com- 
mandant's daughter,  in  order  to  prevent 
it  from  being  used.     The  Commandant, 
however,  charged  the  boys  with  stealing 
it,  and  beat  mem  with  such  barbarity 
that  the  daughter,  in  order  to  save  the 
boys,  had  to  confess  that  she  had  taken 
it  away.      He  believed  that  the  Com- 
mandant had  failed  to  give  satisfaction 
to  anyone  in  Ireland,  and  his  conduct 
ought  not  to  be  passed  over  by  Parlia- 
ment.    He  received  half-pay  and  9«.  6df. 
a-day,  and  for  such  an  amount  of  re- 
muneration they  ought  to  be  able  to  se- 
cure the  services  of  a  humane  officer 
who  had  not  lost  all  his  humanity,  and 
who  would  render  proper  services.     The 
Commandant  also  received  half-pay  as 
an  Adjutant  ;*and  he  ^Mr.  Byrne)  was  of 
opinion  that  the  multiplication  of  offices 
in  this  way  in  the  same  individual  was 
unsatisfactory.    Then,  again,  he  found, 
in  reference  to  the  chaplains,  that  while 
the  Protestant  chaplain  received  £200 
a-year,   the  Roman  Catholic  chaplain 
only  got  £160,   and  the  Presbyterian 
£60.     He  thought  that  such  a  dispro- 
portion was  highly  improper.    He  would 
venture  to  say  that  the  number  of  Pro- 
testant children  was  not  larger   than 
that  of  the  Roman  Catholic  children ; 
and,  at  any  rate,  so  long  as  they  em- 
ployed chaplains  of  different  denomina- 
tions, they  ought  to  provide  that  their 
remuneration  was  the  same.      All  the 
chaplains  who  administered  to  the  spi- 
ritual wants  of  the  children  ought  to  ne 
equally  paid,  and  a  sum  of  £60  a-year  to 
the  Presbyterian  chaplain  was  certainly 
not  sufficient  to  pay  him  for  his  time 
and  trouble.    If  there  was  a  sufficient 
number  of  children  to  require  the  at- 
tendance of  a  Ptotestant  chaplain,  the 
Government    should    provide   that  the 
chaplain  was  remunerated  at  the  same 
rate  as  the  Protestant  chaplain — £200 
a-year.     Having  regard  to   the  want 
of  humanity  displayed  by  the  Comman- 
dant,  and    the   unsatis&otory  manner 
in  which   that   officer   pezfozmed  hi* 
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diities,  he  would  moye  the  reduotion  of 
the  Vote  hy  the  sum  of  £216  18«.  8i. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £168,883  1«.  4<f., 
iNgnnted  to  Her  Majeely,  to  complete  the  lam 
IMIII1IJ  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
ia  oomte  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
Che  Slit  day  of  March  1882,  lor  MiUtary  Edu- 
Cition."— (Jfr.  .0yni#.) 

Mn.  CHILDEBS  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  some  of  the 
mnarks  he  had  made  as  to  the  different 
mfee  of  remuneration  awarded  to  the 
iJimploiTia  of  different  denominations; 
and  he  had  already  stated,  in  reply  to 
sn  hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite, 
Aat,  in  regard  to  responsibihty  for 
ftese  appointments,  he  thought  a  better 
■nangement  might  be  made  than  that 
vhich  now  existed.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  it  was  not  possible  to  dispose  of  such 
a  matter  as  the  government  of  Kilmain- 
liam  School  at  a  moment's  notice ;  and 
he  eonld  not  undertake  to  say,  on  the 
ipor  of  the  moment,  that  he  should  be 
prepared  to  make  an  entire  revision  of 
the  arrangements  under  which  the  In- 
stitution referred  to  was  conducted. 
Passing  from  the  general  principle  to 
the  particular  case  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to,  he  believed  that  the 
rtato  of  the  discipline  of  the  Royal 
Hibernian  School  was  not  considered 
satisfactory  bv  ttie  military  authorities 
last  year ;  and  Sir  Thomas  Steele,  who 
was  YiceoGhairman  of  the  Governors, 
had  in  November  appointed  a  Committee 
of  Governors,  preeided  over  b^  that  most 
admirable  public  servant,  Sir  Patrick 
Kaenaa,  to  examine  into  the  state  of  the 
School,  with  reference  particularly  to  the 
discipline  administered  by  the  Com- 
mandant. He  had  received  their  Be- 
port  in  the  course  of  the  spring,  and, 
after  careful  consideration,  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  not  satis- 
fMtory — ^in  fiact,  that  it  disclosed  oircum- 
ataaooa  whidk  were  most  unsatisfactory. 
It  was  accordingly  sent  back  to  the  whole 
body  of  Governors  for  their  considera- 
tion with  reference  to  the  facts  disclosed 
in  iL  The  Governors  took  great  pains 
IE  going  thoroughly  into  the  whole  ques- 
tion contained  in  the  Beport,  and  the  end 
of  the  matter  was  that  they — including 
Ac  members  of  the  Committee  who 
made  the  first  inquiry — unanimously 
nportod  that,  although,  in  some  re- 
y  the  Oonunandant  had  not  been 
i  in  ooizyi&g  out  the  discipline 


of  the  School,  yet,  on  the  whole,  he  had 
made  great  improvement  in  the  state  of 
things  which  existed  before  he  became 
Commandant.  The  Governors,  there- 
fore, recommended  that  he  should  be 
retained  as  Commandant  until  they  had 
further  experience  of  his  efficiency. 
That  was  the  unanimous  recommenda- 
tion of  the  whole  body  of  Governors,  in* 
eluding  the  three  gentlemen  who  made 
the  original  inquiry.  Upon  that  re- 
commendation he  (Mr.  Childers)  had 
felt  it  his  duty  to  act,  and  the  Com- 
mandant had  been  provisionally  con- 
tinued in  his  ofiGLce.  He  (Mr.  Childers) 
had  taken  very  great  pains  in  the  mat- 
ter, having  read  the  whole  of  the  Report 
and  Evidence,  and  he  had  not  come  to  this 
conclusion  without  being  supported  bv 
those  who  generally  advised  him  in  such 
matters.  He  therefore  hoped,  under  the 
circumstances,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Byrne)  would  not  press 
his  Motion  for  the  rejection  of  this  item. 
If,  after  further  experience,  the  conduct 
of  the  Governor  was  still  found  to  be 
unsatisfactory,  he  would  be  removed.  In 
regard  to  the  emoluments  of  this  officer, 
he  thought  the  hon.  Member  was  mis- 
taken. As  a  rule,  the  gentlemen  selected 
for  these  appointments  were  not  old  offi- 
cers who  had  been  retired;  but  they 
were  paid  in  the  same  way  as  officers 
in  the  Army  holding  Staff  appointments. 
As  to  the  chaplains,  the  hon.  Member 
stated  that  the  Protestant  chaplain  re- 
ceived £200,  and  the  Eoman  Catholic 
chaplain  £150  a-year.  The  salary  of 
the  Protestant  chaplain  was  originally 
£231,  and  it  was  now,  in  the  present 
year,  £200.  The  Government  considered 
that  that  was  a  very  fair  salary,  having 
regard  to  the  duties  performed.  He  be- 
lieved, but  he  was  not  quite  sure,  that 
the  Presbyterian  chaplain  was  a  gentle- 
man who  was  engaged  in  the  x^erform- 
ance  of  other  duties,  and  that  the  num- 
ber of  boys  under  his  charge  was  very 
few. 

Mb.  BYBNE  said,  he  was  much 
obliged  for  the  courteous  and  full  ex- 
planation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  in  future  he  would  make 
himself  responsible  for  watching  the 
conduct  of  the  Commandant,  and  seeing 
that  he  did  not  commit  any  of  the 
barbarous  acts  he  had  been  charged 
with  persistently  committing.  After  the 
expiajiation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man,  he  would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  OTWAY  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Byrne)  could  take 
no  other  course  than  that  which  he  had 
taken ,  after  the  statement  of  the  ri^ht  hon . 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  rorWar. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  he  wished  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  been  able  to 
say  a  little  more.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  insist  on  the  en- 
tire abolition  of  punishments  of  this  kind. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
boys  of  a  British  soldier  could  not  be 
managed  as  other  boys  were.  Nor  was 
this  sort  of  punishment  given  in  all  cases 
to  English  boys.  They  had,  side  by  side, 
two  Schools,  in  which  the  system  pur- 
sued was  entirely  different.  In  one  of 
them — and  the  boys  educated  in  it  were 
not  inferior  to  those  of  any  other  school 
— no  boy  was  allowed  to  be  struck  by 
anybody.  The  instruction  given  to  a 
Sandhurst  boy  was  that  if  he  was  ever 
struck  he  was  to  strike  again,  and  no 
sergeant  dare  lay  a  hand  upon  him.  It 
was  absurd  to  tell  the  House  that  an 
English  boy  could  not  be  managed  with- 
out the  use  of  the  stick.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  that  his  rieht  hon.  Friend  would 
go  a  little  beyond  the  statement  he  had 
made,  and  would  see  that  in  future  the 
education  in  the  Military  Schools  was 
conducted  without  corporal  punishment, 
so  that  a  stop  might  be  put  to  this  bar- 
barous system  of  flogging. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  the  general 
use  of  corporal  punishment  in  the  School 
was  the  special  subject  of  complaint. 

Mb.  BYRNE  said,  he  had  never  in 
the  past,  and  would  never  in  the  future, 
make  a  statement  which  he  did  not  be- 
lieve to  be  entirely  capable  of  proof.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  direct 
an  inquiry  to  be  made,  he  would  under- 
take on  behalf  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wicklow  (Mr.  M'Goan) 
to  bring  evidence  forward  in  substan- 
tiation of  all  the  charges  which  had  been 
made,  and  to  show  the  brutal  conduct 
of  this  gentleman. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  stated  that  the  case 
had  already  been  thoroughly  investi- 
gated, and  the  result  was  the  censure 
upon  the  Commandant,  which  he  had 
already  explained. 

Mb.  ABTHUK  O'CONNOR  re- 
marked, that  there  waa  something  which 
Mr.  £^m9 


sank  deeper  into  the  mind  of  a  boy  than 
a  blow,  and  that  was  words  of  oppro- 
brium and  insult.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  in  this  case  the  Commandant  had 
flagrantly  offended,  and  the  accuaationi 
against  him  had  been  repeated  in  every 
quarter  of  Ireland,  until  an  amount  of 
feeling  had  been  excited  against  him 
which  it  was  impossible  to  over-esti- 
mate. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  that  if  any 
further  serious  complaint  of  the  kind  was 
made,  and  it  could  be  proved,  he  oould 
only  say  that  the  Conmiandant  would  not 
be  allowed  to  retain  his  position. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  •zceeding  £40,100,  be 
ffranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Char^fe 
for  Miflcellaiieoiis  Effectiye  Services,  which  wiU 
come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1882." 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  if  h^ 
could  explain  the  reason  why  the  expen- 
diture on  this  Vote  for  1 879-80  was  nearly 
double  the  amount  of  the  expenditure  m 
the  three  preceding  >ears?  In  1878,  it 
was  £27,000 ;  in  1879,  £28,000;  and  in 
1880,  £23,000;  and  they  were  now 
asked  to  vote  more  than  £40,000. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  not 
got  with  him  an  account  of  the  expen* 
diture  for  the  last  two  or  three  years ;  but 
the  increase  ^s  year  had  reference  to 
services  in  South  Africa. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
there  was  a  sum  of  £5,000  for  extra 
batta,  which  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  war. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  take  up  as  little  of  the  time  of 
the  Committee  as  he  possibly  oould ;  but 
having  last  night  given  a  silent  vote 
when  the  hon.  Meml^r  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouohere)  moved  the  reduotioa 
of  the  Vote,  he  did  not  wish  to  repeat 
that  step  upon  the  present  Vote.  At  the 
same  time,  he  had  no  desire  to  do  more 
than  satisfy  his  own  oonsoienoe ;  and  ha 
would,  therefore,  content  himself  by 
moving  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £6,360,  as  a  protest  again  the 
Contagious  Diseases  Acts. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not   exoeeding  £8a,7iO,  be 

nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Cham 
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COB^  in  ocran^  qf  payment  Spring  the  year 
ndOng  on  the  31rt  day  of  March  1882.'*— (Ifr. 
Afthmr  (jrCotmoT.) 

Hft.  CHILDEBS  said,  ke  must  op- 
pose the  reduction  of  the  Vote ;  and  in  re- 
gard to  the  queation  aaked  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Aberdeenshire 
(Sir  Alexander  Ghordon),  said  he  had 
isoertained  that  the  reason  for  the  in- 
ereaae  of  the  Vote  was  as  he  had  stated 
—namely,  that  there  had  been  a  large 
expenditure  in  connection  with  the  war 
in  Douth  Africa. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  if ivtVM: — Ayes  11; 
Noes  58  :  Majority  42.  —  (Diy.  list, 
No.  855.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(4.)  £222,200,  Administration  of  the 
Anny. 

(6.)  £34,000,  Bewards,  fto. 

Bib  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
wished  to  put  a  question  to  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
fbr  War  in  regard  to  colonels  who  were 
xelired  when  in  receipt  of  distinguished 
Serrice  pay.  Would  they  be  allowed 
to  retain  that  pay  ?  He  had  also  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
the  other  day  that  a  colonel  who  was 
retired,  and  who  had  a  prospeotiTeolaim 
to  a  regiment,  would  receive  the  ac- 
tuarial calculation  of  his  chance  of  ob- 
taining such  remnent. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  he  would 
answer  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  on 
a  later  Vote. 

Vote  §§r§td  to. 

(6.)  £129,700,  Half  Pay. 

(7.)  £1,064,700,  Betired  Pay. 

JSiB  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT 
dumght  he  would  now  be  in  Order  in 
ndaing  the  important  question  he  had 
raferred  to  a  few  moments  previously. 
B  was  a  question  in  which  a  large  num- 
ber of  officers  were  interested,  and  many 
cf  thorn  were  looking  forward  with 
aazielj  fbr  the  statement  which  the 
Mgiit  hon.  Gentleman  might  make  as  to 
fhe  amount  it  was  intended  to  award, 
and  the  way  in  which  the  New  Warrant 
was  to  be  carried  out.  He  would  first 
take  the  case  of  the  colonels ;  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  case  of  those 
lAohad  a  olaim  to  become  prospective 
ioloBsls  of  regiments  would  be  taken 


into  consideration  ?  Would  an  actuarial 
calculation  be  made  as  to  the  sum  they 
would  in  that  case  have  become  entitled 
to?  The  next  question  he  wished  to 
put  had  reference  to  the  case  of  generals 
who  were  compulsorily  retired,  not  on 
account  of  age,  but  on  account  of  not 
having  been  employed  for  five  years. 
He  knew  of  one  or  two  instances  in 
which  generals  so  retired  were  quite 
young  men,  and  they  found  themselves 
mulcted  of  £10  per  annum  for  every  vear 
they  were  under  62  years  of  age,  so  long 
as  the  amount  did  not  exceed  £100  iu 
the  whole.  He  imderstood  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  to  say  that  he  would 
consider  the  point  with  the  view  of  pro- 
viding that  when  such  officers  reached 
62  years  of  age  they  should  receive  the 
same  amount  as  if  they  had  been  retired 
at  that  affc — ^namely,  £700  per  annum. 
Many  of  these  officers,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  perfectly  well,  would 
be  rather  hardly  dealt  with  under  the 
New  Warrant.  They  would  be  hardly 
deidt  with  in  this  way — that,  being  young, 
they  had  not  been  employed  as  they 
might  have  been,  older  officers  having 
been  selected  in  preference  to  them, 
simply  because  they  were  older  officers. 
Therefore,  some  consideration  ought  to 
be  given  to  their  case.  Then  there  was 
the  case  of  officers  who  were  retired  at 
the  age  of  70  by  the  Warrant  which  was 
passed  in  1877.  There  were  not  many  of 
them — he  believed  not  more  than  12 — 
but  the  officers  who  had  been  so  retired 
had  been  looking  forward  with  hope 
to  the  arrival  of  the  time  when  they 
might  get  regiments.  But  regiments 
were  scarce,  and  they  had  been  re- 
tired on  an  allowance  of  only  £450 
a -year.  Those  who  were  fortunate 
enough  to  obtain  a  distinguished  ser- 
vice pension  had  £100  a-jear  extra,  or 
a  pension  of  £550  a-year;  but  there 
were  generals  who  had  only  £450.  And 
he  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether,  in  fairness  to  these  men, 
he  did  not  think  the  case  was  one  which 
ought  to  receive  serious  consideration? 
He  knew  one  officer  who,  after  50  years' 
service  had  been  compulsorily  retired 
on  £450  a-year,  with  a  distinguished 
service  allowance  in  addition  of  £100 
a-year.  And  this  officer  had  always  been 
on  full  pay,  and  repeatedly  on  active  ser- 
vice. Where  there  was  &ie  prospective 
chance  of  obtaining  a  regiment,  he 
would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
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consider  whether  some  allowance  should 
not  be  given  beyond  the  compulsorily 
retired  pay  of  £  450  a-year.  Some  of  the 
more  fortunate  brethren  of  these  officers^ 
retired  now  under  the  New  Warrant, 
would  receive  £700  per  annum. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  My  hon.  and  gal- 
lant  Friend  has  stated  the  two  cases 
quite  clearly.  In  the  first  case,  that  of 
tiie  senior  colonels  whose  case  is  spe- 
cially provided  for  by  the  Warrant  ol 
1877,  but  who  will  not  be  promoted 
under  this  New  Warrant,  they  will  be 
allowed  such  a  rate  of  retired  pay  as  will 
represent  the  full  actuarial  value  of  their 
prospect  to  obtain  an  honorary  colonelcy 
of  a  regiment.  Each  case  will  be  re- 
ferred for  calculation  to  the  Purchase 
Commission.  Therefore,  I  answer  that 
question  in  the  affirmative.  The  second 
question  which  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  has  asked  me  has  reference  to 
the  case  of  general  officers  who  have  re- 
tired at  less  than  the  fixed  age  of  retire- 
ment under  the  dause  which  relates  to 
non-service,  and  who  have  a  certain  de- 
duction made  from  the  amount  of  their 
fixed  retired  pay.  He  asks  me  if  it  is 
true  that  since  that  scheme  was  laid 
down  we  propose  that  they  may  receive 
the  full  amount  of  retired  pay  when  they 
reach  the  maximum  age  ?  Yes,  Sir,  we 
have  determined  that  that  shall  be  so, 
and  I  believe  that  the  change  will  re- 
move a  great  deal  of  heartburning  on 
the  part  of  general  officers  subject  to 
retirement.    Thus,  major-generals  will 

get  their  full  rate  of  retired  pay  when 
ley  reach  the  age  of  62.  I  believe  that 
that  is  a  fair  and  equitable  arrangement. 
The  third  question  asked  by  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  is  this,  whether  an  officer 
retired  under  the  Warrant  of  1877,  and 
who  receives  the  present  rates  of  un- 
attached pay,  will  have  a  prospective 
chance  of  the  value  of  a  regiment  ?  Cer- 
tainly ;  he  will  have  not  only  the  pros- 
pect, but  the  £1,000  a-year  in  his  turn, 
precisely  as  now.  But  I  could  not  go 
back  as  to  such  officers  and  give  them 
the  choice  of  the  new  rates  of  retire- 
ment. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he^  did  not  think  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  quite  understood  the  question. 
What  he  had  put  was  the  case  of  those 
who  chose  to  accept  the  scheme  of  retire- 
ment ;  and  he  had  simply  asked  whether 
they  would  have  any  chance  of  getting 
an  aotnarial  calculation  of  their  pros- 

Sir  WolUr  B.  BartMot 


pects  of  getting  a  regiment.  He  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider 
that  point,  and  by  allowing  them  an 
actuarial  calculation  give  them  a  chance 
of  getting  the  £1,000  a-year,  or  such 
addition  to  their  pay  as  such  a  calcula- 
tion would  entitle  them  to. 

Mr.  CHILDERS :  I  am  not  sure  that 
I  quite  understood  the  exact  proposal, 
but  I  will  consider  it. 

Mr.  BIGQAR  said,  that  some  time 
ago  he  had  asked  a  question  as  to  the 
pensions  of  officers  who  had  been  placed 
on  half-pay.  The  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  that,  legally  speak- 
ing, the  officer  was  not  entitled  to  a  pen- 
sion. He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
Government  would  reserve  to  themselves 
the  right  of  conferring  upon  these  officers 
the  rights  they  were  entitled  to  if  they 
had  not  been  placed  on  half -pay  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  The  case  has  been 
most  carefully  considered,  and,  as  I  hare 
already  stated,  it  was  treated  in  a  purely 
judicial  manner. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  expressed  a  hope  that 
no  reflection  was  cast  upon  the  half-pay 
officers  of  their  having  displayed  any 
want  of  zeal  in  the  Service. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Certainly;  I  did 
not  look  upon  the  question  in  that  light. 
I  did  not  understand  that  anything  un- 
derlay the  bare  fact  that  they  had  oeen 
placed  on  half-pay. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(8.)  £124,200,  Widows'  Pensions. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked  whe- 
ther the  widow  of  a  quartermaster  who 
died  with  the  rank  of  a  captain  would 
receive  the  pension  of  a  captain's  widow, 
and  whether  the  widow  of  a  quarter- 
master who  died  with  the  rank  of  a 
major  would  receive  the  pension  of  a 
major's  widow  ? 

Mk.  CHILDERS  said,  the  widow  of 
a  quartermaster  who  held  the  rank  of 
a  major  while  serving  would  receive  the 
pension  of  a  major's  widow. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  remarked, 
that  it  was  an  important  point,  and  many 
officers  were  anxious  about  it  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  would  be  able 
to  give  a  definite  answer  before  the  dose 
of  the  Session. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  make 
inquiry,  and  take  an  opportonity  of 
answering  the  question  on  the  Report. 

Vote  ojfre^d  to. 
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(9.)  £17,000,  Penedons  for  Wounds. 
(10.)  £33,900,  Chelsea,  &o.  Hospitals. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  lie  was  now 
able  to  answer  the  question  which  had 
been  asked  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Ayrshire  (Colonel  Alex- 
ander). In  the  case  of  a  quartermaster, 
riding-master,  &c.,  the  pension  of  the 
widow  would  be  according  to  the  relative 
raDk  of  the  officer  while  serving. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
upon  the  present  Vote  for  Hospitals  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan), 
two  years  ago,  drew  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  and  of  the  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  the  disparity  between 
the  remuneration  paid  to  the  Boman 
Catholic  chaplain  of  the  Chelsea  Hos- 
pital and  that  paid  to   the  Protestant 
chaplain  at  E^ilmainham.      In  the  first 
case  the  salary  was  £400  a-year,  the 
principal  inmates  being  Protestants,  the 
Catholic  chaplain  only  receiving  a  16th 
part  of  that  sum;   but  in  the  case  of 
Kilmainham,  where  the  great  proportion 
of  the  inmates  were  Catholics,  the  Ca- 
tholic   clergyman    only   received    £60 
a-year,  as  compared  wiui  £400,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  the  Catholic  in- 
mates of  the  latter  hospital  were  four 
times  as  many  as  those  which  the  chap- 
lain of  the  majority  had  to  deal  with  in 
the  Chelsea  Hospital.    He  tmderstood 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  had  promised  to  make 
an  inquiry  as  to  the  number  of  Catholics 
and  I^testants  in  the  two  Institutions, 
and  to  see  whether  in  future  some  ar- 
nngement  might  not  be  carried  out  by 
vhich  something  like  an  equitable  pro- 
portion should  be  maintained  between 
the  salary  and  the  number  of  inmates 
attended  relinously. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  The  stipend  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  chaplain  m  Chelsea 
Hospital  was  brought  under  my  notice, 
and  the  allowance  has  lately  been  in- 
<sraa8ed.  Some  questions  were  raised  at 
the  same  time  as  to  the  facilities  for  at- 
tending Mass,  especially  in  the  case  of 
^dren;  and  I  believe  the  requests 
that  were  made  have  been  acceded  to. 
We  are  endeavouring,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  act  impartially  towards  the  chaplains 
of  different  religious  creeds. 

Ma.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  stated 
ftat  a  representation  was  made  to  the 
War  Office  some  time  ago  as  to  the  in- 
•daqnaey  of  the  allowanoo  made,  not  to 
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the  priest  personally,  but  on  account  of 
the  fact  that  the  priest  was  compelled  to 
keep  a  curate  owing  to  the  existence  of 
the  nospital  in  his  parish.  If  it  were 
not  for  the  existence  of  the  hospital  in 
the  parish  a  single  priest  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  perform  all  the  duties ;  but  be- 
cause the  hospital  did  exist  there,  the 
duty  was  imposed  upon  the  authorities 
of  the  Catholic  Church  of  seeing  that  the 
Chelsea  priest  had  a  curate.  He  thought 
it  was  hard  upon  the  Catholics  of  London 
that  they  should  be  saddled  with  the 
extra  expense  of  providing  a  curate  for 
a  particular  parish  to  do  work  for  which 
the  small  remuneration  of  only  £25 
a-year  was  allowed  by  the  State.  [Mr. 
Childsbs  :  The  allowance  has  been  in- 
creased.] That  was  not  all.  His  main 
objection  to  this  Vote  was  that  while 
in  London,  where  the  majority  of  the 
inmates  of  the  hospital  belonged  to  the 
Established  Church,  the  Protestant  chap- 
lain was  allowed  £400  a-year,  and  the 
chaplain  of  the  minority  only  £25,  in 
Ireland,  in  a  similar  hospital,  where  the 
majority  of  the  inmates  were  Roman 
Catholics  and  the  minority  Protestants, 
the  chaplain  of  the  minority  got  four 
times  as  much  as  the  chaplain  of  the 
majority.  That  was  considered  in  Ire- 
land to  be  a  great  grievance.  The  mere 
amount  of  money  was  not  of  very  much 
consequence ;  but  it  was  the  feeling  of 
religious  ascendency  which  was  involved, 
and  which,  until  every  trace  of  it  was 
removed,  would  continue  to  work  like  a 
canker  in  Uie  minds  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  The  present  allow- 
ance to  the  chaplain  at  the  hospital  has 
been  £250  per  annum,  but  it  is  mtended 
to  reduce  it.  The  dlowance  has  only 
been  provisional.  The  question  of  ap- 
pointing chaplains  to  attend  small  num- 
bers of  men  where  a  regular  military 
chaplain  is  not  necessary  has  always  been 
one  of  considerable  difficulty.  This  very 
day,  it  so  happened  that  I  had  before 
me  the  question  of  chaplains  in  the 
Mauritius,  where  very  few  men  required 
the  attendance  of  clergymen,  and  I  have 
been  careM  not  to  disturb  vested  inte- 
rests, which  happen  here  to  be  Roman 
Catholic.  The  hon.  Oentleman  may  rest 
assured  that  the  whole  matter  will  be 
fully  and  fairly  considered. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
the  last  man  in  that  House  to  allow  his 
own  religious  views  to  affect  the  distri- 
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bution  of  the  allowauoes  ol  the  State. 
He  hoped,  when  the  opportunity  served, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
revise  the  present  scale  of  allowances 
and  render  them  more  equitable.  It 
was  manifestly  unjust  that  a  Protestant 
chaplain  should  receive  a  larger  rate  of 
remuneration  than  a  Roman  Catholic 
diaplain,  when  the  latter  was  attending 
to  the  spiritual  wants  of  a  much  larger 
number  of  persons. 

Mb.  CHILDEE8  said,  that  wherp 
allowances  were  made  to  ministers,  not 
regular  Army  chaplains,  the  rates  were 
the  same  lor  all  denominations. 

Vote  aifreed  to. 

(11.)  £1,886,600,  Out-Pensions. 

(12.)  £202,200,  Army  Superannua- 
tion Allowances. 

(18.)  £37,400,  Militia,  Yeomanry  Ca- 
valry, and  Volunteer  Corps. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  the  people  of  Ire- 
land considered  it  very  unreasonable 
that  a  sum  of  money  should  be  annually 
voted  for  a  Volunteer  corps  in  England 
and  none  in  Ireland.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  decidedly  of  opinion  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  Volunteer  force  in  Ireland. 
At  the  same  time,  in  the  absence  of  such 
a  force,  it  was  a  substantial  injustice 
that  the  Irish  people  should  be  called 
on  to  bear  a  lai^e  proportion  of  the 
taxation  for  Volunteers.  He  did  not  see 
why  a  grant  of  this  nature  should  be 
given  ta  Volunteers  in  England  when 
tiiere  was  no  corresponding  force  exist- 
ing in  Ireland.  Then,  in  regard  to  the 
Teomanry  Cavalry,  he  thought  they 
were  all  agreed  that  the  money  voted 
for  that  service  was  not  required.  The 
Yeomanry  Cavalry  weremoistiy  farmerSf 
who  met  together  once  a  year  for  some 
seven  days' drill.  They  were  not  soldiers 
at  all,  and  would  never  make  soldiers. 
He  would,  therefore,  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote,  unless  he  received  a  satis- 
factory explanation  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  the  Vote  was 
for  pensions,  not  for  services  rendered 
by  existing  officers  and  men,  and  he 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
move  the  rejection  of  any  part  of  it. 
A  farmer,  or  even  a  provision  merchant, 
might  be  a  useful  member  of  a  Yeomanry 
corps. 

JC*.  Ar^ur  <y  Connor 


Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  could  only 
look  upon  the  member  of  a  Yeomanry 
Cavalry  corps  as  a  tailor  on  horsebacL 
Most  of  them  when  out  for  drOl  got 
thrown  from  their  horses.  But,  u  tlis 
right  hon.  Gentieman  had  pointed  oui^ 
these  persons  were  not  ree^neible  br 
the  weakness  of  their  organization,  fu4 
therefore  he  would  not  divide  aflninit 
the  Vote. 

Mb.  BYBNE  wished  to  ask  a  questioA 
in  regard  to  the  Militia  in  Ireland.  He 
understood  that  it  was  owing  to  the 
Militia  not  having  been  called  out 

Thb  chairman  :  Order,  orderl  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  thii 
Vote  is  simply  for  pensions  for  the 
Militia,  and  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
organization  of  that  force. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  if  no  question 
could  be  put  in  regard  to  the  MOitia  7 

Thb  Chairman  ;  it  would  not  be 
regular  upon  this  Vote ;  but  if  it  were 
only  a  simple  question,  not  likely  to  lead 
to  discussion,  perhaps  the  Committee 
would  allow  it  to  be  put. 

Mb.  BYBNE  said,  he  was  desirous  of 
asking  the  question,because  the  righthoa. 
Gentieman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
had  hitherto  been  so  courteous  in  giving 
information,  and  it  might  prevent  the 
question  bein^  asked  at  another  period. 
The  Militia  m  Ireland  had  not  been 
called  out  this  year,  andtheoonsequence 
had  been  that  a  number  of  gentiemen 
had  been  deprived  of  the  opportunity  oi 
serving  for  a  sufficient  period  to  qualify 
themselves  for  becoming  officers  of  the 
line.  He  wished  to  know  whether  any 
steps  would  be  taken  to  place  them  in 
the  same  position  they  would  have  coca- 
pied  if  the  Militia  in  Ireland  had  been 
called  out  this  year,  and  whether  pro- 
vision would  be  made  that  they  would 
not  suffer  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  I  have  done  my 
best  to  meet  the  case  referred  to  by  tiie 
hon.  Member.  In  some  instances  tlie 
officers  have  been  excused  from  under- 
going the  full  period  of  training,  and  in 
other  instances  they  have  been  allowad 
to  train  with  other  regiments,  so  that 
practically  we  have  met  the  case. 

Vote  agr$ed  to, 

Mb.  CHILDEBS :  I  propose  now  \o 
take  two  items  in  the  Supplementaiy 
Vote  which  I  explained  last  night,  W^ 
which  has  reference  to  the  exMu^litore 
i^  South  A&iioa  tp  tbfi  end  of  tfaiayeir.. 
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(14.)  £1,100,000,  Army  (Indian  Home 
OiargeB). 

(15.)  £80,000,  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate, Pay,  Allowances,  &c. 

(16.)  £290,000,  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate, Provisions,  &c. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
whether  this  was  a  liberal  Estimate,  and 
would  cover  the  whole  of  the  expendi- 
ture to  the  oloee  of  the  year  ?  He  also 
wished  to  know  what  number  of  troops 
it  was  proposed  to  withdraw  from  South 
Africa  ontiie  1st  of  November,  or  about 
that  time? 

Mb.  OHILDEHS  :   The  Estimate  is 
framed — I  do  not  Imow  whether  ''libe- 
rally ''  is  the  right  word — on  suoh  ac- 
curate information  as  the  Department 
can  obtain ;  but,  of  course,  these  things 
are  often  merely  conjectural.    I  am  not 
quite  sure  that  I  can  state  at  present  the 
number  of  troops  that  will  come  home. 
Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  move  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote,  or  to  oppose  it  in  any  wav ; 
bat  this  was  the  last  opportunity  he 
would  have  this  Session  of  protesting 
•gainst  Ihe  manner  in  which  Vote  10  of 
the  Army  Estimates  had  been  passed 
this  year — absolutely  without  any  dis- 
coasion  at  all  up<»i  the  merits  of  the 
items  which  went  to  make  it  up.  It  was 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  at  10  mi- 
nutes past  1  o'dock  in  the  morning  in  an 
attenuated  House,  when  not  more  than 
five  Members  were  conscious  that  it  in- 
idfed  the  voting  of  millions  of  money. 
He  had  strongly  protested,  in  general 
terms,  against  the  propriety  of  introduc- 
iBff  snoh  a  Vote  od.  sam  a  miscellaneous 
weotiiA  of  subjects  at  such  an  hour  and 
uitoch  a  state  of  the  House.  The  money 
was  at  last  voted,  but  without  anything 
in  the  nature  of  criticism  of  the  com- 
ponent parts  of  the  Vote.    The  sernces 
which  the  Vote  covered  were  never  pro- 
peily  canvassed  this  year  any  more  than 
they  had  been  in  previous  years.    He 
mentioned  the  matter  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  entering  a  further  protest  agfunst 
the  system  upon  which  the  Estimates 
wersTOted. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS:  I  regret  that  there 
was  not  a  full  discussion ;  but  the  cir- 
<>uzQstsnoes  of  the  present  year  have  be^oi 
>Qeh  that  I  hope  some  allowaaoe  will  be 
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(17.)  £36,281,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Law  Charges. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'OONNOB  said,  that 
before  the  Vote  was  passed  he  wished  to 

Eut  a  question,  but  he  did  not  see  any- 
ody  present  to  whom  he  could  put  It. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Financial  Secretai^ 
was  an  efficient  and  exemplary  publip 
officer ;  but  it  would  be  scarcely  fair  to 
question  him  upon  a  ptirely  Lcffal  Vote. 
He  would,  however,  ask  the  noble  Lord 
one  or  two  questions.  First  of  all,  in  re- 
gard to  the  Note  on  page  173,  in  regard 
to  the  alteration  of  the  system  of  account- 
ing for  the  expenditure.  He  wanted  to 
know  if  the  noble  Lord  could  explain 
why  the  regular  practice  had  in  this  case 
been  departed  from  ?  The  second  ques- 
tion was,  why  the  allowance  of  the  War 
Office  Agent  at  Malta  of  £75  had  been 
considerably  increased ;  whether  the  in- 
crease had  anything  to  do  with  the  pur- 
chase of  land  at  Miuta ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  had  been  officially  concerned  in 
a  question  of  the  purchase  of  land  at 
Malta,  which  for  two  years  or  more  had 
kept  a  number  of  persons  very  busily 
engaged  in  an  extensive  correspondence, 
ima  whose  want  of  business  Imbits  was 
brought  more  than  once  before  the  Pub- 
lic Accounts  Committee  ?  The  first  ques- 
tion came  under  sub-head  J,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  revision  of  the  Statute  Law, 
and  as  the  consolidation  of  the  statutes 
had  been  undertaken,  he  would  like  to 
know  from  the  noble  Ix)rd  what  was  the 
state  of  the  work.  The  allowance  for 
that  purpose  had,  he  perceived,  been  in- 
creased from  £150  to  £250.  If  he  were 
not  mistake,  he  was^  under  the  imnres- 
sion  tiiat  the  work  was  to  have  Deen 
completed  before  the  present  date,  and 
for  a  less  sum  than  had  been  already 
voted. 

LoBD  FEEDERIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  first  question  related  to  the  ex- 
penditure for  criminal  prosecutions  and 
^iMMt-criminal  proceedings.  It  was  now 
the  practice  to  give  the  net  chaxge  in 
crimuial  cases,  and  it  had  been  found 
desirable  to  apply  the  same  rule  to  le^al 
proceedings  otiier  than  criminal.  Wii^ 
regard  to  Malta,  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  ittfn  referred  to  had  any  con- 
nection witii  the  purchase  of  land  in  that 
island;  but  he  would  asoertain  before 
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bringing  up  tlie  Beport.  He  believed 
that  the  Statute  Law  Commissioners 
were  doing  useful  work.  Every  year  a 
Bill  was  brought  in  for  the  repeal  of 
obsolete  statutes.  There  was  one  on  the 
Paper  now,  which  he  hoped  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  allow  to  become  law  during 
the  present  Session.  Thauks  to  the 
labours  of  the  Commission,  it  was  hoped 
before  long  that  we  should  have  all  our 
statutes  in  an  accessible  form.  The  work 
was  proceeding  rapidly,  and  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  it  was  being  done  most 
usefully. 

Mb.  WAKTON  said,  thev  all  knew 
that  the  work  of  revising  the  statutes 
had  been  going  on  for  several  years, 
and  he  would  not  say  that  what  had 
been  done  had  not  been  done  fairly. 
But  the  BUls  that  were  introduced  in 
successive  years  were  really  Bills  to 
enable  the  rules  of  Court  to  override 
the  rules  that  already  existed  in  the 
Statute  Law. 

Mb.  BIGK^AK  asked  for  an  explana- 
tion of  a  material  increase  in  one  of  the 
salaries  mentioned  on  page  175.  The 
increase  appeared  to  be  from  £100  to 
£260  per  annum. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  hon.  Member  would  see  in  the 
Votes  for  the  Legal  Departments  many 
similar  instances.  They  arose  from  the 
fact  that  these  various  Legal  Depart- 
ments had  undergone  extensive  re- 
organization, and  the  salaries  had  been 
put  upon  a  more  satisfactory  footing. 
It  had  been  thought  right  to  introduce 
a  new  scale  of  salaries  altogether. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(18.)  £2,021,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Public  Prosecutor's  Office. 

Mb.  BYRNE  abked  for  an  explana- 
tion in  regard  to  the  item  for  a  Mes- 
senger on  page  176.  This  year  the  sum 
appeared  to  be  £75 ;  but  last  year  it  was 
£450.  Was  that  a  saving  ?  Was  the 
salary  really  reduced  to  £76  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  office  was  newly  established 
last  year.  The  allowance  of  £450  was 
found  to  be  more  than  was  necessary, 
and  therefore  it  had  been  reduced. 

Mb.  WARTON  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
broader  topic  of  the  appointment  of  a 
Public  Prosecutor.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Gbvemment  really  did  be- 
lieve in  a  Public  Prosecutor  or  not ;  be- 

Lori  Fredirieh  Cav0nd4$h 


cause,  if  they  did  believe  in  him,  why 
did  they  not  carry  out  the  Act  of  1B79, 
which  required  that  six  assistants  should 
be  appointed  to  assist  the  Public  Pio- 
secutor  ?  If,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
did  not  believe  in  a  Public  Prosecutor, 
why  not  abolish  the  office  at  once?  Tht 
present  Public  Prosecutor  had  one  as- 
sistant instead  of  six ;  but  owing  to  the 
inaction  of  the  Government,  and  the 
difficulty  they  experienced  in  making  up 
their  minds,  he  had  nothing  to  do.  But 
for  the  personal  weight  and  influenoe  of 
the  late  Recorder  of  London,  Mr.  Bue- 
sell  Oumey,  and  the  feeling  of  respeet 
entertained  for  him,  no  Public  Prose- 
cutor would  ever  have  been  appointed, 
and  up  to  the  present  time  the  Public 
Prosecutor  had,  practically,  done  no- 
thing. He  had  nothing  to  say  against 
the  gentleman  who  held  that  office, 
personally.  He  was  known  to  be  a  veiy 
able  mim  indeed;  but  he  wanted  to 
know  from  the  Qovemment  if  it  was  in- 
tended to  continue  the  office,  and,  if  so, 
when  they  intended  to  give  real  and 
thorough  efiEect  to  it  ?  At  present,  there 
were  a  number  of  SocietieB  which  took 
upon  themselves  the  duty  of  instituting 
prosecutions— a  most  improper  principle, 
and  one  which  he  strongly  doubted 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  exist.  They  owed 
their  existence  to  the  absence  of  a  Pub- 
lic Prosecutor ;  and  now  that  there  was 
a  Public  Prosecutor,  they  still  existed, 
and  were  flourishing,  while  the  office  oi 
Public  Prosecutor  was  in  practical  abey- 
ance. He  asked  the  Government  if  they 
intended  to  continue  the  office  to  make 
it  a  reality,  and  not  a  sham. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabbbb  Hbbsohbll)  said,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  under  a  misappre- 
hension in  regard  to  one  fact,  and  that 
was  in  supposing  that  the  staff  of  the 
office  was  less  than  it  was  intended  to 
be  when  the  Act  of  1879  was  passed. 
The  Act  of  1879  was  passed  at  the 
instance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  late  Home  Secnretary  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross),  and  the  staff  which  now  existed 
was  the  staff  appointed  by  the  riKht  hon. 
Gentleman,  which  he  oonsiderea,  at  the 
outset,  to  be  sufficient,  and  which  he 
appointed  in  that  belief.  Therefore,  if 
anyone  was  to  blame  for  there  not  being 
a  larger  staff,  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  dealt  with  the  matter  when 
the  office  was  created,  and  whose  Bill 
it  was  that  created  it.   He  (the  Solioitor 
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Oenerml)  was  prepared  to  say  at  onoe 
that  he  did  not  oonsider  that  this  office 
of  PabUc  Prosecutor  was  in  a  satisfac- 
tory condition.     He  did  not  think  it  did 
all  the  good  it  might  do,  although  it 
could  not  be  denied  that  it  had  done 
some  good.    He  would  at  once  say  that 
he  thought  it  not  only  needed  looking 
into  and  being  thoroughly  investigated  in 
order  to  render  it  efficient,  but,  he  might 
add,  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  make  such  an  investiga- 
tion. The  matter  had  not  escaped  notice, 
and  was  seriously  engaging  the  atten- 
tion of  the  GhDvemment.    As  regarded 
the  appointment  of  a  Public  Prosecutor, 
it  was  a  matter  upon  which  considerable 
differenee  of  opinion  had  existed,  and 
there  were  many  people  who  considered 
that  it  was  desirable  to  have  a  person 
filling  that  office  who,  nevertheless,  did 
not  believe  that  it  was  desirable  that 
the  whole   of  the  prosecutions  of  the 
country  should  be  t^en  from  the  hands 
in  which  they  now  were,  and  be  turned 
over    to    a    single    department  which 
should    have    entire   control  over   the 
whole  of  them.    That  was   a  scheme 
K^iioh  had  often  been  advocated ;   but 
it  was  a  scheme  which  would  lead  to 
very  great  expense  without  largely  in- 
crsasing  the  efficiency  of  the  work.     It 
was  faund  impracticable  to    deal  with 
the  large  number  of  persons  who  had 
a  vested   interest  in  opposing   such  a 
scheme,  and  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  it  would  be  of  very  much  use  if  it 
were  carried  out.    But  it  was  found, 
under  the  old  system  of  prosecutions, 
that  in  many  cases  which  were  brought 
into  Court,  there  was  a  grievous  failure 
of  justice,  because  it  was  the  business 
of  no  one  to  see  that  the  prosecution 
was   instituted,    or,    when    instituted, 
that  it  was  fully  carried  out.      Many 
cases  were  dropped  or  compromised,  and 
it  was  to  remedy  that  evil  that  the  Act 
of  1879  was  passed,  and  the  office  of 
PaUio  Prosecutor  created.     It  was  to 
provide  that  prosecutions  should  be  pro- 
oeeded  with,  and  not  compromised.     In 
that  respect,  he  believed  the  creation  of 
the  office  bad  unquestionably  been  of  some 
nae.    He  admitted  that  it  had  not  been 
(^  as  much  use  as  was  originally  anti- 
dpated ;  but  he  believed  tiiat  it  might 
be  rendered  still  more   usefid,  and   it 
would  be  the  endeavour  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  see  that  it  was  made  fully  effec- 
tive.  It  was  eseential  that  some  officer 


of  the  kind  should  exist,  whose  duty  it 
should  be  to  see  that  offences  did  not  go 
unpunished,  and  who  should  insist,  as 
the  Public  Prosecutor  had  insisted,  on 
a  prosecution  going  on  where  it  would 
otherwise  have  been  abandoned  by  per- 
sons who  cared  only  for  their  own  in- 
terests, and  who  would  willingly  have 
dropped  it  for  the  sake  of  gain  to 
themselves.  He  did  not  believe  that 
the  office  had  been  as  efficient  as  it 
might  have  been,  or  that  it  had  done  all 
the  work  that  might  have  been  expected 
from  it ;  but  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  that  the  matter  would  not  es- 
cape the  attention  of  ^e  Government. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  BBOADHUEST  asked  for  a  Be- 
tum  showing  the  number  of  prosecutions 
conducted  by  the  office  of  Public  Prose- 
cutor. The  office  had  been  in  existence 
for  two  years;  and,  so  far  as  he  was 
aware,  no  information  whatever  had 
been  given  as  to  the  work  performed 
there.  If  the  office  was  to  be  retained, 
he  thought  it  was  not  too  much  to  ask 
for  the  Beturn  he  had  alluded  to. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  said,  he  was 
exceedingly  obliged  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stoke  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  for  raising  this 
question.  There  was  a  Public  Prose- 
cutor, but  no  public  prosecutions;  in 
other  words,  they  were  paying  £4,000 
and  getting  nothing  for  it.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  that  the  office  was  a  sinectire ; 
but  it  was  something  very  much  like  it. 
The  Solicitor  Generad  having  expressed 
great  dissatisfaction  at  the  present  state 
of  affairs,  he  trusted  he  would  follow  the 
matter  up  and  institute  a  thorough  re- 
form. 

Mb.  WABTON  thought  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General,  as  indicating  the  intention  of 
Uie  Government,  was,  to  a  great  extent, 
satisfactory ;  but  it  did  not  in  one  re- 
spect quite  meet  the  objection  he  had 
raised.  He  had  pointed  out  that  there 
was  only  one  assistant  at  the  office  at 
the  time  it  was  started ;  and  that,  al- 
though two  years  had  elapsed,  there  was 
no  increase*in  this  respect.  That  was  one 
of  those  little  things  which  showed  how 
matters  were  going  on.    Hon.  Members 
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would  see  that  the  expenses  this  year 
had  dwindled  to  one-third  of  the  former 
amount,  which  was  quite  enough  to  show 
that  the  office  itself  was  dwindling  away. 
He  thanked  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke 
for  his  very  practical  suggestion  that  a 
Betum  should  be  given  of  the  number 
of  prosecutions. 

Mb.  COUETNET  wished  to  point  out 
that,  after  aU,  something  more  had  been 
done  in  the  office  than  hon.  Members 
supposed.  Since  it  came  into  operation 
in  January,  1879,  to  Midsummer  last 
year,  436  cases  had  passed  through  it, 
and  the  number  of  prosecutions  had 
been  101 ;  while  from  Midsummer,  1880, 
to  Midsummer,  1881,  the  Public  Prose- 
cutor was  authorized  to  prosecute  in 
267  cases.  Besides  that,  advice  had 
been  given  in  464  cases.  This  showed 
a  very  considerable  increase  of  work 
over  the  previous  year.  Of  course,  the 
charge  brought  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Menu)er  for  Bridport  required  his  atten- 
tion ;  but  the  answer  was  that  so  far  the 
working  of  the  office  had  been  experi- 
mental, and  assistants  had  only  been 
appointed  sufficient  for  the  work  required 
to  be  done. 

Mr.  BIQQAB  said,  it  was  quite  a 
matter  of  chance  whether  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor would  take  any  notice  of  oases 
laid  before  him,  or  rather,  when  he  had 
examined  into  them,  whether  he  would 
institute  a  prosecution.  Considering  the 
number  of  serious  ofifenoes  which  were 
eommitted  in  England,  it  seemed  very 
strange  that  so  small  a  number  of  cases 

gassed  tiirough  the  office.  Of  course, 
e  did  not  know  to  what  extent  the 
office  of  Public  Prosecutor  was  desirable; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  there  must  be 
some  person,  or  class  of  persons,  whose 
interest  it  was  to  do  away  with  the  office. 
He  thought  that  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  with  whom  the  matter  appeared 
to  rest  rather  than  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, shotdd  give  the  office  a  fair  chance. 
As  it  was,  according  to  the  Estimates, 
the  whole  thing  had  proved  to  be  a  fel- 

*?HK  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbnrt  Jahss)  said,  he  was  glad  that 
the  Solicitor  General  had  expressed  the 
feelings  which  he  himself  entertained 
with  respect  to  this  office.  He  did  not 
wish  to  oast  blame  upon  anyone ;  on  the 
oontraiy,  he  was  sure  the  Public  Prose- 
cutor had  done  his  utmost  in  the  cause 
of  justice.    But  he  felt  the  Oovenuuent 

Mr.  WmrUm 


were  under  reeponsilnHi;^  in  ibis  mate, 
and  was  quite  sure  that  if  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Seoretary  were  present 
he  would  join  in  saying  that  it  was  their 
duty  to  endeavout  to  obtain  a  more  cer- 
tain administration  of  criminal  justiee 
in  the  country  than  they  had  atthe  |^ 
sent  time ;  and  he  could  assure  the  Cbm* 
mittee  that  everything  that  lay  in  hii 
power  should  be  done  to  attain  tint 
end. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(19.)  £116,022,  to  oomplete  the  som 
for  Criminal  Prosecutions. 

Mn.  GREGORY  said,  before  thisYoie 
was  put  to  the  Committee,  he  should 
like  to  have  some  explanation  as  to  the 
position  of  the  Clerks  of  AssLse.  He 
understood  that  this  offioe  was  to  be 
graduidly  discontinued,  and  he  believed 
it  would  be  generaUy  reoognised  tbst 
the  duties  mi^t  be  performed  by  other 
offidals.  There  was  a  Clerk  of  Assise, 
a  Clerk  of  Indictment8,and  an  Associate ; 
and,  aocordingto  his  experienoe,  all  those 
offices  were  not  necessary  for  the  pur- 
pose of  Circuit  work.  He  remembered 
raising  the  question  some  years  ago  se 
to  the  discontinuance  of  the  offioe  of 
Clerks  of  Assise,  when  there  was  a  gene- 
ral agreement  with  his  opinion  that 
these  officers  were  ornamental  rather 
than  useful;  and  it  was  then  under- 
stood that,  as  the  offices  became  vaoant» 
they  should  not  again  be  filled  up. 
Under  these  drcumstanoes,  he  shonU 
like  to  know  whether  that  understanding 
would  be  carried  out,  and  what  was  the 
present  position  of  the  officers  in  ques- 
tion ? 

Mb.  WARTON  asked  whether,  see- 
ing that  the  Home  Circuit  had  been  al- 
tered, one  Associate  was  not  quite  suffi- 
cient to  do  what  was  really  one's  work? 

Loud  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
pointed  out  that  in  1868  a  Committee 
had  been  appointed  to  consider  the 
duties  and  sidaries  of  the  officers  re- 
ferred to  by  hon.  Members  opposite,  and 
they  had  recommended  that,  as  vacandee 
occurred,  the  salaries  should  be  re-oon- 
sidered)  and,  if  possible,  reduced.  In 
accordance  with  that  recommendation, 
many  new  arrangements  had  been  made. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  the  noble  Lord 
had  advanced  a  good  general  argument ; 
but  it  did  not  meet  the  point  of  the  hen. 
Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Ghmny)* 
With  regard  \q  the  question  he  huaseu 
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hd  nised,  he  had  pointed  out  that  as 
(here  was  practicalfy  but  one  Oircuit, 
two  sets  of  offioen  were  no  longer  neces- 
aaiy,  and  his  object  was  to  ascertain 
whether  it  was  oontemphited  that  there 
should  be  but  one  officer  when  either  of 
the  offices  became  vacant? 

Mb.  0BE(K)BY  said,  he  wished  to 
nplain  that  his  question  related  rather 
to  the  continuance  of  the  offices  than  to 
the  amount  of  salaries.    Was  it  neces- 
taxj  to  continue  them,  having  regard  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Circuit,  or  was 
it  intended  to  consolidate  them  and  put 
the  work  into  the  hands  of  one  person  ? 
Thr   solicitor  general   ^Sir 
Fabkee  Hbbsghbll)  said,  the  subject 
had  been  oaref uUy  inquired  into  by  a 
Oommittee  appointed  by  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor,  presided  over  by  the  Master 
of  the  RoU^  and  of  which  Lord  Jus- 
iioe  Lush,    Mr.    Pemberton,    himself, 
and  other  gentlemen  were   members. 
Hia  own  idea  had  been  that  the  work 
might    be    done    at  considerably  less 
expense  than  it  was  at  the  time,  and 
many  other  members  of  the  Committee 
took  the  same  view.    But  the  result  of 
the  inyestigation  had  been  to  satisfy  the 
Committee  that  it  was  not  possible  to 
affeot  much  saving,  having  regard  to  the 
munber  of  Courts  sitting  at  the  same 
time,  each  of  which  requwBd  the  attend- 
anoe  of  an  officer.     Me  believed  that 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  had  sug- 
pated  all  that  could  usefully  be  done ; 
out  the  subject  was  one  which  he  had 
no  doubt  would  receive  full  considera- 
tion. 

MK.GOnRLEYthoughtthatthe  ques- 
tion ought  to  be  considered  as  to  whe- 
tiier  the  office  of  Sheriff  should  not  be 
abolished.  He  should  be  glad  to  know 
tho  meaning  of  the  charge  for  Extra- 
ordinary Expenditure  in  furtherance  of 
Inatice  which  appeared  in  the  Vote  ? 

Low)  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
nid,  the  item  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Gourley) 
ponded  not  only  for  lodging  the 
Judges,  but  for  fitting  up  the  Court, 
rammoning  jurymen,  and  other  matters. 
He  beUeved  that  the  suggestion  of  the 
W  Member  would  result  in  a  con- 
adorably  increased  charge. 

Mu.  WARTON  begffed  to  remind  the 
Solidtot  General  that  his  question  with 
^pC^  to  the  necessity  of  retaining  a 
doable  aet  of  officers  to  do  the  work  of 
oneh^QOt  been  replied  to. 
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LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  was  not  aware  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  make  a  change  of  the  kind 
indicated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport.  When,  however,  the 
offices  became  vacant,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  question  would  be  fiiUy  con- 
sidered. 

Mb.  blGOAR  said,  he  did  not  re- 
gard the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  as 
very  satisfactory.  He  should  not  ask  the 
Committee  to  divide  against  the  Vote ; 
but  to  his  mind  four  clerks  engaged 
upon  one  Circuit  were  rather  too  many, 
and  it  seemed  strange  that  in  some  way 
or  other  the  superfluous  officers  could 
not  be  dispensed  with.  The  same  re- 
marks applied  to  the  office  of  Judge's 
Registrar  in  Ireland.  The  Registrar- 
ship  was  in  the  patronage  of  the  Judge 
for  the  time  being,  who  appointed  some 
friend  or  relation  of  his  own,  and  this 
person,  it  might  be  said,  did  literally 
nothing.  The  office  was  a  perfect  sine- 
cure, inasmuch  as  the  Judge  himself 
took  notes  of  the  proceedings,  and  the 
Registrar,  during  the  whole  time  the 
Court  was  engaged,  did  not  require  to 
put  pen  to  paper.  But  why  a  Judge 
should  require  two  gentlemen  on  Circuit 
to  assist  in  doing  nothing  really  passed 
his  comprehension. 

Vote  ap'esd  to. 

(20.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £97,115,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1882,  for  such  of  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Chancery  Division 
of  tho  High  Court  of  Justice,  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Juidicature 
(exclusive  of  the  Central  Office),  as  are  not 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund." 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said, 
he  must  confess  that  he  always  looked 
upon  this  Vote  with  a  certain  amount  of 
partiality,  because  he  had  last  year 
made  a  representation  to  the  effect  that 
a  charge  of  £1,500,  now  struck  out  of 
the  Estimates,  could  not  be  needed,  in- 
asmuch as  the  officer  for  whom  it  was 
asked  did  not  exist.  The  Government 
admitted  the  non-existence  of  the  officer 
in  question,  but  it  took  25  minutes  to 
convince  them  that  it  was  unnecessary 
to  take  the  £1,500.  He  succeeded  in 
getting  the  amount  struck  out,  and  he 
was  afterwards  told  hy  an  old  Member 
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of  the  House  that  he  had  never  before 
known  a  case  in  which  the  Gk>Temment 
had  submitted  to  the.  reduction  of  a 
Vote.  For  that  reason  he  had  a  par- 
tiality towards  the  Vote  before  the  Com- 
mittee. On  the  present  occasion  he 
had  to  bring  forward  an  important  re- 
presentation made  by  an  officer  specially 
appointed  by  the  House  to  report  upon 
these  Estimates,  with  regard  to  a  par- 
ticular officer  of  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
The  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Oeneral,  in 
his  Eeport  upon  the  Accounts  presented 
by  the  Paymaster  General  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  recently  placed  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members,  drew  attention 
to  certain  points  of  great  consequence, 
and  which,  although  they  would  take 
a  few  minutes  to  go  through,  he  be- 
Ueved  the  Committee  would  agree  ought 
not  to  be  passed  over  without  comment. 
He  said  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
office  of  the  Court  of  Chancery — 

"  (7.)  My  attention  has  been  called  to  a  prac- 
tice which  appears  to  me  to  be  unsatisfactory 
and  to  involve  some  risk  of  misapplication  of 
dividends.  It  not  imfrequently  happens  that 
when  an  Order  directs  the  transfer  into  Court 
of  railway  or  other  stock  or  shares,  and  when  a 
certificate  is  g^ven  by  a  Secretary  of  a  Company 
that  the  securities  in  question  have  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  account  of  the  Paymaster  General 
on  certain  days  (which  certificate  is  attached  to 
the  Paymaster's  directions  and  sent  to  this 
Department  as  a  voucher  for  the  transaction), 
they  nevertheless  do  not  appear  as  brought 
to  credit  in  the  Paymaster's  accounts  until 
some  months  afterwwls.  In  one  case  during 
the  past  year,  five  months  elapsed  between 
the  oate  of  the  certificate  and  the  date  on 
which  the  security  was  brought  to  credit.  I 
have  thought  it  right  to  ask  for  some  explana- 
tion of  these  delays,  and  also  to  inquire  in  the 
case  specially  adverted  to,  whether  any  dividend 
accrued  in  the  interval,  and  whether,  in  that 
event,  the  amount  should  not  have  been  paid 
into  Court.  The  Chancery  Pa3nnaster  has,  how- 
ever, stated  in  reply  that  the  securities  had 
been  brought  to  account  as  soon  as  practicable 
after  the  receipt  of  the  evidence  of  the  comple- 
tion of  the  transfers,  and  that  he  did  not  con- 
sider it  any  part  of  his  duty  to  inquire  into  the 
matter  of  the  dividends." 

The  Committee  would  see  from  this  that 
there  were  sums  of  money  accruing  as 
dividends  on  property,  which  the  Chan- 
cery Paymaster  chose  to  allow  to  go  into 
some  unknown  regions,  and  which  the 
owners  had  little  chance  of  recorering. 

"  (8.)  A  question  has  arisen  as  to  the  obligation 
of  the  Paymaster  under  the  General  Oraer  in 
Lunacy  of  the  7th  November,  1853.  The 
Order  directs,  in  Section  16,  that  when  money 
has  been  paid  into  Court  and  inverted  poranant 
to  the  Master's  oertifloates,  the  dividends  in  such 

Mr.  Arthur  (yCennor 


investments  shall,  failing  Ofther  direetiim,  *be 
laid  out  by  the  Accountant  General  (Paymaater) 
in  like  manner  without  any  request  for  the  pu- 
pose.*  It  is  held  hy  the  Paymaster  thit  if  aa 
order  is  made  dealing  with  a  portion  of  ths 
securities,  the  obligation  of  inverting  diTidndi 
does  not  remain  when  the  request  from  the  Soli- 
citor ceases.  I  think  it  my  duty  to  point  out 
that  the  probable  result  of  this  inteinretati(m  of 
the  rules  wiU  be  the  accumulation  of  cash  upon 
the  accounts  of  lunatic  suitorB.  As  an  inrtuoe 
in  point,  I  may  mention  a  case  in  whidi  a 
balance  of  £896  lis.  Id.  had  accumulated  on 
one  account  before  the  investment  took  place  in 
Augurt  1879." 

Hon.  Members,  he  thought,  would  not 
allow  their  own  private  affairs  to  be 
conducted  in  this  way.  The  Oomptroller 
and  Auditor  General  proceeded — 

"  (9.)  It  was  discovered  in.  the  oouzse  of  exa. 
mination  that  a  sum  of  £415  had  been  inveated 
under  the  authority  of  an  old  order,  while  a 
later  order  had  directed  its  distribution  amoof 
five  claimants.  The  mistake  was  admitted  and 
the  stock  sold ;  but  as  the  price  of  Consols  had 
risen  in  the  interval,  there  was  a  profit  of 
£21  2«.  Id.  on  the  trazisaction ;  and  the  qaeatioa 
was  raised  by  this  Department  in  what  manner 
this  profit  should  be  disposed  of.  The  Lords  of 
the  Treasury  decided  that  the  sum  of  £21 2«.  Id, 
should  be  transferred  to  the  Exchequer." 

He  should  like  the  noble  Lord  to  gire 
some  explanation  of  the  ffrounds  on 
which  the  interest  on  funds  lying  in  the 
Court  of  Ghancexy  in  this  way  were 
transferred  to  the  PubHo  Exchequer. 
Then  there  was  another  case  detailed  is 
the  Beport,  which  continued  as  fol- 
lows : — 

**  (10.)  A  Report  of  Master  Barlow,  confirmed 
by  fiat  on  the  2 1  st  August,  1876,  a  copy  of  which 
was  sent  to  this  Department,  was  found  to  con- 
tain a  direction  for  the  transfer  into  Cout  to 
the  account  of  a  person  of  unsound  mind  of 
£322  9«.  1^.  New  Three  Per  Cent  Annuities, 
and  also  for  the  payment  into  Court  bv  the 
Bank  of  England  to  the  sum  credit  of  sny 
dividends  which  might  accrue  on  such  Anmntiei 
previously  to  the  transfer  thereof.  The  stoclc 
m  question  was  not  transferred  into  Court  until 
the  16th  November,  1876,  and  consequently  a 
dividend  accrued  in  the  interval ;  but  as  no  soeh 
dividend  was  paid  into  Court,  a  letter  was  ad- 
dressed to  the  Bank  of  England,  making  inqniiy 
upon  the  subject." 

The  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Qeneral 
concluded  by  saying — 

**  (12.)  I  regret  to  say  that  the  representatiooB 
which  I  have  repeatedly  addressed  to  the  I/ffds 
Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  upoa 
the  incompleteness  of  the  audit  and  the  ioMS* 
quacy  of  my  sta£f  for  the  work  which  is  now 
undeotaken,  and  which  is  constantly  falling  rtOI 
more  into  arrear,  have  not  yet  elicited  any 
response ;  and  I  have  accordingly  addresBed  a 
further  conmiunication  to  their  Lordships,  a 
oopy  of  which  will  be  found  in  the  Appendix."  , 
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Tiw  Cbuunittoe  would  see  what  good 
TCMon  iheCbmptrtdler  and  Auditor  Oene- 
zal  had  for  oomplainiiig  of  the  treatment 
he  reoeiTed  &om  the  OommiaBioners  of 
the  TreaBory  when  it  was  atated  that 
this  letter  was  dated  Slat  December, 
1880,  and  that  the  letters  he  had  ad- 
dressed to  the  Treasury  on  the  12th 
January  and  7th  of  December,  1879 — 
more  than  a  year  before — ^were  yet  un- 
answered. (Hie  letter  referred  to  con- 
tained the  following  passage : — 

"  I  am  to  add  that  while  it  is  &r  from  the 
dean  of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Qeneral 
andulT  to  \fnm  the  matter  upon  the  conaidera- 
tion  01  their  Lordahipa,  he  would  aubmit  that 
without  an  adequate  staff  to  overtake  the  re- 
qinate  duties,  he  camiot  be  held  responsible  for 
the  possible  oonsequeaoes  which  might  result 
from  the  insufficient  supervision  of  pecuniary 
tnmsactions  of  such  exceptional  magnitude/' 

These  were  the  first  points  he  had  to 
BQbmit  to  the  consideration  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  the  next  charge  which  struck 
him  in  this  Vote  was,  on  paffe  83,  under 
the  head  of  Master  of  the  Bolls  Office,  for 
Preacher  at  the  EoUs  Ohuroh  £180,  and 
Preacher  at  the  Bolls  Ohapel  £45.    He 
▼as  quite  unable   to   understand   the 
neoessi^  for  continuing  two  such  items 
as  these,  and  if  any  grounds  for  their 
oontiQuance  did  exist,  he  had  not  been 
ahle  to  ascertain  them.    Therefore,  he 
would  be  glad  if  the  noble  Lord  would 
itate  what  was  the  reason  for  the  con- 
tinoance  of  these  charges  upon  the  Esti- 
mates.   There  was  also  a  subject  upon 
which  he  should  be  glad  to  hear  some 
ezphmation  firom  the  Attorney  Oeneral. 
Borne  years  ago,  when  that  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  was  in  Opposition, 
he  attacked  this  Vote,  and  moved  its 
lednction  by  the  sum  charged  for  the 
OffioialBeferees.  Last  year,  havingtaken 
Office,  he  spoke  in  favour  of  retaining 
this  item,  which,  when  in  Opposition,  he 
most  strenuously  opposed ;  and  on  that 
oocadon,  although  ne  advanced  some 
»ther  weak  arguments,  they  were  suffi- 
eient  for  the  time  being.    He  said  that 
the  Official  Beferees  had  had  a  great 
SMwaae  of  work  thrown  upon  them; 
that  complaints  were  not  so  strong  as 
^67  had  been,  and  that  the  work  had 
oe^  much  better  done.    But  a  short 
*">^o  ago,  when  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  was 
^the  office  of  a  eentleman  in  Gray's 
^»  the  question  of  the  Beferees  became 
^e  salnect  of  conversation ;  and  it  was 
Basted  tiiat  the  position  of  the  Beferees 
^v  Bimply  indefensible ;  that  they  had 

Tot  OGL^y.    [thibp  sbbibs.] 


nothing  like  an  adequate  amount  of 
work  to  do  for  the  money  paid  to  them ; 
that  the  suitors  did  not  get  satisfaction ; 
that  they  did  not  go  before  the  Beferees 
willingly,  and  that  when  they  did  the 
almost  invariable  result  was  that  the 
Official  Beferees,  after  hearing  both  sides 
of  the  case,  proposed  a  compromise. 
These  were  the  tluree  points  he  wished 
to  submit  to  the  (Government,  and  upon 
which  he  should  be  glad  to  receive  some 
satisfactory  explanation. 

Mb.  n.  H.  TOWLEB  said,  he  was 
perfectly  sure  the  present  Master  of  the 
Bolls  did  not  rehire  the  services  of  a 
Preacher  at  the  Itolls  Chapel,  and  the 
charge  under  this  head  appeared  alto- 
gether superfluous.  He  requested  the 
Committee  to  compare  the  cost  of  the 
retinue  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  with 
that  of  the  Chancery  Judges.  The 
former  had  two  Secretaries  at  £600  and 
£1,000  a-year  respectively,  a  Oentleman 
of  the  Chamber  at  £400  a-year,  and, 
besides  other  officials,  a  Train  Bearer  at 
£200,  and  a  Clerk  of  the  Chamber  at 
£400  a-year;  the  whole  charge  being 
for  the  Master  of  the  Bolls'  establish- 
ment about  £8,000  a-year,  as  against 
£3,700,  the  charge  for  the  six  Chancery 
Judges.  He  trusted  the  noble  Lord 
would  explain  the  necessity  for  retaining 
this  excessive  charge  in  the  case  of  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls. 

Lord  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  salary  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Master  of  the  Bolls  was  formerly  £  1 ,  200 ; 
but  it  had  since  been  reduced,  and  at 
the  next  vacancy  it  would  be  fixed  at 
£500.  The  Secretary  of  Causes  attended 
in  Court  every  morning  and  took  the 
directions  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls, 
his  chief  work  being  to  read  petitions, 
which  numbered  about  4,000  in  the 
course  of  the  year.  He  believed  that 
one  Departmental  Commission  had  re- 
commended the  abolition  of  this  office  ; 
but  .another  Commission  had  subse- 
quently recommended  its  continuance 
for  some  time  longer.  When,  however, 
a  vacancy  occurred  the  subject  would, 
no  doubt,  receive  further  consideration. 
With  respect  to  the  Preacher  at  the 
BoUs  Chapel,  this  gentleman  performed 
Divine  Service  every  Sunday,  and  his 
salary  was  one  over  which  the  Treasury 
had  no  control,  inasmuch  as  it  was  fixed 
by  Act  of  Parliament— Sec.  4,  8  Vict. 
c.  46.  Although  the  present  Master  of 
the  Bolls  did  not  attend  the  chapel,  he 
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presumed  thatDivine  Service  was  neces- 
sary there  for  the  benefit  of  others.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  had  called  attention 
to  a  point  in  connection  with  the  office 
of  Paymaster  General  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  giving  details  upon  which  he 
would  not  enter.  The  hon.  Member 
asked  why  the  Treasury  had  paid  into 
the  Exchequer  the  profit  on  a  certain 
transfer  of  stock.  He  presumed  that 
the  answer  was  that,  inasmuch  as  it 
would  not  have  been  thought  right  to 
charge  the  suit  with  interest  had  a  loss 
resulted  from  a  fall  in  the  funds,  there 
was  no  reason  why  he  should  be  credited 
with  profit  which  resulted  from  a  mis- 
take of  an  unfortunate  character.  With 
regard  to  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General,  the  question  was  not  at  all  free 
from  difficulty ;  but  he  was  happy  to  say 
that  a  Committee  would  shortly  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  duties  of  that 
officer  and  the  number  of  clerks  re- 
quired. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  that, 
having  regard  to  the  needs  of  the  dis- 
trict in  which  the  Rolls  Chapel  was 
situated,  he  was  very  glad  to  see  that 
there  was  a  preacher  there. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  had  not  been 
originally  favourable  to  the  institution  of 
the  office  of  Official  Referees  and  the  ap- 
pointments made.  But  he  had  since 
found  that  the  duties  of  the  office,  which 
were  more  onerous  than  he  at  first  sup- 
posed, were,  on  the  whole,  satisfactorily 
performed.  There  was  this  great  ad- 
vantage in  connection  with  the  office — 
that  the  Official  Referees  could  go  down 
to  any  place  and  investigate  cases  on  the 
spot.  For  instance,  they  could  inspect 
works  which  were  the  subject  of  a  con- 
tract, see  how  things  were  g^ing  on,  and 
form  their  own  conclusions.  With  re- 
gard to  the  office  of  Paymaster  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  he  would  wish  to  re- 
mind the  Committee  of  the  immense 
amount  of  work  that  was  in  hand ;  and 
looking  at  the  complicated  nature  of  the 
accounts,  the  orders  that  had  to  be 
worked  out,  and  other  things,  it  was  a 
matter  of  surprise  to  him  that  more  mis- 
takes did  not  occur  in  Ihat  office.  Those 
and  several  other  matters  required  some 
attention. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hknbt  Jamss)  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Queen's  Couniy  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  was  entitled  to  some  sym- 


pathy,  for  he  himself,  when  the  Referees 
were  appointed,  took  exception  to  the 
appointment,  especially  of  one  of  them, 
for  he  thouffht  a  Referee  should  not 
be  appointed  who  had  not  shown  his 
fitness  for  the  office.  But  after  the  lapse 
of  five  years,  he  had  now  nothing  un- 
favourable to  say  as  to  that  gentlenuuLp 
He  had  nothing  but  favourable  critioisiii 
to  offer,  for  that  gentleman  had  per- 
formed his  duties  with  satisfaction,  and 
with  benefit  to  the  public  service.  Sub- 
sequently to  that,  there  was  an  extension 
of  the  duties  thrown  upon  the  Referees. 
For  a  time  there  was  some  doubt  as  to 
the  desirability  of  submitting  cases  to 
the  judgment  of  the  Referees ;  but  now, 
instead  of  few  cases  being  submitted  to 
them,  there  were  very  many,  and  their 
time  was  fully  occupied. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  thought  it  would  be 
in  the  memory  of  some  hon.  Members 
that  when  the  Official  Referees  were  ap- 
pointed, and  for  some  time  afterwaros, 
there  was  an  item  for  travelling  ex- 
penses, and  that  in  favour  of  the  appoint- 
ments it  was  arffued  that  the  Referees 
would  be  ambulatory,  and  so  could  de- 
cide questions  at  a  much  less  cost  to  the 
parties.  It  was  intended  that  the  ex- 
penses should  be  paid  from  thepublio 
funds  and  not  by  the  individuals ;  but  he 
did  not  see  this  item  in  the  Estimates, 
and  he  knew  that  the  law  was  being  die* 
regarded  in  that  respect.  It  seemed  as 
if  the  Treasury  were  determined  to  over- 
ride the  Act  01  Parliament ;  and  at  pre- 
sent, when  the  Referees  had  to  go  nom 
London,  they  had  to  apply  to  the  parties 
for  security  for  their  travelling  expenses. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  observed  that  the  suitor, 
of  course,  must  in  one  sense  bear  the 
expenses  of  a  travelling  Referee  if  he 
took  the  Referee  a  long  distance  from 
London;  but,  of  course,  the  Treasoiy 
must  allow  some  of  the  expenses. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  that  the  com- 
plaint of  the  Referees  was  that  they  were 
obliged  to  enter  into  cash  transactions 
with  the  parties,  instead  of  receiving  aa 
advance  from  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  thought  the 
Referees  were  placed  in  a  humiliating 
position. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  said,  he  wished 
to  draw  attention  to  the  case  of  the 
Registrars  in  the  Courts  of  Ohanoeiy. 
He  should  be  obliged  to  divide  the 
Committee  upon  this  item  unless  he  t^ 
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ottTed  a  saliB&otoTy  explanation.    The 
Begiatrara  were  simply  officers  of  tlie 
Ooorts  to  caxTT  oat  the  decrees  of  the 
Judges,  and  did  not  partake  in  ajudicial 
character  at  all.    The  Chief  Glerks  of 
the  Master  of  the  EoUs  and  the  Vice 
OhanceUora  discharged  most  important 
jadidal  duties,  by  which  large  sums  of 
money  were  sometimes  disced  of.    A 
Oountjr  Court  Judge's  maximum  salary 
was  £1,500,    and  that   of    the   Chief 
Clerks  of  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  and 
the  Vice  Chancellors  was  also  £1,500; 
but  the  first  of  these  gentlemen,  who 
disoharffed  the  duties  of  Begistrars,  re- 
ceived £2,000;  three  received  £1,800; 
four  received  £1,500 ;  and  four  others 
received  £1,250.    Then  there  were  two 
derks  at  £800,  four  at  £600,  five  at 
£400,  four  at  £300,  together  with  12 
assistant  derks,  and  two  clerks  of  entry, 
making  altogether  42  clerks  to  carry  out 
tiie  decisions  of  six  Courts — ^four  Vice 
Chancellors'  Courts,  the  BoUs  Court,  and 
the  Court  of  Appeal.    It  might  surely 
be  supposed  that  that  staff  was  sufficient 
to  deaf  with  the  most  extensive  opera- 
tions of  the  Court;  but,  beyond  these, 
there  was  a  charge  of  £3,100  for  copy- 
ing, the  42  clerks  oeing  unable  to  do  any 
copying  at  all.    There  was  no  Depart- 
ment which  cost  so  much  as  this  in  pro- 
portion to  the  work  done ;  and  unless  the 
Government  could  give  some  explana- 
tion of  this,  he  should  be  obliged  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  Committee  upon  it. 

Mb.  GBEOOBY  said,  that,  having  had 

long  experience  of  the  work  of  the  Courts 

of  ChanoexT,  he  could  not  agree  with  the 

hen.  Member.    The  efficiency  of  those 

Courts  largely  depended  on  &e  Beeis- 

trars,  and  he  thought  the  hon.  Member 

had  altogether   under-estimated    their 

duties.    They  had  to  sit  in  Cotirt,  take 

notes  of  each  judgment  and  of  the  order 

to  be  drawn  up  in  consequence  of  the 

judgment,  and  to  work  out  the  details  of 

the  judgment,    which  was  necesscirily 

pronounced  in  short  and  concise  terms. 

Then  l^ey  had  to  advise  the  Judges  on 

all  points  of  practice,  and  were  always 

reaay  with  references  upon  any  point 

that  might  arise.    On  leaving  the  Courts 

they  had  to  draw  up  the  decrees,  which 

sometimes  extended  to  200  or  300  folios, 

and  involved  the  most  minute  directions 

SI  to  taking  accounts,  ascertaining  the 

liabilities  and  charges  on  estates,  ad- 

mimstration  of  the  estates,  and  real- 

imtion  <rf  the  assets  in  order  to  meet 


the  charges  upon  them.  In  addition  to 
those  duties  they  had  to  see  that  the 
orders  were  in  accordance  with  the 
pleadings ;  and  all  these  were  a  heavy 
responsibility,  requiring  great  vigilance 
and  knowledge  of  the  practice  of  the 
Court.  These  gentlemen  had  been 
trained  to  this  work,  and  they  must  be 
paid  for  such  duties;  and  imless  the 
Courts  were  furnished  with  such  officers 
the  administration  of  the  Court  would 
be  very  different  from  what  it  now  was. 
Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  these  appoint- 
ments were  the  richest  mine  the  Courts 
of  Chancery  possessed,  and  it  was  always 
considered  desirable  to  put  young  men 
into  them  early,  because  they  were  sure 
to  get  to  the  top  of  the  tree  u  thev  lived 
long  enough.  But  the  work  of  these 
officials  could  not  be  compared  with 
that  of  the  County  Court  Judges  or 
the  Chief  Clerks  in  Chancery,  and  it 
could   not    be  argued  that  they  were 

?aying  ability  according  to  its  merits, 
'he  reckless  profusion  of  emoluments 
went  down  from  them  to  the  care-taker 
and  cleaner,  who  received  £250  a-year, 
and  there  was  also  an  item  of  £3  for 
washing  towels.  This  was  a  matter 
that  ought  to  be  seriously  considered. 

Thb  ATTOBNEY  QENEBAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jambs)  explained  that  although 
the  sum  paid  was  large,  it  had  been 
settled  by  statute,  and  assured  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  duties  of  the  Begistrars 
were  most  onerous  and  responsible  duties. 
It  was  necessary  to  have  men  in  that 

Sosition  in  whom  there  was  perfect  con- 
dence.  If  the  same  duties  were  per- 
formed by  private  agency  the  cost  would 
probably  be  greater;  and  he  did  not 
think  any  further  legislation  on  this 
matter  was  necessanr. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  said,  he  must 
protest  against  the  notion  that  the 
Registrars  discharged  duties  of  equal 
importance  to  those  of  the  Chief  Clerks. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  important  decrees  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery  were  settled  by  the 
coimsel,  and  the  duty  of  the  Begistrar 
was  mainly  mechanical.  He  did  not 
deny  that  the  Begistrars  were  men  of 
great  ability,  and  that  men  of  great 
ability  ought  to  be  employed  for  this 
work;  but  if  £1,500  was  a  sufficient 
salanr  for  a  County  Court  Judge  or  a 
Chief  Clerk,  it  was  enough  for  a  Begis- 
trar; and  as  the  Government  had  de- 
fended this  Vote  he  should  take  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  upon  it.    He 
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would,  however,  not  do  00  aa  to  the 
salaries  of  the  Eegistrars,  as  they  were 
fixed  by  statute ;  but  the  country  ought 
not  to  pay  £3,100  for  copying  in  the 
Eegistrars'  offices,  and  he  should  move 
to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £2,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  a  8um,notexceeding£95,115,b6  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 
to  defray  the  Chargpe  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March  1882,  for  such  of  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Chancery  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  of  the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  of 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (exclusive  of 
the  Central  Office),  as  are  not  charged  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund.'*— (Jfr.  Henry  Fowler.) 

Mr.  OEEGOHY  said,  he  considered 
the  duties  of  the  Registrars  as  respon- 
sible as  those  of  the  Chief  Clerks  in 
their  way;  but  he  thought  the  Chief 
Clerks  were  underpaid. 

Mr.  HEALY  wished  to  take  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Committee  with  regard  to 
the  Chaplain  of  the  Bolls  Court.  He 
thought  it  was  time  to  teach  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  that  there  was  no  royal 
road  to  Paradise,  and  if  he  wanted 
prayers  said  for  him  he  should  pay  for 
them  himself.  He  was  opposed  to  Votes 
for  getting  men  to  Heaven,  and  should 
move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £250,  the 
salary  of  the  Preacher  in  the  Rolls 
Chapel. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  would  not  insist  on  going 
to  a  division.  There  was  some  profit  on 
the  scrivener's  work. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  ; — ^Ayes  32  ; 
Noes  76  :  Majority  44. — (Div.  List, 
No.  356.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  would  move  to 
reduce  the  Vote  by  £225,  the  salary 
and  expenses  of  the  Chaplain  attached 
to  the  Rolls  Chapel.  He  had  already 
explained  the  reasons  which  induced 
him  to  take  this  step  ;  and  if  the 
salaries  and  expenses  of  this  gentleman 
were  secured  to  him  by  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament the  sooner  it  was  repealed  the 
better.  Thev  could  hardly  disturb  the 
present  chaplain ;  therefore,  if  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  would 
give  an  undertaking  to  bring  in  a  BiU, 
as  soon  as  the  present  chaplain's  ad- 
xninistrations  ceased,  to  abolish  the  office, 

Jfr.  B.  JSr.  JFbwhr 


he  would  not  press  his  Motion  to  a 
division.  As  long  as  these  absurd 
charges  for  preaching  and  praying  were 
put  in  the  Votes  he  should  protest 
against  them. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
<'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £96,890,  be 
fpranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  ■am 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1882,  for  such  of  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Chancery  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judica- 
ture (exdusive  of  the  Central  OflSce),  as  are  not 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund.*'  —  {Mr. 
Healy.) 

The  Oommittee  divided  —  Ayes  28 ; 
Noes  90  :  Majority  67.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  867.) 

Mb.  BYLANDS  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  for  some  information  as 
to  the  charge  made  for  a  stockbroker. 
Did  the  gentleman  who  acted  in  this 
capacity  get  any  commission  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  stockbroker  received  the  sum 
mentioned  in  the  Estimates  instead  of 
fees.  The  fees  received  in  his  Depart- 
ment amoiinted  to  £12,000  odd  a-year. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  was  at  a  loss 
to  know  how  any  charge  at  all  was 
made  for  a  stockbroker.  The  duty  of 
this  gentleman,  as  he  understood  it,  was 
to  dispose  of  stock  belonging  to  suitors 
in  Chancerv.  If  that  was  so,  surely  tiie 
expense  of  employing  the  stockbroker 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  costs  of  the 
oases. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  suitors  were  charged  fees  which 
were  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
stockbroker  who  did  the  work  received 
a  salary. 

Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  have  some 
explanation  of  the  item  of  £880  for  the 
bag-bearer.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
sum  was  more  than  enough  for  a  stout 
colporteur,  to  say  nothing  of  a  mere 
bag-bearer.  There  was  a  sum  of  £1,820 
for  bag -bearers,  some  being  called 
"petty  bag-bearers."  What  were  these 
offices  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  they  were  very  ancient  offices.  The 
old  names  that  they  still  retained  did  not 
at  all  describe  the  duties  of  those  who 
held  the  appointments.  The  bag-bearers 
were  really  clerks. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agr$4i  tet 
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(91.)  Motion  made,  and  QuMtion  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £68,427,  be 
Ifianted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoesniy  to  defray  tiie  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Central  Office  of  the  Sa- 
meme  Gomt  of  Judicature;  the  Salaries  and 
Szpenaea  of  the  Judges'  Qerks  and  other  Offi- 
cers of  the  District  Begistrars  of  the  High 
Court;  the  remuneration  of  the  Judges'  Mar- 
shals; and  certain  Circuit  Expenses.'* 

Mn.  GBEOOBY  said,  he  was  not 
going  to  oppose  the  Vote;  but  there 
was  a  matter  in  connection  with  it  on 
which  he  wished  to  make  an  observa- 
tion— ^namely,  the  matter  of  expenses  of 
Judges  on  dirouit.  A  certain  aUowance, 
.  hs  believed,  was  made  to  Judges  of  Ap- 
peal for  expenses;  but  there  was  no  allow- 
ance to  the  ordinary  Judges  on  account 
of  Oiieuit  expenses.  It  seemed  to  him  to 
be  a  hard  and  shabby  thing  to  requite 
the  Judges  on  all  occasions  to  pay  their 
own  expenses  out  of  the  salaries  they 
received.  The  Judges'  salaries  were  as- 
sessed 50  years  ago,  when  money  bore  a 
very  different  vfuue  to  that  which  at- 
tached to  it  now,  and  expensed  were 
much  leas  than  at  present.  The  system 
adopted  long  ago  of  making  a  reduction 
of  £500  per  annum  in  the  Judges' 
salaries  on  account  of  Circuit  expenses 
continued  up  to  the  present  day.  The  re- 
sult was  that  the  Judges'  sdiaries,  in- 
stead of  being  £5,000  a-year,  only 
amounted  to  £4,500.  They  could  not 
expect  to  get  good  men  to  fulfil  the 
functionB  of  Judges  in  the  Courts  of 
First  Instance  now-a-days  unless  they 
paid  them  adequate  salaries.  .  The  pre* 
sent  system  was  imworthy  of  the  coun- 
try; and,  in  many  instances,  the  best 
men  for  the  Bench  were  prevented  from 
accepting  a  seat  upon  it  in  consequence. 
He  did  not  advocate  extravagance  in 
the  administration  of  justice.  He  had 
never  advocated  it;  he  had  always  en- 
deavoured to  check  it;  but,  in  the  in- 
terests of  justice  generally,  and  in  the 
interests  of  the  suitors,  it  was  necessary 
that  there  should  be  strong  Judges  on 
the  Bench.  It  could  not  be  expected, 
however,  that  they  would  be  obtained 
as  lonff  as  they  were  subjected  to  this 
petty  deduction.  He  sincerely  hoped 
that  this  matter  would  receive  some  at- 
tsQtioa. 

Mb.  ABTHXTB  O'OONNOB  stfid^ 
Oeie  WW  an  item  for  BegiAtiy  of  Deeds 


iind  Bills  fot  Middlesex,  for  two  Begis- 
trars, and  Lord  Thiro,  and  the  Qiieen'p 
Bemembrancer.  An  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite  some  time  ago  had 
moved  for  a  Betum  on  this  subject;  and 
he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had  almost 
expected  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen^e- 
man  to  say  something  about  it  tiiis  even- 
ing. The  Betum,  which  was  granted, 
was  a  very  interesting  one.  It  was  for 
the  year  1878-9,  and  it  showed  the  fees 
received  by  the  Begistrars,  the  expenses 
of  the  office,  and  the  net  amount  paid 
to  the  account  of  the  Queen's  Bemem- 
brancer. Moreover,  it  gave  the  names 
of  the  Begistrars  and  the  number  of 
days  each  of  them  attended  at  the 
Begistry.  It  was  shown  that  the  fees 
amounted  to  some  £14,000,  £15,000, 
or  £16,000  a-year,  and  the  expenses 
amounted  to  £4,000,  or  £5,000,  or 
£6,000  a-year.  There  was  a  balance 
from  year  to  year  of  about  £10,000. 
Well,  half  of  this— or  £6,000— was  paid, 
as  the  share  of  the  Queen's  Bemem- 
brancer, into  the  public  account  at 
Messrs.  Hoare's  and  Oo's.  Bank;  but  all 
the  rest  went  to  Lord  Truro — namely, 
£5,000  a-year.  When  they  turned  to 
Uiat  part  of  the  Betum  which  showed 
what  it  was  that  Lord  Tmro  did  for  his 
£5,000  a-year — when  they  came  to  in- 
quire the  number  of  days  on  which  the 
Begistrars  attended  the  Begistry — they 
found  that  that  portion  of  the  inquiry  ot 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  dis- 
honoured. There  was  no  answer  given 
to  the  inquiry.  The  only  thing  they 
gathered  was  that  Lord  liuro  superin- 
tended the  office  and  staff,  and  attended 
"  whenever  his  Lordship's  services  were 
required."  No  doubt,  his  Lordship 
would  come  down  to  the  office  to  sign 
the  Betum,  and  that  would  be  one  of 
the  few  things  he  would  have  to  do  in 
the  year.  The  Queen's  Bemembrancer 
never  attended  at  all ;  but  then  he  did 
not  receive  any  emolument.  Lord  Truro 
received  his  £5,000  a-year  for  doing 
nothing.  It  certainly  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  .Arthur  O'Connor)  that  instead  of 
only  half  the  whole  of  the  £  J  0, 000  ought 
to  be  paid  into  Messrs.  Hoare's  and  Co's. 
bank  to  the  public  account,  or,  at  any 
rate,  such  portion  of  it  as  would  leave 
Lotd  Trurb  a  fair  amount  for  the  trouble 
and  inconvenience  he  was  put  to  in  hav- 
ing occasionally  to  attend  the  Begistry 
to  sign  such  a  Betum  as  that  he  (Mr. 
Artbur  O'Oonnot)  hact  referred  to.    He 
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would  more  that  the  Vote  be  reduced 
by  £4,500,  which  would  leave  Lord 
Truro  £600  a-year  for  his  work.  That 
woidd  be  handsome  remuneration. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £63,927  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Central  Office  of  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  Judicature;  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Judges'  Clerks  and  other  Offi- 
cers of  the  District  Registrars  of  the  High 
Court ;  the  remuneration  of  the  Judges*  Mar- 
shals; and  certain  Circuit  Expenses." — {Mr, 
Arthur  0^  Connor.) 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  under  a  strong  misapprehen- 
sion on  this  matter.  He  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  proposed  to  reduce  the  Vote 
by  a  sum  which  was  not  an  expenditure, 
but  a  receipt.  It  was  much  to  be  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  Member  was  not 
present  when  the  matter  came  under  dis- 
cussion early  in  the  Session.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  had  brought  in  a  Bill  to  re-con- 
stitute the  Office,  and  that  was  opposed 
by  the  Government  for  the  reason  that 
it  was  not  intended  to  fill  up  the  appoint- 
ments again  as  vacancies  occurred.  There 
would  be  no  successor  to  Lord  Truro. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  thought 
it  rather  a  pity  that  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  wasted  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Courtney),  who  evidently 
failed  to  apprehend  what  he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O^Connor)  meant.  He  was  as  well 
aware  as  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
£10,000  was  a  receipt;  but  what  he 
complained  of  was  that  half  of  it  should 
be  given  to  Lord  Truro  for  nothing. 
The  Queen's  Remembrancer  did  nothing, 
and  received  nothing  for  it ;  but  Lora 
Truro  did  nothing,  or  next  to  nothing, 
and  was  paid  £5,000  a-year  for  it.  It 
was  incumbent  on  the  Committee  to  re- 
fuse to  allow  Lord  Truro  to  be  paid  this 
£6,000  a-year,  and  it  was  perfectly  com- 
petent for  them  to  insist  upon  its  being 
paid  into  the  Public  Exchequer.  [''  No, 
no ! "]  Hon.  Members  might  say  **  No !" 
but  he,  evidently,  had  a  clearer  idea  of 
the  power  of  Parliament  than  they  had. 
The  House  of  Commons  would  have 
no  difficulty  in  withholding  this  money 
from  Lord  Truro.  He  contended  that 
if  he  moved  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£4,500,  and  if  Lord  Truro  was  obliged 
to  pay  into  the  Exchequer  the  amount 

Mr.  Arikw  ff  Connor 


of  the  extra  receipts,  there  would  be  the 
same  sum  available. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  thought 
that  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  did  not 
meet  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County,  which  was 
perfectly  clear. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  pointed  out  that 
Lord  Truro's  interest  was  guarded  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  that  the  Trea- 
sury were,  in  consequence,  powerless  in 
the  matter.  Certain  fees  were  leviable 
from  the  owners  of  property,  upon  whom 
the  onus  of  registering  a  memorial  was 
imposed.  There  had  been  originally 
three  Renstrars;  but  endeavours  had 
been  made  to  efifect  economy  in  this  re- 
spect,  and  when  the  offices  became  vacant 
one  had  been  disoontinued,  and  one  of 
the  Masters  of  the  Courts  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  another  as  trustee  to  receive 
the  fees  on  behalf  of  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  his 
contention  was  that  Lord  Truro  had  not 
a  right  to  tiie  £5,000  he  was  receivinff, 
but  only  to  the  share  of  the  fees  whiok 
he  was  entitled  to  when  there  were  four 
Registrars. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  protested 
against  the  charge  for  Judges'  Train 
Bearers  on  the  ground  ef  economy. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(22.)  £57,124,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Probate,  &c.  Registries  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice. 

(23.)  £6,797,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Admiralty  Registry  of  the  Higli 
Court  of  Justice. 

(24.)  £8,118,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Wreck  Commission. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  thought  that 
the  number  of  folios  paid  for  to  the 
shorthand  writers  in  this  Department 
ought  to  be  stated. 

ToRD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  was  impossible  to  ascertain  the 
amoimt  of  work  until  the  end  of  the 
year. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(25.)  £19,424,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  London  Bankruptcy  Court. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  pointed 
out  that  whereas  the  amount  of  anrears 
in  this  Court  were  steadily  inoreasuify 
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there  had  been  a  decrease  in  the  last 
three  years  of  the  number  of  hours  of 
Htdng  by  the  Chief  Judge  and  the  Be- 
pstrars.  As  this  was  luurdly  the  way 
to  get  rid  of  arrears  of  work,  he  should 
be  ^lad  to  receive  an  explanation  on  the 
nhject  before  the  mon^  was  voted. 

Mb.  HINDE  palmer  said,  that  as 
he  had  moved  for  the  Betum  on  which 
the  hon.  Member  rested  his  statement,  he 
would  point  out  that  the  total  repre- 
isnted  tne  number  of  days  on  which  tiie 
Bflffistrar  sat  as  representing  the  Chief 
Judge.  It  would  be  misleading  to  say 
thit  it  represented  the  total  number  of 
days  on  which  the  Court  was  engaged. 

Mb.  ABTHT7B  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
fid  not  wish  to  draw  any  conclusion  from 
ftsBetom  that  was  not  warranted ;  but 
he  dwelt  most  strongly  on  the  fact  that 
ftore  had  been  a  steady  diminution  in 
die  number  of  days  on  which  the  Ee- 
gistrars  sat,  concurrently  with  an  in- 
\  of  arrears  of  work. 


Tote  a^isd  to, 

(26.)  £382,936,  to  complete  the  sum 
far  the  County  Courts. 

(27.)  £2,442,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
die  Land  Begistxy. 

8iB  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT  said, 
he  was  fflad  to  see  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  me  Solicitor  General  in  his  place, 
because  he  had  something  to  say  with 
ngard  to  this  Vote.  The  Land  Begistry, 
he  believed,  was  established  in  1864,  and 
was  brought  into  existence  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  the  views  of  Lord 
Osims  and  Lora  Westbury  with  regard 
to  the  registration  of  titles.  Since  then 
a  Committee  had  sat  to  inquire  into  the 
working  of  the  office.  Year  by  year 
{ramises  had  been  made  that  something 
diODid  be  done  to  make  the  Court  of  use ; 
and  he  remembered  that  when  the  pre- 
sent oooopants  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
were  in  Opposition  they  made  a  strong 
ondanght  upon  this  Vote.  If  he  was 
Bot  mistaken,  the  Home  Secretary  was  a 
wy  strenuous  opponent  of  the  Vote,  as 
he  stated  distinetiy  that  nothing  was  done 
iUwr  by  the  Begistrar  or  the  Assistant 
Bsgistrar.  Both  of  these  gentlemen 
win  aUe  and  excellent  men,  and  pro- 
■isss  had  been  made  that  some  work 
Aoold  be  fbund  for  them  to  do ;  and  he 
vosld,  therefore^  ask  whether  any  ar- 
nmensiit  liad  been  made  in  that  direc- 
tbii  sad  wluU  steps  had  been  taken,  if 


any,  to  make  the  Land  Begistry  an  effi- 
cient Court  for  the  transaction  of  busi- 
ness? 

The  SOLICITOB  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Fabbeb  Hebschell)  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  in  the 
observations  which  he  had  made.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  one  of  two  things 
ought  to  be  done — either  the  office 
should  be  abolished  or  rendered  efifeo- 
tive.  He  admitted  that  the  state  of  the 
office  was  not  satisfactory,  while  it  con- 
stituted a  charge  upon  the  Bevenue 
which  the  amount  of  g^od  done  by  it  did 
not  justify.  But  the  Committee  should 
bear  in  mind  that  upon  the  question 
of  whether  it  was  expedient  to  abolish 
this  office  hon.  Members  were  not 
agreed.  On  the  contrary,  there  were 
some  who  thought  that  an  extension  of 
the  system  was  desirable.  Under  the 
circumstances,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
Government  could  deal  with  the  matter 
until  their  minds  had  been  made  up  as 
to  whether  the  office  should  be  abolished 
or  continued,  because  hardly  anything 
could  be  worse  than  to  find,  after  abo- 
lishing it,  that  a  new  office  must  be 
created,  and  that  the  services  of  those 
persons  who  were  the  most  efifective  in« 
struments  in  administering  it  were  no 
longer  available.  The  present  Begistrar 
was  a  gentleman  of  ^eat  professional 
eminence,  and  who  had  resigned  a  lucra- 
tive practice  in  the  Courts  to  take  this 
office  at  a  considerably  less  income  than 
he  formerly  received.  And  he  regretted 
nothing  more  than  that  he  shoula  be  in 
the  unsatisfactory  position  of  occupying 
the  post  without  being  able  to  do  more 
service  to  the  public.  It  had  been  an- 
nounced, last  year,  that  the  Government 
intended  to  deal  with  this  matter  without 
delav ;  but  he  thought  the  Committee 
would  see  that  there  had  been  excep- 
tional circumstances,  during  the  present 
Session,  which  prevented  them  carrying 
out  their  good  intentions.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  were  still  anxious  to  see 
the  matter  placed  upon  a  satisfactory 
footing.  It  would  not  be  lost  sight  of, 
and  he  could  assure  the  Committee  that 
it  would  be  dealt  with  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment. 

Mr.  BTLANDS  said,  he  supposed 
the  Committee  would  be  obliged  to  ac- 
cept the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ;  but  it  was  a  twice- 
told  tale.  He  had  heard  it  when  he 
sat  opposite,  and  he  had  heard  it  again 
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since  lie  sat  on  that  side  of  tlie  House. 
Whenever  the  Vote  was  criticized,  some 
occupant  of  the  Treasury  Bench  gave 
promises,  explanations,  and  justifica- 
tions; but,  notwithstanding  these,  the 
money  continued  to  be  charged  on  the 
public  purse.  For  nearly  20  years  the 
country  had  been  paying  for  the  office, 
and  had  expended  upon  it  in  that  time 
something  like  £100,000,  getting,  in 
return,  scarcely  any  advantage.  He 
observed  that  the  amount  of  fees  paid 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
December,  1880,  was  £818  15#.;  audit 
was,  therefore,  clear  that  the  officers, 
who  received  large  salaries,  had  little 
or  nothing  to  do.  But  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
fact  that  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  office, 
who  received  £400  a-year  for  doing 
nothing,  was  allowed  by  the  Attorney 
Gener^  to  take  another  appointment  in 
the  Land  Securities  Company  (Limited), 
from  which  Society  he  received  £100 
per  annum.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this 
was  not  the  kind  of  arrangement  by 
which  the  office  of  the  Land  Registry 
could  be  made  serviceable,  and  that  it 
ought  no  longer  to  be  allowed.  For  his 
own  part,  he  should  be  content  to  see 
the  whole  thing  swept  away,  in  order 
that  a  start  might  be  made  de  novo ;  and 
in  view  of  the  large  amount  that  would 
have  been  saved  in  salaries  it  was  to 
be  regretted  that  this  had  not  been  done 
before.  He  was  glad  to  receive  the 
assurance  of  the  Solicitor  General  that 
no  new  appointments  were  made,  and 
trusted  that  next  year  the  whole  case 
would  be  dealt  with  in  a  more  satisfac- 
tory manner  than  it  had  been  hitherto. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(28.)  £18,690,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Revising  Barristers,  England. 

(29.)  £8,021,  Police  Courts,  London 
and  SheemesB. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  had  many  urgent  repre* 
sentations  made  to  them  as  to  the  in- 
convenience experienced  by  the  public, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Police  Court 
at  Hammersmith  closed  at  2  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  was  understood  to 
say  that  there  were  certain  suburban 
oourtsi  where   the  business  was  Iighl 
whibh  only  sat  during  what  were 


half-oonrt  days,  and  that  Hammersmith 
was  one  of  them. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(30.)  £260,402,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Metropolitan  Police. 

(31.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £911,298,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sofll 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  como 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3 1st  day  of  March  1882,  for  certain  Kx« 
penses  connected  with  the  Police  in  Counties 
and  Boroughs  in  England  and  Wales,  and  with 
the  PoUce  in  Scotland." 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  seen,  from  the  Local  Taxation  Be- 
turns  which  had  recently  been  issued  to 
Members,  that  the  town  of  Southamptozi 
had  an  allowance  from  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury  of  £4,841  for  police  alone. 
But  during  the  same  period  the  cost  of 
the  police  in  Southampton  was  only 
£4,425 ;  so  that  the  allowance  obtained 
from  the  Treasury  towards  the  pay  and 
clothing  of  the  police  of  Southampton 
was  actually  more  than  the  total  cost  ot 
the  police  of  the  town.  It  struck  him 
that  there  was  something  anomalous 
about  this ;  but,  possibly,  the  noble  Lozd 
the  Financial  Secretar^r  to  the  Treasury 
would  be  able  to  explain  it. 

LoKD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  him  considerable 
surprise;  but  he  would  look  into  the 
matter.  The  allowance  made  from  the 
Treasury  for  the  county  and  borough 
police  was  founded  upon  tiie  principle 
of  giving  one-half  of  the  pay  and  allow- 
ances,  not  including  other  portions  of 
the  expenditure  for  the  police.  He 
could  not  understand  the  matter  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Gentleman  at  pre- 
sent, but  he  would  look  into  it. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
did  not  at  all  wonder  at  the  noble  Lord's 
being  surprised,  and  the  document  he 
referred  to  was  the  Local  Taxation  Re- 
turns for  the  year  1878-9,  pases  58  and 
59|  where  the  facts  would  De  found  fiilly 
set  forth. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
could  only  assure  the  hon.  Gentlemaa 
that  if  there  had  been  any  over-pay- 
ment last  year  it  should  be  rectified 
next  Session. 

Mb.  ARTHXTRO'CONNORsaid,  there 
was  another  point  which  he  should  like 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1078 


Sufplf^^ 


(AttoxtstS,  1881) 


Civil  8mne$$, 


1074 


to  mention,  and  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Oentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
had  made  peculiarly  his  own — ^he  re- 
ferred to  the  superannuation  allowances 
for  polioe.     He  recollected  that  the  riffht 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  attended  a 
meeting  of  the  police  a  short  time  ago, 
and  addressed  them ;  and  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
gave  them  to  understand  in  the  course 
of  that  address  that  some  arrangements 
had  been  made  which  would  prove  satis* 
factorr  with  regard  to  superannuations. 
Whether  those  arrangements  were  to  be 
confined  to  the  Metropolitan  Police,  or 
whether  they  were  to  be  extended  to  the 
pdioe  throughout  the  country,  he  was 
not  very  certain;  but,  unquestionably, 
the  matter  was  one  which  excited  a  very 
great  amount  of  interest  in  the  Police 
Force,  and  a  very  large  amount  of  sym- 
pathy throughout  the  great  body  of  the 
people.      Perhaps  the  right  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  would  now  say  some- 
thing on  this  point.    He  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  had  also  noticed  that  this  Vote 
was  for  the  polioe  of  the  counties  and 
boroughs,  not  only  of  England,  but  of 
Scotland ;  and,  that  being  so,  this,  per- 
haps, was  the  proper  occasion  for  bring- 
ing under  the  notice  of  the  House  the 
Teiy  serious  representations  which  were 
made  in  the  23rd  Eeport  of  the  In- 
spector of  Constabulary  for  Scotland, 
with  regard  to  the  utter  inefficiency  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  Police  Force  in  that 
ooonti^.    In  the  very  first  page  the  rieht 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  mid 
observations  condemning  the  inefficiency 
of  the  police  in  the  burghs  of  Wick  and 
Banff,  and  other  places.    Then,  with  re- 
gard to  another  question  of  importance, 
the  pay  of  the  Superintendents  of  police 
in  Scotland,  the  Inspector  of  Consta- 
bulary pointed  out  that  while   most  of 
the  counties  and  burghs,  with  some  ex- 
ceptions, paid  the  men  liberally,   the 
Mlazy  of  the  head  officer  was  smaller 
than  it  ought  to  be,   considering  the 
onerous  duties  of  his  position ;  and  in 
lome  places — more  often  in  counties  than 
in  burghs — many  additional  duties  had 
been  placed  upon  the  shoulders  of  the 
head  of  the  police  without  any  extra  re- 
muneration whatever.   For  instance,  the 
Chief  Constable  in  many  counties  had 
been  made  to  undertake  the  duties  of 
Ploourator  Fiscal  to  the  Justices,  and  to 
peifonn  those   duties  without    salaiy, 
the  county  thus  saving  considerable  ex- 


pense ;  and  in  order  to  get  men  willing 
to  perform  double  duty,  the  Government 
grant  practically  paid  half  the  differ- 
ence. The  local  people  thus  managed 
to  get  their  local  work  done  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Police  Vote.  There  was 
still  another  question  which  was  worthy 
of  the  attention  of  the  Government,  and 
that  was  the  custom  which  prevailed  in 
many  of  the  counties,  and  m  some  of 
the  burghs  of  Scotland — a  custom  which, 
as  the  Inspector  said,  was  of  a  very 
questionable  character  —  of  liberating 
persons  taken  up  for  being  drunk  and 
incapable,  or  drunk  and  disorderly,  when 
sober.  Such  persons  in  the  districts  he 
referred  to  were  never  taken  before  a 
magistrate,  but  were  liberated  without 
bail  on  the  sole  responsibility  of  the 
constable,  and  were  not  called  upon  to 
appear  anywhere  to  answer  the  charge. 
The  Inspector  added  in  his  Beport  that 
the  question  whether  this  practice  was 
legal  or  not  could  only  be  answered  by 
legal  authority,  though  many  looked 
upon  it  as  illegal,  and  would  allow  no 
liberation  except  on  bail,  or  by  going 
before  a  magistrate.  It  would  surely 
be  better  to  legalize  some  plan  whereby 
the  obligation  to  appear  before  a  magis- 
trate might  be  suspended,  with  some 
provision  to  enable  a  prisoner  to  bring 
Ids  case  before  a  magistrate  should  he 
think  himself  aggrieved.  This  was  a 
matter  that  well  deserved  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
The  last  point  to  which  he  desired  to  refer 
was  that  the  Police  Force  in  Scotland  had 
to  go  to  great  trouble  and  expense  in  cir- 
culating information  which  it  was  neces- 
sary  to  have  circulated,  but  which  could 
not  be  circulated  as  in  this  country,  ibr 
the  simple  reason  that  in  Scotland  there 
was  no  Polios  Gazetto.  The  advantage 
of  the  circulation  of  this  information 
was  to  the  public  very  great  indeed,  and 
it  was  unfair  that  the  cost  of  it  should 
fall  upon  the  police. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  Some 
of  the  points  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  referred  to  ought  to  fall  to  my  share 
to  reply  to.  In  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  superannuation  of  police,  I  am  en- 
tirely  conscious  of  its  great  and  urgent 
importance ;  and  the  statement  which  I 
made  some  weeks  ago  in  addressing  the 
Metropolitan  Police  would  not  havebeen 
made  unless  the  Government  at  that 
time  had  actually  had  a  Bill  prepared 
upon  the   subject,  whicdi   Bill  would 
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have  been  presented  to  Parliament  if 
the  time  and  season  of  the  Session  had 
permitted.  This,  I  hope,  will  satisfj' 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  subject  is  one 
which  we  have  not  neglected.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  advisable  now  to  enter 
into  all  the  details  of  that  measure,  for 
it  is  clear  that  we  cannot  deal  with  it 
this  Session ;  but  we  shall  occupy  a  part 
of  the  Eecess  in  endeavouring  to  coUect 
the  opinion  of  those  persons  who  are 
best  able  to  assist  us  by  their  advice  as 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  I  will  only, 
therefore,  state  that  the  measure  em- 
braces, not  only  the  Metropolitan  Police, 
but  all  the  police  throughout  the  coun- 
try ;  and  I  may  say  that  it  is  generally 
founded  upon  the  lines  of  the  Select 
Committee  which  sat  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  with  this  subject.  Another  mat- 
ter which  the  hon.  Member  has  referred 
to  has  been  that  in  some  cases  the  ineffi- 
ciency of  the  local  police  has  been  com- 
plained of.  Now,  I  wish  to  state  to  the 
Committee  my  view  of  the  relations  in 
which  the  Central  Government  and  the 
Home  Office  stand  to  this  question.  As 
the  hon.  Member  is  aware,  the  general 
government  of  the  local  police  belongs 
to  the  local  authorities,  and  I  think  it  is 
very  desirable  that  that  principle  should 
be  strictly  maintained,  and  that  we  should 
not  attempt  by  centralization  to  take  away 
the  power  of  the  local  authorities  over 
their  own  police.  The  borough  police  is 
even  more  completely  under  the  autho- 
rity of  their  own  watch  committee  than 
is  the  county  police.  The  Home  Office 
has  more  power  to  interfere  with  the 
pay  and  regulation  of  the  county  police 
than  it  has  under  the  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations Act  to  interfere  with  the  borough 
police,  which  is  really  and  entirely  under 
the  control  of  the  watch  committee; 
and  I  have  found  this  difficulty  arises — 
that  constant  complaint  is  made  of  any 
interference  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  their  police.  But,  as  the 
Government  contribute  one-half  of  the 
expense,  they  must  have  some  power  of 
seeing  that  they  get  an  equivalent  for 
the  money  spent.  But,  subject  to  this 
principle,  I  am  extremely  averse  to 
taking  out  of  the  hands  of  the  local  autho- 
rities their  right  to  deal  with  their  own 
police.  I  will  not  mention  the  name, 
put  there  is  one  of  the  largest  counties 
in  England  oonoeminff  which  the  In- 
spector made  a  strong  Keport  as  to  the 
ineffioienpy  of  the  p^oe,  and  their  ob- 

8ir  WiUiam  Harcourt 


jection  to  any  alteration.    The  authori- 
ties came  before  me,  and  I  said — *'  Well, 
gentlemen,  if  you  think  your  police  are 
fit  to  protect  the  lives  and  property  of 
the  people  in  your  own  county,  it  is  your 
affair,  and  I  leave  you  to  settle  it  as  you 
like ;  but  I  call  your  attention  to  the  fiEMft 
that  the  Inspector  reports  your  police  m 
inefficient.''     I  think  they  were  satisfied 
with  that  answer,  and  a  few  weeks  after- 
wards  I  received  a  Beport  that  they  had 
increased  the  strength  of  their  force.    I 
think  it  much  better  to  deal  with  theee 
cases  in  this  way  than  to  endeavour  to 
bring  them  all  under  a  central  authority; 
and  I  think  that  if  we  are  to  expect  IomI 
self-government  we  must  be  careful,  and 
not  assume  too  much  control  over  what 
particular  counties  may  consider  neoes* 
sary  in  regard  to  pay,  &c.     The  hoin. 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  police  in 
Scotland.    Now,  I  must  say  that  one  of 
the  pleasures  which  I  have  always  found 
in  Scotland  is  the  gratifying  absence  of 
police.    You  never  see  one  in  Scotland.' 
At  one  of  the  islands  of  the  Outer  He- 
brides where  I  have  visited — an  island 
of  considerable  size — I  found  that  the 
total  police  force  on  the  island  consisto 
of  one  Inspector  and  two  policemen.  The 
habits  there  are  regular,  and  everybodj 
gets  on  extremely  well.     I  do  not  think" 
there  is  a  doctor  in  the  whole  of  the 
island;  I  believe  disease  is  unknown,  and 
crime  is  seldom  heard  of.     This  showSi 
then,  that  we  cannot  applya  strict  rule 
as  a  general  principle.     We  cannot  do 
better  than  trust  these  local  authorities!, 
leaving  the  communities  to  look  after 
their  own  interests,  and  to  maintain  what 
police  they  require.     The  other  point 
which  the  hon.   Gentleman  has  men- 
tioned, as  to    the    release    of   persone 
charged  with  drunkenness  without  bring- 
ing any  charge  against  them,  or  taking 
them  before  a  magistrate,  is  a  serious 
one,  which  deserves  consideration,  and  I 
can  only  say  that  it  shall  be  caxMBf 
considered. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  he  was  glad  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
made  this  statement,  and  hoped  thaft 
before  long  some  legislative  meaeoze 
would  be  introduced,  for  among  ike 
many  questions  of  local  interest  whkh 
were  pressing  for  consideration  this  wati. 
one  of  the  most  important.  Another 
point  worthy  of  consideration,  as  bearing 
on  the  finances  of  the  countxr,  was  tbi 
unnecessary  number  and  duplioation  rf 
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police  stafib  in  the  boroughs  and  ooun- 
tiee  of  the  oonntiy,  and  that  might  be 
remedied  with  very  considerable  advan- 
tage.  In  many  small  boroughs  there 
were  practically  two  staffs  kept  up  to  a 
point  entirely  out  of  proportion  to  the 
nnmbers  of  the  community.  It  would 
be  of  great  advantage  for  the  repression 
of  Clime  and  the  maintenance  of  order  if 
tiioee  small  boroughs  could  be  amalga- 
mated with  the  counties  for  police  pur- 
poses. It  would  lead  to  a  great  saving 
of  expense,  and  he  hoped  the  point  would 
be  considered. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
wished  to  remind  the  right  hon.  and 
lesnied  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
that  he  (Colonel  Alexander)  had  had  the 
first  Notice  on  the  Paper  to-day  for  his 
Besolation  in  reference  to  police  super- 
ammation,  and  this  was  the  fourth  time 
that  he  had  procured  a  favourable  posi- 
tion for  it  upon  the  Paper  this  Session. 
However,  in  consequence  of  the  great 
nreesure  under  which  the  Government 
W  been  placed  in  regard  to  the  taking 
of  Sapply,  and  his  unwillingness  to  inter- 
fere with  the  Government  in  that  work 
at  this  late  period  of  the  Session,  and 
also  on  account  of  the  absence,  through 
iUnees,  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West   Essex  (Sir    Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson),  who  presided  over  the  Select 
Committee  on  Police  Superannuation, 
and  who  was  anxious  to  ti^e  part  in  any 
discQBsion  that  might  be  raised  upon 
the  subject,  he  (Colonel  Alexander)  had 
postponed  his  Besolution  $ine  die.    He 
had  felt  lees  reluctant  to  do  so,  because 
lie  had  been  extremely  glad  to  read  the 
remarks  whidi  the  Home  Secretary  had 
made  on  a  recent  occasion  in  presenting 
prizes  to  the  members  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Force  ;  and  now  to-night 
they  had  obtained  £rom  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  an  underta^ng 
that  he  would  dee!  not  only  with  the 
Metropolitan  Force,  but  with  all  the  rest 
of  the  police  throughout  the  country. 
He  was  not  certain  whether  the  right 
|uni.  and  learned  Gentleman  meant  to 
include  Scotland  in  his  proposed  mea- 
Bore ;  but  he  might  point  out  that  the 
need  there  was  even  greater  than  it  was 
in  England,  for  in  Scotland  they  had  no 
tyrtem  of  superannuation  whatever.  As 
instten  stood  now,  a  policeman  in  Scot- 
land, on  attaining  the  a^  of  60  years, 
ttd  then  not  before  being  certified  as 
lOMpable  for  the  disdiarge  ot  duty, 


might  receive  such  a  sum  in  gross  as,  in 
the  circumstances,  might  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  seem  proper.  The 
Select  Oommittee  which,  in  the  year  1 868, 
sat  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  was  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Earl  of  Minto,  exa- 
mined several  English  witnesses  upon 
the  English  system,  and  they  reported 
that  it  was  most  desirable  to  introduce  a 
system  of  superannuation  into  Scotland ; 
but  that  the  inquiries  they  had  made  of 
the  English  witnesses  had  brought  out 
the  fact  that  the  English  system  was  so 
imperfect  that  it  would  be  well  not  to 

at  any  system  at  all  until  a  more 
K3t  onid  had  been  established  in  Eng- 
It  was  also  shown  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  total  absence  of  super- 
annuation in  Scotland  a  great  number  of 
the  police  were  in  the  habitof  crossing  the 
Border  and  enlisting  in  the  forces  of  Cum- 
berland and  Westmoreland.  The  Chief 
Constableof  Westmoreland,  who  gave  evi- 
dence before  the  Select  Committee  pre- 
sided over  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Essex,  stated  that  he  asked  the 
men  who  came  from  Dumfriesshire,  Wi^- 
tonshire,  and  Ayrshire  what  was  their 
reason  for  leaving  Scotland  in  order  to 
join  the  Westmoreland  force,  and  the 
answer  almost  invariably  given  was  be- 
cause there  was  no  system  of  super- 
annuation in  Scotland.  He  (Colonel 
Alexander),  therefore,  hoped  that  in  the 
measure  which  the  Home  Secretary  pro- 
mised to  introduce  Scotland  would  be 
included. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  said,  the  promised 
measure  would  extend  to  Scotland  as 
well  as  to  England  and  Wales ;  and  he 
hoped  it  would  be  found  to  be  drawn 
upon  lines  which  would  leave  it  free 
from,  the  disfavour  which  was  shown 
towards  the  present  system  of  police 
superannuation. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  wished  to 
refer  to  a  matter  in  which  he  took  a  deen 
interest  some  time  ago,  and  which  had 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  the  Glasgow 
police  in  regard  to  the  disturbances  uiat 
took  place  in  that  city.  He  was  him- 
self  in  Glasgow  some  time  after  the  dis- 
turbances  took  place,  and  he  saw  the 
wives  and  relatives  of  some  of  the  per- 
sons who  were  placed  in  prison.  He 
took  the  opportunity  of  investigating  the 
case  as  far  as  he  could;  and  no  doubt  the 
Lord  Advocate,  whom  he  saw  upon  the 
Treasury  Bench,  was  familiar  with  all 
the  facts  of  the  case.    Perhaps  he  ought 
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to  preface  his  remarks  by  saying  that 
his  Mend  Mr.  Fergusson,  of  Glasgow, 
acting  in  accordance  with  the  precedent 
set  by  his  fellow-members  of  the  Land 
League,  had  made  up  his  mind  not  to 
have  a  procession  this  year,  in  order  that 
there  should  be  no  reason  to  keep  up 
bitter  memories.  There  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  an  open  air  demonstration, 
but  not  a  procession  of  the  usual  nature ; 
for  there  was  no  desire  whatever  to  give 
any  excuse  for  fresh  disturbances.  How- 
ever, what  he  wanted  to  call  attention  to 
was  the  fact  that  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  at  the  time  that  these  processions 
had  not  been  treated  fairly  by  the  police. 
The  procession  which  led  to  the  disturb* 
ance  was  attacked  by  a  number  of 
Orangemen,  for  he  was  sorry  to  say  that 
Lrishmen  easily  transferred  to  a  neutral 
country  some  of  the  animosities  and  bit- 
ternesses of  their  own  land ;  and  the  police 
in  this  instance,  instead  of  understanding 
the  nature  of  the  procession,  and  that 
the  people  who  took  part  in  it  were 
simply  engaged  in  the  exercise  of  their 
Constitutional  rights,  attacked  the  pro- 
cessionists, and  a  disturbance  took  place. 
But,  whatever  the  cause  of  the  disturb- 
ance, some  of  the  processionists  were 
taken  before  the  magistrates,  and,  in 
some  cases,  were  sentenced  to  six  months' 
imprisonment.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor) saw  the  wife  of  one  of  these  unfoi 
tunate  men,  and  he  believed  she  was  in 
rather  a  bad  way,  and  would  have  suf- 
fered severely,  had  it  not  been  for  the 
assistanoe  that  was  rendered  to  her.  He 
believed  that  the  impression  produced 
on  the  minds  of  the  Irishmen  was  that 
the  fkct  of  their  nationality  and  the 
fact  of  their  creed  exercisea  some  in- 
fluence against  them.  He  made  no 
charge  against  anyone;  but  they  cer- 
tainly did  believe  that  these  considera- 
tione  exercised  some  influence  over  the 
treatment  which  these  men  received. 
The  Lord  Advocate  and  the  Home  Se- 
cretary knew  as  well  as  he  did  that  be- 
tween the  religious  sentiments  of  the 
Lrish  people  and  the  general  religious 
sentiment  of  the  Scotch  people  there  was 
a  strong  feeling  of  antagonism ;  and  it 
would  be  most  utmentable  if  the  Bench 
gave  any  instructions  whatever  which 
would  tend  to  spread  a  feeling  of  bigotry 
and  intolerance  between  di£fiarent  dasses 
of  ti&e  oommunitjf .  He  trusted  that  in 
future  no  suspicion  of  anything  of  the 
sort  would  be  allowed  to  arise. 

Jfr.  T.  P.  (y  Connor 


Mb.  BUXTON  pointed  out  that  there 
was  an  increase  this  year  in  the  expen- 
diture for  the  police ;  and  he  wished  to 
know  how  that  increase  compared  with 
the  increases  which  exhibited  a  gradnal 
growth  in  previous  years  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABOOUET,  in  re- 
ply  to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Qalway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
concerning  the  Glasgow  disturbanoee, 
said,  that  in  November  last  he  took  a 
ffreat  deal  of  pains  to  investigate  the 
facts  of  the  case,  and  had  Seports  from 
the  magistrates,  from  the  rkocorator 
Fiscal,  and  from  all  the  persons  who 
were  thought  likely  to  be  able  to  throw 
any  light  upon  the  matter.  No  doubt,  it 
was  very  unfortunate  when  two  rifal 
creeds,  differing  in  political  as  well  u 
in  religious  opinion,  came  into  conflict 
in  this  way,  and  in  this  case  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  disorder.  The  ringleadert 
and  some  others  were  taken  up  for  as- 
saulting the  police,  and  he  knew  ths 
charge  had  been  made  that  the  masis- 
trates  had  acted  with  partiality,  and  that 
they  were  more  severe  upon  the  Catho- 
lics than  they  were  upon  tne  Protestants. 
He  could  only  say  that  he  would  do  all 
that  lay  in  his  power  to  prevent  the  ex- 
hibition of  any  partiality  on  the  part  of 
the  police,  or  of  anyone  else ;  and  he  was 
bound  to  say  that,  after  a  careful  investi- 
gation of  the  whole  of  the  facts,  he  could 
not  find  any  evidence  of  partiality  estab- 
lished in  the  present  case.  In  reply  to 
the  question  put  by  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber, as  to  the  increase  in  the  expenditure 
for  police,  he  might  point  out  that  that 
increase  was  very  nearly  in  the  propor- 
tion of  2  per  cent,  and  rested  upon  the 
increase  in  the  numbers  of  police  due  to 
the  natural  growth  of  population. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  excoeding  £24/>,844,  b* 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  mm 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  oa 
the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  lor  the  Saperio- 
tendenoe  of  Convict  Establishmenti^  and  for 
the  Maintenance  of  Conyicts  in  Convict  Estab- 
lishments in  England  and  the  Colonies." 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  said,  he  did 
not  intend  to  raise  any  question  upon 
any  of  the  items  of  this  Vote;  but  he 
wished  make  an  api>eal  to  the  Govsm- 
ment.  This  Vote  raised  a  question  upon 
which   the   Irish   Memben   felt  v«7 
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^kronglj^  and  that  was  the  treatment 
of  politioal  pziflonen,  espeoidly  lus 
friend,  Mr.  Miohael  Davitt.  Upon  this 
question  he  had  the  support,  not  only  of 
his  Irish  Friends,  but  of  one  or  two 
Bnglish  Bepreeentatiyes ;  and  it  had 
been  represented  to  him  that  the  best 
course  would  be  to  appeal  to  the  Home 
Seeretary.  As  it  was  now  midnight, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  consent  to  post- 
XK>ne  this  Vote,  and  that  would  inyolye 
no  waste  of  time,  because  there  were 
other  Votes  which  might  be  easily  dis- 
posed of. 

8ni  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  that  he  was  always  ready  to 
meet  an^  proposals  which  facilitated  the 
transaction  ox  Business,  and  if  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  would  haye 
that  effect,  he  should  be  yery  glad  to 
fall  in  with  it ;  but  he  did  not  exactly 
understand  what  it  was  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposed  to  postpone. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Vote  24. 

8iB  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET  ex- 
pressed his  willingness  to  accede  to  the 
snggestion. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

(82.)  £293,759,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Prisons,  England. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  reminded  the  Oom- 
mittee  that  the  Home  Secretary's  Pre- 
decessor had  induced  the  House  to  sup- 
port the  Prisons  Bill,  and  that,  in  con- 
sequence, the  management  of  the  prisons 
was  transferred  from  the  local  authori- 
ties to  the  State,  with  the  expectation 
that  there  would  be  a  great  improye- 
ment  in  the  administration  and  great 
eeonomy  in  the  expenses  of  the  prisons. 
He  himself  had  graye  doubts  at  the 
time  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the  course,  and 
did  what  he  could  to  oppose  it ;  but,  in 
consequence  of  the  representations  made 
by  the  late  Home  Secretary,  which  were, 
BO  doubt,  made  in  good  faith,  the  House 
was  induced  to  assent  to  the  measure, 
and  the  prisons  were  handed  oyer  to  the 
eentral  authorities.  Amongst  other  ar- 
goments  raised  by  the  late  Home  Secre- 
taiy  was  the  expectation  that,  under 
good  management,  prison  labour  would 
wodoce  £60,000  a-year.  But  in  the 
EBtimate  now  before  the  Oommittee 
tliere  was  no  Betum  for  prison  labour, 
and  experience  had  proyed  that  the  late 
Home  Secretary  was  entirely  misled  in 
tu  anticipations  <m  this  point.     The 
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Prisons  Oommiseioners,  in  their  Beport, 
stated  that  the  Estimates  of  the  produce 
of  prison  labour  for  1878-9  and  1879-80 
were  worthless;  and  it  was,  in  conse- 
quence, thought  better  not  to  make  any 
Estimate  for  1880-1.  He  had  neyer  an- 
ticipated that,  under  the  management 
of  tne  central  authority,  any  adyantage 
would  be  gained  with  respect  to  prison 
labour,  or  that  the  prisons  would  be 
more  profitably  employed  than  when 
under  local  authority.  The  ayeraffe  cost, 
under  the  old  system,  of  Grown  prisoners 
was  £27  per  head ;  but  the  new  Prisons 
Act  haying  been  in  operation  for  two 
years  that  ayerage  had  only  been  reduced 
to  £28  per  head.  That  ayerage  was  con- 
siderably higher  than  the  ayeraffe  cost 
of  prisons  in  Lancashire  during  Uie  last 
year  of  local  management.  The  ayerage 
there  was  £17  per  head.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  the  experience  of  the  Act  had 
not  shown  any  yery  great  adyantage, 
and  he  regretted  more  and  more  eyery 
day  that  the  Act  should  haye  been 
passed  interfering  with  the  local  ad- 
ministration of  prisons ;  but  as  the 
prisons  were  now  under  the  control  of 
the  State,  eyery  effort  should  be  made 
to  reduce  the  cost  of  the  prisons,  and  he 
would  call  attention  to  these  facts  with 
that  object. 

Sib  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT  said, 
he  had  also  opposed  the  Prisons  Bill  ; 
but  as  it  was  now  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, the  Committee  had  now  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things  to  deal  with  only. 
He  wished  atonce  to  thank  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  for  the 
courtesy  and  consideration  he  had  shown 
to  the  Visiting  Justices,  and  the  wish 
he  had  expressed  to  support  them  in  their 
anxious  endeayours  to  discharge  to  the 
best  of  their  ability  the  important  duties 
that  had  been  intrusted  to  them.  He 
would  not  enter  into  the  question  of 
cost,  because  he  thought  it  was  hardly 
fair  when  things  were  in  a  transition 
state,  to  make  any  comparison ;  but  he 
had  always  contended  that  it  would  be 
difficult  for  the  Goyemment  to  manage 
the  prisons  at  a  less  cost  than  the  local 
authorities.  There  were  two  points  of  a 
totally  different  character  which  he  de- 
sired to  mention,  and  which  were  of 
great  importance  to  the  ratepayers.  The 
first  was  as  to  the  conyeyance  of  pri- 
soners to  prisons  before  trial.  A  test 
case,    which   was   decided   in    fayour 
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of  the  ooantj  of  Surrej,  had  been  ap- 
pealed affainst  by  the  dfoyemment.  Me 
hoped  the  decision  would  not  be  set 
aside  by  the  High  Oourt,  for  this  was 
one  of  those  questions  whioh  would  help 
local  taxation,  and  in  the  interests  of  ail 
the  country  it  was  important  that  the 
prisoners  should  be  oonyeyed  at  the 
public  expense.  He  hoped  that,  what- 
ever might  happen,  the  Home  Secretary 
would  toke  that  into  consideration,  in 
order  that  the  localities  might  be  relieyed 
of  that  item  of  expense.  The  next  ques- 
tion was  that  of  criminal  lunatics.  The 
Committee  upon  that  subject  had  not 
yet  reported ;  but  he  hoped  that  criminal 
lunatics  would  in  future  be  confined  in 
State  prisons,  and  not  sent  to  the  county 
asylums.  Such  persons  ought  to  be 
maintained  by  the  State,  and  he  hoped 
the  Home  Secretary  would  see  his  way 
to  effect  that. 

Mb.  MAGNIAO  said;  he  must  also 
complain  of  the  hardship  of  throwing 
the  maintenance  of  criminal  lunatics 
upon  the  ratepayers.  That  practice 
should  be  done  away  with,  whatever  the 
Oommittee  might  report.  With  regard 
to  the  conyeyance  of  prisoners,  the  spirit 
of  the  Bill  which  the  Committee  were  con- 
sidering certainly  was  that  the  cost  should 
be  borne  by  the  country.  These  were 
not  contentious  matters,  and  he  hoped 
the  Bill  would  pass  through  the  House 
as  a  matter  of  course ;  and,  at  all  events, 
the  counties  had  a  right  to  expect  the 
Oovemment  to  pay  some  attention  to 
these  matters  during  the  next  Session. 
The  expectations  held  out  by  the  late 
Home  Secretary  respecting  economy  had 
not  been  realized ;  but  how  far  the  Act  had 
failed  in  that  respect  it  was  impossible 
to  say,  because  the  gentlemen  appointed 
to  examine  the  accounts  of  the  prisons 
had  given  up  the  task  as  hopeless  owing 
to  the  way  m  which  the  accounts  were 
kept.  No  attempt  was  made  to  value 
prison  labour  on  any  intelligent  prin- 
ciple, and  it  was  most  important  that 
tms  should  not  be  allowea  to  continue 
any  longer. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOUET :  With 
reference  to  the  cost  of  the  prisons,  that 
is  a  very  difficult  and  complicated  matter. 
I  desired  to  have  as  careful  a  comparison 
between  the  former  and  present  state  of 
things  as  could  be  got ;  but  the  old  sys- 
tem was  carried  on  upon  such  a  totally 
different  system  of  accounts  from  any 
we  now  have  in  operation  that  we  cannot 

Sir  WMer  B.  B^rtUht 


compare  like  with  Uke,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  with  the  greatest  care  and 
trouble  it  is  possible  to  state  exaotly 
what  is  the  difference  in  oost  between 
the  one  state  of  things  and  the  other.  I 
have  a  table  here  which  gives  a  general 
result,  and  I  have  the  total  oost  for  all 
the  local  prisons  under  the  old  systeoL 
From  1871  to  the  time  when  the  prisons 
were  given  up  the  cost  ranffed  between 
£600,000  and  £560,000.  The  Estimate 
this  year  gives  the  total  cost  as  £463,000. 
Therefore,  although  I  do  not  by  any 
means  pledge  myself  for  the  accuracy  of 
tiiese  results,  still  I  believe  it  is  not  nn« 
fair  to  state  that  the  cost  of  the  prisons 
as  theyarenow  worked  is  about  £100,000 
a-year  less  than  it  was  before  the  change. 
Although  I  confess  I  am  not  very  hope- 
ful on  tne  subject  of  prison  labour,  ml 
there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  done  to  im« 
prove  the  present  system  b  v  doing  away 
with  the  small  prisons,  and  so  reducing 
the  total  staff.  Of  course,  we  were 
obliged  to  keep  the  old  staff,  and  in  that 
way  I  do  not  think  much  economy  has 
been  eained ;  and  if  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  Walter  B.Barttelot) 
succeeds  in  throwing  upon  the  State  the 
whole  cost  for  the  conveyance  of  pri- 
soners, I  am  afraid  we  shall  look  more 
unfavourable  in  the  future  than  we  do 
now.  The  Committee  will  observe  that 
the  Estimates  for  the  present  year  are, 
to  a  certain  extent,  less  than  those  of 
last  year.  I  am  very  grateful  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Mem^r  for  the  way 
in  whioh  he  spoke  of  my  efforts  re- 
specting the  Visiting  Justices.  It  would 
be  too  much  not  to  expect  at  the  first  a 
little  friction  between  the  new  Gk>vemorB 
of  the  prisons  and  the  old  machinery; 
but  I  hope  that  has  disappeared,  and  it 
is  extremely  agreeable  to  find  that  what 
efforts  I  may  nave  made  have  been  ap- 
preciated. The  Beports  from  the  Visit- 
ing Committees  have  been  most  favour- 
able as  to  the  working  of  the  present 
system ;  and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  that  anything  I  can  do 
to  still  further  improve  the  system  shall 
be  done. 

Mb.  CALLAN  complained  that, 
whereas  numerous  details  were  given 
as  to  the  salaries  of  Oovemors  of  some 
of  the  convict  establishments,  very  Blight 
details  were  given  as  to  others  where  the 
total  cost  was  greater. 

Sib  WILIIaM  HAEOOUKT  ex- 
plained that  an  Appendix  had  been  pub« 
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liahed  giTing  all  thoae  details— No.  176, 
Paztiamentary  Papers. 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  that  when  he 
brought  forward  the  case  of  Oatholio 
chaplains  last  year  the  Home  Secretary 
said  the  information  which  he  had  laid 
before  him  was  as  careful  as  it  was  new, 
and  promised  that  the  Gbyemment  would 
endeavour  to  deal  with  the  question  in  a 
sati^actory  manner.  In  the  absence  of 
any  information  in  the  present  Estimates 
upon  that  subject,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  for  some  expla- 
nation, and  whether,  if  he  moved  for  a 
Betam  in  continuation  of  the  Betum 
moved  for  last  year,  it  would  be  given  ? 

8iB  WTTJiTAM  HAEOOUET :  With 
regard  to  this  matter,  the  Government 
gave  a  distinot  pledge,  and,  in  fulfilment 
of  that  pledge,  a  Departmental  Oom- 
mittee  was  appointed  to  consider  the 
matter,  and  thiat  Oommittee  reported  on 
ti^e  24ih  January  this  year.  They  ffave 
a  detailed  statement  with  regard  to 
Catholic  chaplains,  and  only  lately  I 
saw  a  gentleman  who  is  interested  in  the 
lubject,  and  he  assured  me  that  he  had 
been  in  communication  with  the  Catholic 
bodies,  and  found  that  they  were  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  what  had  been  done 
in  the  direction  of  placing  the  salaries 
of  the  Catholic  chaplains  on  a  proper 
footing. 

Yoto  agreed  to. 

(38.)  £132,626,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Beformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 
Great  Britain. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  the 

manner  in  which  the  right  hon.   and 

learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 

bad  received  all  the  suggestions  made 

to  him  that  erening   encouraged  him 

(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  to  remind  him 

tbat  early  this  Session  he  addressed  a 

^eetion  to  him  as  to  reformatories,  and 

the  treatment  of  the  children  in  those 

iiutitntions.    He  had  obtained  from  the 

li^t  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  an 

intimation  that  it  was  the  intention  of 

theQovemment  to  consider  whether  it 

▼onld  not  be  possible  to  do  away  with 

compnlsory  preliminary  imprisonment  of 

ibe  children  who  were  sent  to  reforma- 

toiy  aehools.  He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 

loieht  be  mistaken  as  to  the  terms  of  the 

zigbt  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman's  re- 

m  hnt  it  was  something  very  like  that. 

If  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 

eoold  aee  his  wa^  to  abolishing  the  com- 


pulsory imprisonment  of  children  to  be 
sent  to  reformatory  schools,  it  would  be  a 
ffreat  benefit  to  the  community.  Chil- 
dren were  sent  to  these  schools  much  too 
young';  and  in  his  last  Beport  one  of  the 
Inspectors  complained  that  he  had  found 
a  hardened  criminal  of  the  age  of  8,  who 
had  been  sent  to  prison  for  no  other 
crime  than  having  been  in  the  company 
of  his  two  elder  brothers  when  they  com- 
mitted  an  offence. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  I 
need  hardly  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  this  is  a  subject  which  occupies  my 
mind  a  great  deal.  I  suppose  we  have 
all  of  us— all  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment—  in  our  Departments  had  a 
great  many  disappointments  this  Ses- 
sion, and  have  seen  the  failure  of  mea- 
sures we  were  anxious  to  pass.  No  one 
has  felt  disappointment  more  keenly 
than  I  have  in  not  having  been  able  to 
introduce  a  measure  dealing  with  ju- 
venile offenders.  At  the  same  time,  I 
am  very  glad  to  think  that,  public  atten- 
tion having  been  called  to  the  difficulties 
of  this  case,  the  evil  has  been  dimi- 
nished to  a  very  great  extent.  It  has  not 
altogether  removed  it.  I  have  had  in- 
quiries made  into  particular  cases  that 
were  complained  of,  and  I  must  say  the 
result  has  been  to  lead  me  to  think  that 
the  imprisonment  ought  not  to  be  com- 
pulsory or  preliminary  to  sendinp^  a  child 
to  a  reformatory.  There  is  some  difference 
of  opinion  upon  this  subject;  but  I  think 
there  is  a  preponderance  of  opinion 
amongst  those  who  are  most  experienced 
on  these  subjects  against  the  compulsory 
imprisonment.  The  much  larger  sub- 
ject of  the  footing  of  industrial  and  re- 
formatory schools  should  be,  or  is,  a  very 
serious  financial  question.  The  pro- 
posals made  would  entail  a  heavy  charge 
upon  the  public  funds.  We  ought  not 
merely  to  attempt  to  put  the  law  on  a 
better  footing,  out  to  consider  and  re- 
vise the  whole  system  of  industrial  and 
reformatory  schools. 

Mr.  MAONIAC  said,  he  should  like 
to  remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  of  the  desirability  of  some 
charge  being  imposed  on  parents  for  the 
maintenance  of  their  children  in  these 
reformatory  and  industrial  schools.  The 
present  system  was  a  premium  upon 
vice — ^it  was  a  premium  to  parents  to 
induce  their  children  to  commit  crimes 
in  order  that  they  might  be  sent  to  in- 
dustrial institutions  me  of  charge.    He 
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(Mr.  Magniao)  thought  this  question 
was  well  worthy  of  the  consideration  of 
the  Ooyemment. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(34.)  £18,019,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asy- 
lum. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  whether,  when  criminal  luna- 
tics came  from  India  and  other  places, 
as  he  happened  to  know  they  did  some- 
times, they  were  charged  for  in  this 
Vote,  or  whether  India  contributed  to- 
wards the  expenses  of  their  maintenance  ? 
He  thought  he  was  right  in  saying  that 
wherever  the  criminal  lunatics  that 
were  sent  to  Broadmoor  Asylum  came 
from  they  were  charged  to  the  reyenues 
of  this  country. 

Mb.  magniao  said,  there  was  a 
general  feeling  that  Broadmoor  Asylum 
was  a  most  ezpensiye  establishment,  and 
also  that  the  discipline  was  singularly 
loose.  A  case  occurred  quite  lately 
which  was  an  indication  of  the  unsatis- 
factory manner  in  which  the  establish- 
ment was  carried  on.  Two  persons 
whilst  engaged  in  play  nearly  suc- 
ceeded in  makinff  their  escape.  The 
whole  of  the  estaolishment  required  re- 
organization. Its  cost  was  enormous, 
the  results  were  yery  unsatisfactory,  and 
certainly  the  management  of  the  estab- 
lishment should  be  carefully  considered 
by  the  Department  over  which  the  right 
hon.and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  presided. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  trusted  that  the 
Home  Secretary  would  find  time,  in  the 
midst  of  the  yarious  heayy  duties  that 
deyolyed  upon  him,  to  giye  some  atten- 
tion to  this  criminal  lunatic  asylum  at 
Broadmoor.  He  (Mr.  Bylands)  had 
called  attention  to  the  enormous  cost  of 
the  institution  in  1877  ;  and  eyery  year 
since,  unless  he  was  mistaken,  he  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  drawing  the  at- 
tention of  the  Gbvemment  to  the  mat- 
ter. He  was  glad  to  see  that  since  1876 
there  had  been  a  little  diminution  in  the 
charge  per  patient ;  but  the  average  cost 
of  the  inmates  in  the  present  year  was 
still  excessive  in  comparison  with  yarious 
other  institutions  of  the  kind.  The 
average  cost  during  the  present  year, 
for  each  patient,  would  be  £52.  He 
found  that  in  the  Perth  Asylum  the  ave- 
rage cost  was  £S\,  and  at  the  Dundrum 
Asylum,  £84.    In  the  ordinary  lunatic 

Mr.  Meignm 


asylums  throughout  the  country  His 
average  cost  of  the  inmates  per  head 
was  from  £26  to  £28.  A  convict  pri- 
soner cost  on  an  average  £88  per  hstd; 
they,  therefore,  saw  that  the  cost  at 
Broadmoor  was  enormously  above  tbst 
at  any  other  institution  in  the  country. 
He  trusted  the  Home  Office  would  be 
able  to  bring  their  influence  to  bear 
upon  the  establishment  to  check  the  ex- 
travagant expenditure,  and  that  in  an- 
other year  they  would  see  a  substantial 
reduction  of  this  Vote.  It  ought  to  be 
reduced  by  several  thousands  of  poundi. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BABTTELOT 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  stand  up  for 
the  management  of  the  Broadmoor  Asy- 
lum ;  but  he  was  sorry  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  was  not  in 
his  place,  because  he  had  always  offered 
a  strong  defence  of  this  institution. 
The  hon.  Member  had  always  pointed 
out  that  in  this  asylum  there  were  many 
dangerous  criminal  lunatics  who  re- 
quired a  great  deal  more  attention  than 
other  insane  people.  He  had  pointed 
out  that  the  managers  of  the  institution 
had  endeavoured  to  cut  down  the  ex- 
penses as  much  as  possible.  One  day 
he  was  asking  the  hon.  Member  whe- 
ther the  expenditure  at  the  asylum  could 
not  be  cut  down  to  a  still  greater  ex- 
tent ;  and  the  reply  was  that  it  would  be 
impossible,  and  that  he  (Mr.  Walter),  as  a 
Visitor,  would  be  unable  to  continue  in 
the  office  any  longer  if  it  were  cut  down, 
as  he  would  not  answer  for  the  conse- 
quences. It  certainly  would  appear 
that  the  expenses  were  exceeaiyely  high, 
but  the  reason  which  was  always  given 
for  it  was  that  these  criminals  were  of 
the  most  dangerous  character;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  necessary  that  more 
money  should  be  spent  for  their  safe 
custody. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT:  I 
think  it  will  be  satisfactory  to  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  and  to  the  Oommittee 
generally,  to  know  that  some  progresBis 
being  made  with  the  reforms  at  Broad- 
moor Asylum.  According  to  some  statis- 
tical information  I  have  here,  it  appears 
that  the  expenditure  in  1870  upon  the 
criminal  lunatics  was  £60  18«.  per 
head;  in  1875  it  was  £59  13«.;  andm 
the  year  ended  March  31,  1881,  it 
was  only  £47  4«.  per  head.  The 
expenditure  has  been  brought  down 
hooL  £60  to  £47,  which  is  a  very  re- 
markable reduction.     Whether  or  not 
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it  is  jKMnUe  to  deal  with  600  oriminal 
Inoatios  at  a  leM  cost  than  £47  per  head 
is  a  things  I  am  not  prepared  at  present 
to  go  into.  It  ia  plain  that  we  must 
tare  an  ezpenaiTe  staff  of  doctors  and 
varden  and  persons  of  that  description; 
and  I  ahould  DO  inclined  to  think  that  if 
joa  can  keep  your  expenditure  to  less 
than  £1  per  week  per  head  you  are 
doin^  an  extraordinary  thing.  With 
x«fcard  to  cximinal  lunatics  sent  from  In- 
dia, the  Indian  authorities  do  contribute 
tofvarda  their  maintenance. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  said,  although,  no 

dodbty  the  oriminal  lunatics  at  Broad- 

Bioor  were  dangerous,  so  also  were  the 

flriminal  lanatics  in  the  Perth  and  Dun- 

dmm  Asyloma,  and  yet  they  did  not  cost 

anything  like  the  same  amount  of  money. 

If  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 

would  look  at  the  number  of  attendants 

b  the    Broadmoor  Asylum,  he  would 

lad  that  there  was  one  for  every  four 

knatiea.     Not  only  was  it  a  numerous, 

Imt  it  was  a  most  expensiye  staff— more 

10  than  the  staff  of  any  other  asylum. 

AKTHUE    O'CONNOR    said, 

1  one  item  in  this  Vote  which 

was  not  found  in  the  corresponding  Vote 

for  Ireland — that  was  not  found  m  the 


Mb. 


'  snb-h^^  N  and  6  **  New  Build- 
bgsand  Alterations,  £667,"  and  "  Altera- 
Hm  and  Berairs  to  BuUdings,  Eoads, 
Ae.  £1,800."  from  that  it  would  be  seen 
that  the  authorities  at  Broadmoor  Lu- 
attic  Asylum  were  receiving  between 
£8,000  and  £3,000  a-vear  for  buildings 
nd  repairs.    Surely  that  seemed  a  very 
Isige  sum;    and,   doubtless,   during  a 
long  coarse  of  years  Broadmoor  had  re- 
csiTed  a  great  deal  more  money  than  it 
could  possibly  have  spent  upon  reason- 
aUe    bnildings   and    repairs,   whereas 
Dondrum  had  all  along  been  begging  at 
fte  doors  of  the    Treasury  for  some 
Bserable   pittance   to   carry  out    the 
■Sfleesnij  works  for  the  benefit  of  the 
ininatift — to  get  a  dining-room  where 
fte  patients  could  sit  comfortably,  for 
iastanoe.    Would  the  noble  Lord  ex- 
plain how  that  exceptional  item  had 
fissn  plaoed  on  the  Establishment  Yoto  ? 
Lonn   FBEDEEIGK   CAVENDISH 
asidfit  had  been  thought  advisable  to 
gsthar  togetiier  all  matters  connected 
wbh  this  subject  under  one  head. 
.  Vote  syriirf  <g> 

YOIfc    OOLXIV.     fTHIBP   SERIES.] 


(35.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  excoeding  £40,700,  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  C4>me 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salariee 
and  Expenses  of  the  Ix)rd  Advocate's  Depart- 
ment  and  others  connected  ^dth  Criminal  Pro- 
ceedings in  Scotland,  including  certain  Allow- 
ances  under  the  Act  15  and  16  Vic.  c.  83." 

Mb.  BIQGAB  said,  that,  with  regard 
to  this  Vote,  he  wished  to  move  to  re- 
duce the  salary  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
of  Scotland.  The  matter  he  wished  to 
refer  to  arose  out  of  a  case  about  which 
some  conversation  had  taken  place  a 
short  time  ago  upon  another  Vote,  and 
he  would  briefly  state  the  facts  on  which 
he  founded  his  Motion.  It  seemed  that 
in  Aug^t  last  year  a  procession  of  Irish 
Nationalists  took  place  in  Glasgow. 
The  Irish  Members  had  always  con- 
tended that  processions,  whether  of 
Orangemen  or  non- Orangemen,  if  the 
processions  were  peaceful,  and  did  not 
annoy  the  residents  of  the  localities, 
were  legal ;  and  they  had  always  held 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  civil  autho- 
ties  to  protect  such  processions.  On  the 
occasion  in  question,  a  large  procession 
went  from  Glasgow  to  some  other  dis- 
trict, and  returned  [back  to  Glasgow. 
It  became  evident  during  the  day  that 
a  large  mob  was  collecting  at  a  certain 
place  for  the  purpose  of  making  an 
attack  upon  the  procession ;  but  no  ef- 
fort was  made,  as  far  as  ho  could  gather, 
on  the  part  of  the  police,  to  scatter  that 
assemblage.  The  anticipated  attack 
took  place,  and  the  result  was  a  general 
fight.  After  the  fight  had  commenced, 
the  police  seemed  to  have  acted  with 
pretty  general  impartiality,  because 
they  arrested  members  of  both  parties. 
In  giving  their  evidence  before  the  ma* 
gistrates,  the  police  also  seemed  to  have 
acted  with  fairness,  because  they  proved 
they  had  taken  all  these  parties,  red- 
handed,  in  the  fight.  The  stipendiary 
magistrate  happened  to  bo  absent  from 
Glasgow  at  the  time,  and  the  case  came 
before  a  Scotch  bailie,  named  M*Onie, 
whose  position  in  life  he  (Mr.  Biggar) 
was  not  acquainted  with.  This  Bailie 
M'Onie  fined  all  the  processionists  very 
heavily;  but  allowed  those  who  had 
attacked  the  procession  to  go  free,  though 
the  case  was  proved  principally  on  the 
evidence  of  the  police  who  had  taken  all 
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the  prisoDors  into  custody,  red-handed. 
The  prisoners,  on  hoth  sides,  attempted 
to  show  that  they  were  entirely  inno- 
cent, and  it  might  he  very  reasonahlv 
supposed  that  there  was  not  very  much 
difference  in  the  credibility  of  the  wit- 
nesses in  favour  of  the  processionists, 
and  those  in  favour  of  the  parties  who 
attacked  the  procession,  and  Bailie 
M'Onie  gave  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to 
some  of  the  defendants.  It  was  singular 
that  he  gave  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to 
all  the  non-Catholic  defendants,  and 
punished  heavily  all  the  Catholic  de- 
fendants. An  appeal  was  made  to  the 
Lord  Advocate  to  have  the  sentences  re- 
mitted if  possible ;  but  it  did  not  appear 
clear  whether  or  not  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  recommended  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary the  remission  of  the  imprisonment 
to  which  the  prisoners  were  sentenced. 
The  ma^strate  had  acted  in  such  a 
shamefuUy  partial  manner  that  he  (Mr. 
Biggar)  should  have  thought  that  the 
Home  Secretary  would  have  at  once  re- 
mitted the  penalties  if  the  facts  had  been 
brought  before  him.  There  was  some- 
thing very  special  in  the  case  of  one  of 
the  prisoners.  His  case  was  different 
to  all  the  rest  in  this  way — ^he  had  come 
to  the  police  court  to  give  evidence  in 
favour  of  some  of  the  prisoners,  and 
whilst  he  was  there  someone  said  — 
''  Oh !  he  was  in  the  riot  himself,  and 
we  will  take  him  too."  That  man  was 
taken  up,  although  there  was  no  clear 
evidence  that  he  was  connected  with  the 
riot.  Everyone  who  had  seen  a  riot 
knew  that  everything  was  in  confusion, 
and  that  it  was  a  very  different  thing  to 
keep  an  eye  upon  a  person,  and  fix  him 
in  the  mind  as  having  been  one  of  the 
rioters,  and  to  take  a  person  red-handed 
on  the  spot.  It  was  afterwards  proved 
that  the  prisoner  could  not  have  been 
euilty  of  that  which  was  attributed  to 
nim,  because  another  man  distinctly 
stated  that  he  was  the  person  who  had 
committed  the  act  which  the  other  was 
accused  of.  So  that  in  this  case  there 
was  a  clear  miscarriage  of  iustice.  On 
all  these  grounds,  he  thought  that  some 
censure  should  be  passed  on  the  Lord 
Advocate,  for  not  having  given  the  bene- 
fit of  the  doubt  to  the  Catholic  defend- 
ants, when  Bailie  M'Onie  had  distinctly 
given  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to  the 
non-Catholics.  He  would  move  that 
half  the  Lord  Advocate's  salary  be  taken 
off. 

JKr.  Biffar 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  a  Btun,  not  exceeding  £39.700,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3lBt  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Sahiries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Lord  Advocate's  De|mrt- 
ment  and  others  connected  with  Criminal  Pro- 
ceedings in  Scotland,  including  certain  Allow- 
ances under  the  Act  15  and  16  Vic.  c.  83." — 
{Mr,  Biggar.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laeen)  said,  this  had  been  con- 
sidered a  reasonable  subject  for  inquiry  ; 
and  it  had  been  already  explained  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  that  action  had  been 
taken  by  the  Home  Office,  with  his  (the 
Lord  Advocate's)  assistance,  for  the  par- 
pose  of  investigating  the  matter.  The  pri- 
soners were  not  prosecuted  by  the  Procu- 
rator Fiscal,  who  was  under  his  Depart- 
ment, but  bv  the  burgh  magistrates  of 
Glasgow.  No  record  was  kept  of  the 
proceedings  in  such  cases ;  but  he  had 
obtained  a  Report  on  the  subject  from 
the  legal  gentleman  who  examined  tiie 
witnesses,  and  the  result  of  his  perusal  of 
that  Beport  was  to  satisfy  him  that  there 
was  no  partiality.  A  second  appeal  was 
made  to  the  Home  Secretary,  and  & 
further  inquiry  instituted,  and  in  reg^ard 
to  the  case  of  the  man  who  set  up  an 
dlihi^  a  very  full  and  careful  examination 
of  the  witnesses  was  instituted.  The  Be- 
port was  submitted  to  his  ri^ht  hon.  and 
teamed  Friend,  and  the  subject  received 
from  him  the  most  careful  consideration. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  that,  as  far  ae 
he  could  make  out,  the  charge  against- 
the  Lord  Advocate  was  that  he  had 
failed  to  find  out  that  Bailie  M'Onie  had 
acted  in  an  extremely  partial  manner. 
He  (Mr.  Anderson)  happened  to  know^ 
Mr.  Bailie  M'Onie  very  well,  and  he 
knew  him  to  be  a  man  of  hic^h  position 
in  Glasgow,  and  a  man  of  the  highest 
character,  utterlv  incapable  of  acting  in 
the  manner  the  non.  Member  for  Oavan 
had  described.  He  (Mr.  Anderson)  felt 
bound  to  stand  up  for  Bailie  M'Onie  and 
defend  him  when  he  was  attacked  in  this 
way.  As  a  magistrate  he  might  hare 
made  a  mistake,  and  not  have  judged 
the  matter  so  well  as  the  stipendiary 
would  have  done ;  but  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  Bailie  M'Onie  was  quite  in- 
capable of  acting  in  the  partial  manner 
which  had  been  attributed  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member.  He  (Mr.  Anderson)  did 
not  suppose  the  hon.  Member  for  CS^tm 
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rmeut  to  take  a  dirinon  on  this 
Bf  he  did  not  think  it  was 
, '  to  say  an^hing  farther. 
Mb.  BIGK^AB  aaid,  he  did  not  happen 
to  know  Bailie  M'Onie  personally,  and 
he  was  not  even  aware  of  his  profession 
or  poaiilon  in  life,  nor  anything  at  all 
■boat  him ;  bat  he  did  know  what  he 
had  read.  He  had  read  a  report  of  the 
efidenoe  in  a  Glas^w  newspaper,  and 
he  most  say  that  this  person  had  acted 
siiher  in  the  most  stnpid  or  in  the  most 
dishonest  way  imaginable.  He  had 
Hted  in  perfect  contradiction  to  the  eyi- 
dflooe  in  one  set  of  cases.  Having  taken 
die  eridenoe  of  the  police,  he  let  one  set 

Gsoot  free,  while  on  similar  statements 
sent  another  set  to  prison.  If  the 
Lord  Advocate  had  recommended  the 
Home  Office  not  to  allow  any  commnta- 
tion  of  the  sentence,  he  should  ask  the 
Oommittee  to  divide  upon  his  Motion ; 
hat»  on  the  other  hand,  if  the  Lord  Ad- 
VDeste  had  recommended  a  commutation 
of  the  sentence,  and  the  Home  Secretary 
had  not  acted  on  that  advice,  it  was 
dear  that  the  Home  Secretaiy's  salary 

a^t  to  be  reduced,  and  not  the  Lord 
vocate's. 

Sib  WnJJAM  HAECfOUET:  The 
hon.  Member  is  quite  right;  it  is  my 
Mlaiy  that  ou^ht  to  be  reduced.  The 
TCsponsibility  in  this  matter  is  entirely 
mine.  The  Lord  Advocate  was  good 
mmgh.  to  give  me  his  advice,  and 
thereby  threw  all  the  responsibility  upon 
my  shoulders ;  consequently,  if  any  wrong 
has  been  done  it  has  been  done  by  me, 
sad  if  anyone  is  to  blame  it  is  myself 
sad  not  the  Lord  Advocate.  All  that  I 
ssa  say  is  that  I  thoroughly  investigated 
fta  case,  and  came  to  Ihe  conclusion 
;  there  had  been  no  partiality  what- 
r  esdiibited  by  the  magistrate.  Mr. 
Vsignsany  as  has  been  uready  stated 
flds  evening,  said  most  distinctly,  in  his 
Sseond  appucation,  he  would  withdraw 
flie  diarge  of  partiality.  The  question 
was  whether  or  not  the  sentences  ought 
to  be  interfered  with,  and  upon  a  full 
view  of  the  case  I  oame  to  the  conclusion 
ftat  there  oasht  to  be  no  interference. 

■b.  BIOOAB  said,  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  stated  that  he  would  not  entertain 
flto  Idea  ot  bringing  about  a  remission 
sf  the  sentence  nmess  the  charge  of 
ytrrtisl^T  which  had  been  brought 
Mrilist  Bailie  M'Onie  was  withdrawn. 
jfte#fthdrawal  was  made,  but  it  was 
JH  such  ambiguous  terms  that 


it  was  doubtftd  whether  it  was  a  with- 
drawal or  not.  He  (Mr.  Biggar)  hav- 
ing read  the  evidence,  really  did  believe 
that  the  conduct  of  Bailie  M*Onie  was 
thoroughly  partial  and  thoroughly  dis- 
honest; but,  seeing  that  no  practical 
good  could  result  from  coming  to  a  di- 
vision on  the  question  of  reducing  the 
Lord  Advocate's  salary,  he  begged  leave 
to  withdraw  the  proposal. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  had  an  ex- 
traordinary method  of  defending  his 
friends,  because  he  said  Mr.  Ferguson 
made  an  ambiguous  withdrawal  for  the 
purpose  of  gaining  certain  ends  of  his 
own,  not  because  he  thought  it  was  just 
and  right  to  do  so. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  the  case  looked 
very  suspicious  against  the  police,  if  not 
against  the  magistrate.  There  appeared 
to  be  every  ground  for  the  impression, 
which  had  spread  very  widely  amongst 
the  Irish  people  of  Glasgow,  that  the 
Irishmen  who  formed  the  procession  were 
treated  with  great  harshness,  and  that 
the  persons  who  attacked  the  proces- 
sionists were  defended  by  the  police  in 
an  improper  manner.  The  procession 
was  arranged  by  the  Irish  people  of 
Glasgow,  and  it  was  walking  peacefully 
through  the  streets  of  the  town  when  it 
was  attacked.  No  fewer  than  25  of  the 
processionists  were  arrested  and  punished 
severely,  whilst  only  five  of  those  who 
attacked  the  procession  were  arrested, 
and  they  were  all  let  off.  They  were  all 
aware  it  was  the  duty  of  the  police  to  in- 
terfere with  processions  that  were  pro- 
hibited by  law  ;  but  he  was  not  aware 
that  this  procession  had  been  an  illegal 
one.  It  had  always  been  the  practice  to 
arrange  beforehand  with  the  police  as 
to  the  route  the  procession  should  take ; 
and  that  course,  he  believed,  was  adopted 
on  this  occasion.  It  certainly  seemed  to 
him  very  unfair  that  those  who  com- 
menced the  affray  should  be  allowed  to 
get  off  scot  free ;  whereas  25  of  the 
people  who  were  set  upon,  and  defended 
themselves  whilst  executing  their  rights 
as  citizens,  were  sentenced  to  lengthy 
periods  of  imprisonment. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  if  he  were  inclined  to  move  the  re- 
duction of  the  salary  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
vate — which,  indeed,  he  was  not  in- 
clined to  do — he  should  do  it  on  vexy 
different  grounds  to  those  advanced 
by  the  hon.   Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
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Biggar).  He  should  do  it  on  the  ground 
which  had  been  declared  by  a  Gentle- 
man who  was  very  popular  in  Scotland, 
the  late  Member  for  Edinburgh,  Mr. 
M'Laren.  That  Gentleman  declared 
that  all  the  evils  that  existed  in  Scotland 
came  from  the  fact  that  the  country  was 
ruled  by  a  Lord  Advocate ;  and  he  had 
expressed  the  hope  that  at  some  time  or 
other  they  might  have  a  Home  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland.  These  words  were 
spoken  in  this  House  only  two  years 
ago ;  and,  no  doubt,  the  statement  was 
one  with  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (the  Lord  Advocate)  would  not 
agree.  He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Biggar) 
had  done  wisely  in  withdrawing  his  Mo- 
tion, because  the  Lord  Advocate  was  to 
be  acquitted  from  all  blame,  though 
he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  shared  the 
feeling  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  that  justice  was 
not  altogether  done  in  this  particular 
case  to  his  fellow-countrymen  in  Glas- 
gow. In  page  236  there  was  an  item 
for  four  clencs  to  Advocates  Depute, 
the  salaries  being  £80,  and  the  total 
£320.  He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  did 
not  believe  these  four  clerks  existed. 
There  were  not  four  clerks  ;  there  were 
four  clerkships,  but  they  were  at  present 
held  by  two  persons,  who  divided  the 
spoil  between  them.  Whether  all  four 
appointments  were  held  by  one  person 
or  not  at  present  he  was  not  able  to  say ; 
and  he  was  obliged  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  how  it  was  that 
these  four  clerkships  were  kept  up,  and 
whether  there  was  not  room  here  for  the 
exercise  of  a  little  economy?  Then, 
again,  on  another  page  there  was  the 
item  for  four  Principal  Clerks  of  Ses- 
sion, at  £1,000  a-year  each;  but  the 
amount  only  came  to  £2,000.  There 
seemed  to  be  a  miscalculation  of  £2,000, 
and  perhaps  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  explain  it. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Labbn)  said,  that  the  salaries  last  re- 
ferred to  came  under  another  Yote.  As  to 
the  four  clerks,  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member,  whatever  might  have  been  the 
custom  in  past  times,  that  Vote  repre- 
sented the  salaries  of  four  separate  and 
distinct  clerks.  There  were  four  Advo- 
cates Depute,  and  it  was  necessary  that 
each  should  have  a  derk  in  order  to  pre- 

Sare  indictments.    As  an  illustration  of 
le  amount  of  work  that  had  to  be  done, 

JTft  AfUm  <yc$nmr 


he  might  mention  that  all  the  indict- 
ments in  Scotland  were  prepared  by 
these  persons  under  the  direction  of  the 
Advocates  Depute. 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
before  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  was  formdly 
withdrawn,  he  wished  to  say  he  had  the 

Pleasure  of  knowing  Bailie  M'Onie,  and 
e  was  sure  he  was  incapable  of  the 
conduct  alleged  against  him.  Moreover, 
it  should  be  remembered  that  the  magis- 
trate had  the  assistance  of  a  legal  asses- 
sor, so  that  he  did  not  act  entirely 
without  legal  assistance.  Even  supposing 
a  mistake  had  been  made,  which  he  did 
not  admit  was  the  case,  it  was  out  of  the 
question  to  propose  that  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate should  be  punished  for  it. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  here  an  extract  from  the  last  Re- 
port of  the  Comptroller  and  Auditor 
General  with  regard  to  the  Clerks  to  the 
Advocates  Depute.  This  official  said  that 
between  1879  and  1880,  the  last  com- 
pleted financial  year,  the  four  clerkships 
were  held  by  two  clerks,  each  of  whom  re- 
ceived £160  a-year.  The  salary  of  £80 
was  fiixed  on  in  lieu  of  fees.  He  thought 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  would  see  that 
he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  had  had  some  ground 
for  putting  his  question. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(36.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

<'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £39,008,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Courts  of  Law  and  Justice 
in  Scotland,  and  other  Legal  Charges." 

Mb.  FINDLATER  said,  he  wished  to 
move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £650,  for 
the  purpose  of  calling  attention  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Johnstone,  Sheriff  Clerk  of 
Cupar,  in  the  Eastern  District  of  Fife. 
Mr.  Johnstone  was  the  sheriff  clerk  at 
Cupar,  and  he  also  had  a  large  business 
as  an  ordinary  solicitor;  but  he  had 
taken  in  a  young  practitioner,  a  man  of 
two  years'  standing  in  the  law  in  Edin* 
burgh,  and  had  given  him  a  partner- 
ship, nominally  excluding  himself  from 
all  share  in  the  ordinary  profits  of  the 
business  of  solicitor.  Mr.  Johnstone 
was  to  act  as  sheriff's  derk,  and  all 
the  other  busineee  was  to  be  attended  to 
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by  his  partner.  By  the  law  of  Scotland, 
a  sheriff's  clerk  was  precluded  'from 
practising  as  a  solicitor.  Well,  the 
practitionerB  in  the  district  felt  yeiy 
strongly  on  that  case,  and  they  sent  a 
Memorial  to  the  Lord  Advocate ;  and  the 
I^rd  Adyooate,  in  his  answer,  admitted 
that  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Johnstone  was 
a  violation  of  the  spirit,  if  not  of  the 
letter,  of  the  law,  and  offered  the  con- 
currence of  his  Office  in  having  the 
question  brought  before  the  Oourt  of 
oession.  The  Memorialists  were  not 
wealthy  men,  and  they  felt  it  was  a 
great  scandal  affecting  veiy  largely  the 
administration  of  justice ;  and  they  were 
of  opinion  that  the  Lord  Advocate 
should  have  taken  the  case  up  himself, 
and  not  have  left  it  to  private  individuals 
to  take  proceedings.  There  was  a  rule 
in  the  County  Oourt  Law  of  England, 
which  placed  the  initiative  in  these 
matters  in  the  hands  of  an  official ;  and 
he  (Mr.  Findlater)  did  not  see  why  the 
same  rule  should  not  apply  to  Scotland. 
The  position  of  Mr.  Johnstone  was  one 
of  great  importance,  and  it  was  a  great 
scandal  that  he  should  be  able  to  tax 
the  costs  of  his  own  partner. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  Boxn,  not  exceeding  £38,368,  be 
gnnted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  Bum 
neoesBary  to  defray  Uie  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coane  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  ttie  3lBt  day  of  March  1882,  for^the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Conrts  of  Law  and  Justice 
in  Scotland  and  other  Legal  Charges." — (Mr, 
FindUt$r.) 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  said,  he  thought 
the  case  indicated  a  wrong  practice — it 
was  a  practice  discreditable  to  a  man  who 
occapied  a  judicial  capacity  as  sheriff 
dork  in  a  Sheriff's  Oourt,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  was,  through  his  partner,  a 
practitioner  entitled  to  practice  in  that 
Oourt.  It  might  become  a  settled  con- 
▼iction  throughout  the  country  that 
thofle  who  employed  the  sheriff's  clerks 
partner  would  get  a  larger  share  of 
jUBtioe  than  those  who  did  not.  Such 
proceedings  as  that  ought  to  be  put  a  stop 
to.  If  it  was  permitted  now  under  the 
nnction  of  the  Lord  Adyocate  and  the 
authorities,  the  practice  would  spread 
all  through  Scotland.  Already,  he  be- 
lisTed,  there  were  two  or  three  other  cases 
of  the  same  kind— cases  where  sheriff's 
dorks  were  enjoying  a  share  of  the  re* 
numeration  obtain^  by  their  partners 
piaotiimg  in  their  Cfourts.    It  was  pre- 


tended that  their  partnership  arrange- 
ments were  such  that  they  (the  sheriff's 
clerks)  had  no  share  in  the  profits  of 
the  practising  part  of  the  businesses ; 
but  that  was  hardly  a  contention  to 
which  any  weight  was  to  be  attached, 
because,  when  the  partnership  was  ar- 
ranged, the  fact  that  the  new  partner 
was  to  ffet  all  the  profit  on  the  con- 
tentious business  would  be  considered 
in  the  terms  of  the  agreement.  It  was, 
therefore,  a  mere  evasion  of  the  spirit 
of  the  law  to  allow  the  thing  to  be  oone 
in  axiy  way  whateyer,  and  he  did  hope 
the  Lord  Adyocate  would  put  a  stop  to 
the  practice. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Larsn)  said,  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Members  who  had  spoken  as  to  the  in- 
expediency of  the  practice  of  allowing 
the  partners  of  sheriffis'  clerks  to  prac- 
tise in  the  Sheriff  Courts.  The  sheriff 
clerk  had  no  judicial  daties  to  perform, 
howeyer,  and  was  merely  an  executive 
officer  of  the  sheriff.  By  a  rule  of  the 
Court  no  sheriff's  clerk  was  allowed  to 
practice  in  the  Court  to  which  he  was  at- 
tached, directly  or  indirectly ;  but  it  was 
a  question  whether  that  rule  prevented 
bis  partner  from  practising  in  his  own 
name.  He  thought  the  Committee  would 
agree  with  him  that  the  practice  by 
which  partners  of  sheriffis  clerks  under- 
took business  in  the  Sheriff  Courts  was 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  regulations; 
but  whether  a  case  of  this  kind  could 
be  made  the  subject  of  a  public  prosecu- 
tion he  would  not  undertake  to  afiinn. 
The  solicitors  of  the  county  of  Fife 
had  taken  up  this  matter  warmly,  and 
had  shown  some  an%mu$  towards  their 
colleague,  because  they  complained  of 
his  practising  as  a  conveyancer,  which 
was  perfectly  legal.  If  sheriffs'  clerks 
were  not  allowed  to  practise  as  con- 
veyancers, the  Government  would  be 
unable  to  obtain  the  services  of  sheriffs' 
clerks  for  the  salaries  which  were  now 
paid.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  soli- 
citors of  Fife,  having  taken  up  the  mat- 
ter, were  the  proper  persons  to  prose- 
cute. He  was  willing  to  give  his  nat  for 
that  prosecution  when  necessary,  and  the 
matter  was  now  under  the  consideration 
of  the  solicitors.  As  to  the  question 
which  had  been  put  to  him  concerning 
the  four  Principal  Clerks  of  Session,  the 
explanation  was  that  according  to  the 
statute  there  ought  to  be  four  of  these 
Clerks,  but  for  many  years  there  had 
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only  been  two ;  therefore,  only  two  ap- 
peared on  the  Estimate. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  explanation  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate went  quite  far  enough.  The  Lord 
Advocate  was  at  the  head  of  public 
justice  in  Scotland,  and,  therefore,  was 
bound  to  take  care  that  the  law  was 
obeyed.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  ought  not  to  leave  it  to  pri- 
vate prosecutors  to  take  up  the  case,  but 
should  himself  see  that  the  law  was 
carried  out. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  20; 
Noes  52  :  Majority  32.— (Div.  List, 
No.  358.) 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Larek)  said,  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  expression  of  opinion  in  the  Com- 
mittee, he  proposed  that  representations 
should  be  made  to  Mr.  Johnstone  on  the 
subject. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  that, 
seeing  the  Committee  would  resume 
work  again  at  mid-day,  it  was  only 
reasonable  that  Progress  should  now  be 
reported. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  was  extremely  obliged  to  the 
Committee  for  the  amount  of  work  got 
through,  and  he  hoped  it  was  not  too 
much  to  ask  them  to  make  a  good  job 
of  it  and  finish  the  Class,  for  there 
were  only  two  Votes  remaining. 

(37.)  £25,422,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Register  House  Departments,  Edin- 
burgh. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  asked  what 
determination  had  been  arrived  at  in 
regard  to  the  Memorial  from  the  ''Third- 
Class  Clerks,**  and  the  re-arrangement 
of  the  Office? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  it  had  been  made  the  subject  of 
inquiry,  and  the  Memorial  was  being 
carefully  considered. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  this  was 
not  the  opportunity  to  bring  the  subject 
forward,  and  it  would  not  be  just  to  the 
claims  of  the  clerks  to  do  so;  but  he 
would  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
referring  to  it  next  Session. 

Vote  tip'ood  U. 
Hi  lord  AdvQCuio 


(38.)  £87,840,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Prisons  (Scotland). 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  on  page 
255  in  the  statement  of  the  officers  of 
the  prisons  he  found  that  there  were  41 
chaplains,  and  out  of  the  whole  sum 
for  the  expenses  of  these,  the  Roman 
Catholic  priests  only  received  £100 ; 
and  considering  that  a  third  of  the 
prisoners  in  Scotch  prisons  were  Roman 
Catholics,  it  was  rather  an  unfair  pro- 
poition.  But  he  did  not  wish  to  do 
more  than  refer  to  it  just  now. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
whether  the  aasurance  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  given  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  as  to  the  proportion  of  chaplains 
in  prisons  might  be  taken  as  embracing 
Scotland? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
there  was  greater  difficulty  in  dealing 
with  the  subject,  because  the  priaooa 
were  smaller  than  those  of  England; 
but  he  would  undertake  to  make  it  the 
subject  of  further  examination. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

REGULATION  OP  THE  FORCES  BILL. 

{Mr.   Secretary  Childerty    TKe  Judge  Athocmte 

Oenertdy  Mr.  CampbtU^Bannerman.) 

[bill  193.]    OONSIDSRATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  who  had  a  Notice 
down  which  blocked  the  Bill.  There 
was,  he  believed,  no  other  opposition  to 
the  Bill,  and  it  was  a  great  object  that 
the  Bill  should  pass  as  soon  as  possible, 
so  that  the  Consolidation  Bill  should 
pass  in  the  interest  of  prisoners  under 
courts  martial.  Would  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber take  off  his  opposition  to  this  Bill, 
in  order  to  leave  tne  way  dear  for  the 
Consolidation  BiU  ? 

Mb.  BIGOAR  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  who,  as  the  House  would  recol- 
lect, took  a  great  interest  in  the  Army 
Regulation  BiU  of  a  few  Seeaiona  ago, 
had  expressed  a  wish  to  suffgeet  Amend- 
ment8,and  until  he  had  had  an  opporia- 
nity  oi  conferring  with  his  hon.  Friend 
he  would  rather  not  promiies  baft  he 
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iroald  be  pxepazed  to  deci^o  bj  Mon- 
day. 

^  Oonnderatioay  as  amended,    deferred 
till  Jfandaif  next. 

OOB&UFT  PRAGTICE8  (8UBPSNSI0K  OF 

ELECTIONS)  BILL.H:Bill  288.] 

(ifr.  Attorney  Qtneraly  Secretary  Sir  WiUiam 

Hareourty  Mr,  Solicitor  General.) 

OOIOCITTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Preamble  be  postponed." — 
iMr.Aiiomep  Oener^.) 

Mb.  WABTON  desired  to  know  why 
should  the  Fk'eamble  be  postponed  ? 

The  oh  airman  :  It  is  the  ordi- 
nary praotice,  and  it  is  in  order  that 
the  Ireamble  ma^  be  made  to  corre- 
spond with  the  BiU,  should  the  Bill  be 
amended. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  it  occurred  to 
him  that  in  this  case  there  was  much 
more  in  the  Preamble  than  in  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Bill. 

Thb  OHAIBMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  will  haye  an  opportu- 
nity of  proposing  Amendments  to  the 
Preamble,  if  he  desires  to  do  so. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Sdiedule. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  in  deference  to 
the  ruling  of  the  Ohairman,  he  had 
not  challenged  the  postponement  of  the 
Preamble ;  still,  he  did  not  quite  under- 
stand why  it  should  be_postponed. 

The  OHAIBMAN :  It  is  the  Schedule 
upon  which  the  Oommittee  is  now  en- 


la.  WABTON  said,  he  was  aware  of 
that;  and  he  had  an  Amendment  to 
propose  to  the  Schedule.  But  he  wished 
to  explain,  in  order  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
might  understand  his  object.  In  this 
particular  Bill  there  was  much  more  in 
the  Pteamble  than  in  the  Schedule,  and 
he  had  to  show  how  the  one  re-acted  on 
the  other.  It  would  have  been  much 
better  to  have  taken  the  Preamble  first, 
and  the  usual  practice  was  absurd  ^ 


this  case.  The  exact  Amendment  he 
had  now  to  propose  was  to  omit  the 
second  column  of  the  Schedule.  He 
could  not  see  that  there  was  any  neces- 
sity to  provide  an  abstract  of  the  cases 
against  each  particular  borough.  He 
did  not  wish  to  challenge  the  accuracy 
of  the  abstract ;  but  on  another  occasion 
it  might  be  the  opportunity  for  state- 
ments unfair  or  unjust  towards  a  con- 
stituency. In  suspending  elections  for 
a  time,  it  was  not  necessary  to  give  an 
account  of  the  delinquencies  in  each  par- 
ticular borough  which  might  be  complete 
or  uncomplete.  Fair  or  unfair,  he  could 
not  see  the  reason  for  it ;  and  the  Amend- 
ment he  had  to  propose,  taken  in  con- 
nection with  thel^eamble,  would  involTe 
ihe  imendment  of  the  latter,  so  that 
the  second  and  third  paragraphs  would 
read — 

*^  Whereas  the  said  Ckmiinisaionen  have  re- 
ported in  each  and  all  of  the  said  dtiea  and 
boroughs  oarropt  praotices  have  prevailed  in 
one  or  more  elections.*' 

And  then,  again — 

"  Whereas  it  is  expedient^  with  a  view  to 
future  consideration,  to  provide  for  the  tempo- 
rary suspension  of  elections  therein." 

There  was  no  occasion,  as  a  matter  of 
principle,  for  saying  what  this  or  that 
borough  had  done,  and  how  far  corrupt 
practices  had  prevailed.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  could  give  a 
precise  reason  for  it,  and  say  it  was 
founded  on  precedent,  then,  as  a  Con- 
servative ana  a  lawyer,  he  would  ac- 
quiesce. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
HaATBy  James)  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  in  taking  away  the  Oonstitutional 
right  of  a  constituency  to  representetion, 
the  Act  should  set  forth  why  this  course 
was  taken.  Of  course,  if  it  were  taken 
generally  to  the  effect  that  in  one  or  more 
elections  corrupt  praotices  have  pre- 
vailed, then  the  whole  might  be  unfairly 
classified  as  equally  delinquent.  But  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  was  willing 
to  be  guided  by  precedent,  and  he  would 
find  such  a  precedent  in  Section  12  of 
the  Bepresentation  of  the  People  Act  of 
1867.  That  precedent  had  been  followed, 
and  therefore  the  Schedule  had  been 
provided.  If  there  was  anything  that 
could  be  shown  to  be  unfair  in  it,  that 
unfairness  could  be  remedied. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

Preamble. 
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really  the  words  "  of  the  cases  "  did  not 
make  sense  of  the  paragraph. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  18,  after 
the  word  *'  cases  "  to  insert  **  of  the  said 
cities  and  boroughs." — {Mr.  Warton,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  Jahes)  said,  he  thought  the 
paragraph  was  properly  drawn,  and  in 
grammatical  English.  It  was  hyper- 
critical on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  raise  the  objection, 
and  to  wish  to  send  the  Bill  back  to  the 
Queen's  printer  for  the  sake  of  the  altera- 
tion. He  hoped  the  Amendment  would 
not  be  pressed. 

Mb.  wARTON  said,  he  must  press 
the  Amendment ;  and  he  would  ask  any- 
body to  say,  in  reading  the  paragraph, 
what  **  the  cases  "  could  possibly  mean. 
He  would  send  the  Bill  back  to  the 
printer  and  to  the  draftsman  too. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

House  returned. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  return 
good  for  evil,  and  not  object  to  the  Mo« 
tion  he  (the  Attorney  General)  was  now 
about  to  make — namely,  that  the  Bill  be 
read  the  third  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'I  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  was  quite 
ready  to  let  the  bad  English  go  wit^  idl 
the  sanction  of  the  Attorney  GeneraL 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  paeeedf 
without  Amendment. 

WHITEBOY  ACTS  REPEAL  BILL. 

{Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Juttin  McCarthy,  Mr. 

Gray,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan.) 

[bill  134.]      SECOND    BBADnrO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Second  Eeading  of  the  Bill 
be  deferred  tiU  Saturday.'^-(ifr.  T.  P. 
(y  Connor.) 
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Mb.  WAETON  said,  in  consequence 
of  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  he  had 
not  pressed  his  objection ;  but  he  must 
take  exception  to  the  verbal  construc- 
tion of  the  third  paragraph.  In  the 
13th  line  were  the  wo^s,  "the  cases 
by  Parliament.'*  That  seemed  but  a 
poor  weak  way  of  expressing  it.  **  The 
cases  "  did  not  indicate  what  cases,  and 
did  not  even  say  the  cases  of  the  said  cities 
and  boroughs.  He  supposed  the  words 
emanated  from'  the  great  Sir  Henry 
Thring ;  but  still  he  ventured  to  say  his 
Amendment  would  improve  the  reading. 
His  Amendment  would  be,  first  to  strike 
out  the  words  '*  of  the  cases,"  and  then 
the  words  "  by  Parliament  "  would 
stand,  and  following  these  he  proposed 
to  add  "  in  the  cases  of  the  said  cities 
and  boroughs,"  so  that  the  whole  should 
read — 

"  Whereas  it  ib  expedient,  with  a  view  to  the 
future  consideration  hy  Parliament  of  the  cases 
of  the  said  cities  and  horoughs,  to  provide 
temporarily  for  the  suspension  of  elections 
therein," 

and  that,  he  thought,  would  be  a  much 
better  reading. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  of  the  cases  "  in  line  13. — ( Mr. 
JTarton.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Preamble." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  the  Amendment  was 
really  a  question  of  the  reversal  of  words, 
whether  they  should  read  *'  by  Parlia- 
ment of  the  cases  '*  or  **  of  the  cases  by 
Parliament ; "  and  he  really  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  not 
think  it  worth  while  to  press  it. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  that  was  not  so; 
it  was  much  more  than  the  mere  reversal 
of  words.  True,  he  proposed  to  strike 
out  the  words  ''  of  the  cases;"  but,  as  he 
had  explained,  it  was  for  the  purpose 
of  afterwards  inserting  after  the  word 
**  Parliament,"  '*  of  the  cases  of  the 
said  cities  and  boroughs,"  certainly  a 
clearer  and  more  elegant  form  of  ex- 
pression. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  that  after 
**  cases  "  he  proiK)8ed  to  put  in  the  words 
**  of  the  saia  cities  and  boroughs,"  for 
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Mr.  WABTON  said,  he  must  object 

to  the  Motion,  for  a  solemn  pledge  had 

been  giyen  by  the  Prime  Minister  that 

nothing  but  Supply  would  be  taken  at 

the  Saturday  Sitting. 
Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  this  was  a 

prirate  Member's  BiU ;  but  he  was  quite 

willing  to  ag^ree  to  its  being  postponed  to 

a  later  day,  if  the  Oovemment  would 

take  charge  of  it.     He  did  not  hear  the 

Prime  Minister's  pledge  given,  and,  of 

coarse,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  not 

bound  by  it.  He  was  quite  willing  to  put 

off  the  Bill  to  a  later  day  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  withdraw  their  opposition. 

He  was  aware  that  he  would  be  unable 

to  proceed  with  the  Bill  this  Session,  but 

he  only  wanted  to  bring  it  to  discussion ; 

but  that  he  was  prevented  from  doing 

by  the  Notice  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 

Member  for  Bath  (Sir  Arthur  Hayter), 

whvput  down  he  did  not  know.  He 
had  no  wish  to  encumber  the  Saturday's 

Notice  Paper  if  the  Gk>vernment  would 
afford  him  another  opportunity. 
The   SOLICITOE   QENEEAL   for 

IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  could  not 
afford  the  hon.  Member  any  such  op- 
portunity. 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  asked  Mr. 
Speaker  if  it  was  not  open  to  a  Member 
to  move  to  amend  the  Motion  for  post- 
ponement by  substituting  Monday  for 
Saturday? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Such  a  course  has 
never  been  taken  to  my  knowledge  with- 
out Notice ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
thinks  proper  to  move  an  Amendment 
the  House  will  deal  with  it. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  that  he 
would  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  post- 
poned to  Monday. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  would  second 
that  Motion,  which,  though  it  might  be 
unusual,  was  justified  by  the  unusual 
circumstances.    The  Prime  Minister  had 

Ken  a  solemn  pledge  that  nothing  but 
^ply  should  be  taken  on  the  Saturday ; 
•nd  if  any  Bill  were  put  down  for  that 
d»y  he  (Mfr.  Warton)  should  give  it  his 
decided  opposition. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
**8aturdav"  and  msert  '*  Monday"  in 
proposed  Question.— (JTr.  £.  N.  FowUr.) 

Question  proposed,  <*That  the  word 
*  Saturday '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 


Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
not  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a 
division,  but  would  assent  to  the  Bill 
being  put  down  for  Monday. 

Question  put,  and  nsgatived. 

Original  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to. 
Second  Reading  deferred  till  Monday. 

CONVEYANCING   AND    LAW  OF    PRO- 

PERTY  (re-committtd)  BILL— [Xorrfi.] 

(Mr.H.H.  FoioUr.) 

[bill  331.]      COMMITTEE. 

Bill  eoneidered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Glauses  1  to  80,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  81  (Appointment  of  new  trus- 
tees, vesting  of  property,  &c.). 

Mb.  warton  said,  this  clause  was 
a  very  important  alteration  of  the  law 
with  regara  to  trustees  appointing  them- 
selves sometimes.  He  objected  to  the 
principle  of  preserving  the  right  to 
trustees  to  appoint  a  new  trustee  in  the 
event  of  a  trustee  being  discharged  or 
dying;  and  he  propos^  to  insert,  in 
line  29,  after  '*  m  writing,"  the  words 
'*  with  the  consent  of  the  cestuique 
trustee." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  29,  after 
"  in  writing,"  to  insert  '*  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  cestuique  trustee." — (Ur. 
Warton,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  the  Bill 
had  been  referred  to  a  Select  Oom- 
mittee, by  whom  it  was  approved.  The 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  fully  discussed  by  the  Oom- 
mittee, and  to  guard  against  the  possi- 
bility of  doubt,  sub-section  7  was  in- 
troduced, which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
eminent  counsel  who  drew  the  Bill,  fully 
carried  out,  in  legal  phraseology,  the 
provision  as  to  trusts.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  not 
press  the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Olause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment; 
to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday 
next 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1107 


ParNam&ni — 


{COMMONS) 


Suhi  and  OrtUri. 


1108 


EAST    INDIAN    EAILWAY    [REDEMPTION    OF 

ANNUITIES]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved^  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  Council  of  India  be  authorised 
to  create  and  issue  such  Capital  Stock  bearing 
interest  at  the  rate  of  three  and  a-half  per 
centum  per  annum,  or  at  any  other  rate  not 
higher  than  four  per  centum  per  annum,  as  may 
be  required  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  the 
Annuities  issued  under  "  The  East  Indian  Rail- 
way Company  CPurchase)  Act,  1879,"  or  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  other  liabilities  charged  on 
the  Revenues  of  India,  and  bearing  interest  at 
a  rate  not  lower  than  the  Stock  so  to  be  created. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monduy  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  Uh  August,  1881. 


The  House    met  at  Twelve  of  the 
olook. 

MINUTES.]— Supply— cow«*Vfortfrf  in  Committee 
— Navy  Estimates  ;  Civil  Sekvices,  Class  V. 
— Foreign  axd  Colonial  Services;  Class  VI. 
— Non-Effbctivb  and  Charitable  Services  ; 
Class  VIT. — Miscellaneous  ;  Revenue  De- 
partments. 
JRetolutiont  [Augfust  6]  reported. 

Public  Bills — First  Beading — Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  (Statutes^*  [241]. 

Third  Reading — Drainage  (Ireland)  IVovisional 
Order*  [220]  ;  Elementary  Education  Provi- 
sional Order  Confirmation  (London)  *  [215], 
BHii  passed. 

QUESTIONS. 


PARLIAMENT— RULES  AND  ORDERS- 
PETITIONS— THE   BRADLAUGH 
PETITIONS. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  a  Question  of  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Petitions  (Sir 
Charles  Forster).  On  the  2drd  of  June 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ghreenwich  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms)  asked  a  Question  of 
his  hon.  Friend  whether  a  Petition  pre- 
sented in  this  form  was  one  which  could 
be  aooepted  by  the  House.  The  Petition 
referred  to  the  Bradlaugh  case,  and  it 
was  worded  thus  :— 


'*  Tour  Petitumen  thereforo  pay  that  your 
honourable  House  vUl  cause  the  law  to  be 
obeyed  and  justice  to  be  done,  and  forth witii 
allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  his  seat  on  maUog 
a  solemn  Afiirmation.'* 

His  hon.  Friend  replied  that  it  was  true 
that  a  Petition  in  which  those  words  were 
contained  had  been  submitted  totheOom* 
mittee  on  Petitions,  and  that  the  ma* 
jority  of  the  Committee  had  determined 
that  those  words  were  not  disrespeotfiil 
to  the  House.  And  in  answer  to  a  Qoes* 
tion  which  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  put  to  the  Speaker  in  the 
same  discussion,  the  Speaker  said — 

"  That  with  regard  to  whether  it  would  bs 
right  that  Petitions  of  that  character  should  be 
in  future  received  by  the  House,  it  was  a  quas* 
tion  for  the  decision  of  the  House  rather  than 
for  him  to  decide." 

Two  or  three  days  ago  he  (Sir  Wilfiod 
Lawson)  was  asked  to  present  a  numbes 
of  Petitions  with  regard  to  the  Brad- 
laugh case,  and  the  following  were  the 
wo^s  of  those  Petitions  : — 


''  That  no  one  of  the  Estates  of  the 
can,  or  may,  by  itself  alter  or  override  tfas 
statute  law  of  the  Realm ;  that  the  Beaolutiqii 
of  your  honourable  House  of  the  27th  of  Apm 
and  10th  of  May  last  are  respectively  in  direci 
conflict  with  the  statute  law ;  and  your  PetU 
tioners  therefore  pray  that  your  hononnUs 
House  will  immediately  rescind  the  said  iUtgsl 
Resolutions." 

He  presented  those  Petitions,  and  he 
subsequently  received  this  intimation 
from  the  Clerk  of  the  Committee  on  Peti« 
tions :  — 

**The  accompanying  Petitions  presented  \if 
you  are  informal,  as  they  contain  lang^iiage  di»> 
respectful  to  the  House  of  Commona.  Thmm 
will  not,  therefore,  be  submitted  to  the  Seleofe 
Committee  on  Public  Petitions." 

Now;  the  question  he  wished  to  ask  his 
hon.  Friena  was  this— that,  as  the  House 
had  certainly  not  taken  any  cognisanoe 
of  those  Petitions,  whether  the  Oom- 
mittee  on  Petitions  had  had  Petitions  of 
that  nature  before  them,  and  had  de- 
cided upon  them  in  the  same  way  as  th^~ 
decided  the  Petitions  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenwich  when  he 
asked  his  Question  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  FORSTER,  in  replji 
said,  he  was  very  glad  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  had 
asked  this  Question,  because  he  fdfond 
that  many  Petitions  of  a  Biim}ar  oha* 
racter  had  been  sent  baok  to  hem.  Hem-i 
bers.  His  hon.  Friend  had  ooneot^jr 
stated  the  answer  which  he  gave  in  xe^ 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1 109     irtmy^Promiim^        f  Auoxrw  6,  1881 J 


ZieuienanU. 


UIO 


ferenoe  to  the  Qaeation  put  to  him  by 
thehon.  Member  for  Ghreenwioh  (Baron 
Henry  de  Worms).  He  then  stated  that 
the  Committee,  in  considering  Petitions, 
were  anxious  to  place  the  most  liberal 
oonrtmction  upon  their  language,  and 
to  fiiiye  whateTer  doubt  there  might  be 
in  fayoor  of  the  Petitioners.  Therefore, 
vith  r^ard  to  the  Petitions  then  sdluded 
to,  the  Committee  thought  that  in  asking 
the  House  to  do  what  was  just  and 
right,  if  it  were  disrespectful  to  the 
House,  it  was  merely  an  implied  dis- 
respect, and  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee passed  these  Petitions.  But  the 
Petitions  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  now  referred  went 
a  step  further,  and,  in  direct  and  dis- 
tinct terms,  stated  that  the  Besolutions 
of  the  House  were  illegal,  and  the  Com- 
mittee, as  the  delegates  of  the  House, 
decided  that  they  could  not  receive  Peti- 
tions of  the  kind ;  and  he  might  say,  as 
bearing  on  the  question  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Ulerk  of  the  Committee,  that  they 
determined  that  after  that  no  Petitions 
oouched  in  similar  terms  could  be  brought 
before  them.  With  the  objectionable 
words  erased  the  Committee  would  not 
be  unwilling  to  receive  the  Petition. 

Mb.  THOEOLD  E0GEE8  asked  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
Petitions  whether  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  was  based  on  the  absurdity 
of  the  word  ''  illegal "  in  relation  to  the 
action  of  the  House,  or  of  its  being  a 
distinct  afiEront  to  the  House  ?  He  said 
absurdity,  because  it  was  quite  clear 
that  no  act  of  the  House  could  be 
illegal  He  should  also  like  to  ask  whe- 
ther it  was  permissible  for  the  phrase 
"  unconstitutional "  to  be  applied  in  re- 
lation to  the  action  of  the  Hbuse  on  the 
10th  of  May.  The  question  involved  was 
not  one  of  mere  words,  but  one  of  very 
considerable  significance.  [  Cries  of 
"Order!"] 

Hb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Qentle- 
man  is  now  entering  into  debate. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  he 
begged  pardon,  he  only  wished  to  know 
what  were  the  reasons  which  induced 
the  Committee  to  reject  these  Petitions  ? 
Bib  CHARLES  FORSTER,  in  reply, 
said,  that  it  was  quite  sufficient  for  the 
Oonunittee  to  determine  each  case  as  it 
came  before  them,  and  they  were  clearly 
of  opinion  that  the  use  of  the  word 
"illMal"  wasdeddedly  disrespectful  to 
tks  House. 


ORDER     OF    TEE   JD  AT. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

NAVY— PROMOTION  —LIEUTENANTS. 
OBSEBYATIONS. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  had  given 
Notice  that  he  would  call  attention  to 
the  want  of  a  sufficient  number  of  Iron- 
clads for  the  Natfonal  defence  and  of 
cruising  vessels  for  training  seamen.  He 
would  not,  however,  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  then,  as  the  discussion  of  the 
subject  might  be  taken  on  the  Building 
Vote.    But  with  re&^ard  to  Vote  16,  he 
desired  to  say — and  it  was  more  con- 
venient to  say  it  with  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair — that  ne  looked  with  great  alarm 
and  regret  on  the  stagnation  of  promo- 
tion in  the  Boyal  Navy.    The  arrange- 
ments could  give  content  to  compara- 
tively but  a  small  number  of  officers  on 
the  war  list ;  and  he  was  quite  sure  that 
the  numbers  of  captains  and  commanders 
required  re-adjustment  in  order  to  give 
lieutenants  a  fair  chance  of  rising  accord- 
ing to  merit,  and  not  by  seniority.     He 
could  give  names  familiar  enough  in  the 
Service  as  instances.     One  officer  of  con- 
siderable distinction  and  standing,  who 
had  been  mentioned  in  despatches  for 
distinp^uished  services,  he  could  name, 
who,  in  consequence  of  the  limited  num- 
ber of  commanders,  had  never  obtained 
that  position  which  throughout  the  Ser- 
vice he  was  known  to  deserve.    There 
was  really  no  inducement,  no  stimulus 
to  men,  except  so  far  as  to  perform  their 
duty,  to  exert  themselves,  where  promo- 
tion, which,  of  all  things  the  naval  officer 
most  desired,  was  barred  by  the  limited 
numbers  on  the  upper  list.     He  would 
not  trespass  further  upon  the  time  of 
the  House ;  but  he  thought  it  right,  on 
behalf  of  the  Navy,  to  place  on  record 
his  opinion  in  regard  to  tne  subject,  and 
to  request  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
to  bring  this  matter  to  the  notice  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  during  the  Becess, 
and  the  strong  desire  that  existed  in  the 
Navy  with  regard  to  the  re-adjustment 
of  the  lists  of  captains  and  commanders, 
BO  as  to  jpive  more  encouragement  and 
more  rapid  promotion  through  that  list 
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to  lieutenants,  who,  after  all,  were  the 
backbone  of  the  Navy. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  MAGIS- 
TRACY—MR. CLIFFORD  LLOYD,  R.M. 
BES0LI7TI0N. 

Mb.  HEALY,  in  rising  to  move — 
''That  this  House  condemns  the  refusal  of 
the  Gh>Yeniment  to  grant  an  investigation  into 
the  conduct  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.,  and 
their  refusal  to  notice  the  threats  alleged  to 
have  been  used  by  him  in  dispersing  without 
proclamation  a  peaceful  meeting  in  Drogheda  on 
the  Ist  day  of  January," 

said,  he  was  obliged  to  draw  attention 
to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
owing  to  the  unsatisfactory  answer  he 
had  received  on  the  subject  on  Thursday 
from  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land. A  Oorrespondence  had  taken 
place  on  the  subject,  and  was  published 
in  the  Irish  papers,  and  two  witnesses 
had  stated  that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  had 
threatened  to  shoot  down  the  people  as- 
sembled at  public  meetings.  Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd  then  came  forward  with  a 
denial  of  the  language  attributed  to  him ; 
and  the  Question  he  (Mr.  Healy)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on 
Thursday  was  whether,  in  consequence 
of  the  rumours  concerning  the  conduct 
of  this  gentleman,  the  Oovemment 
thought  it  desirable,  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  something  like  confidence 
in  the  admmistration  of  justice,  to  grant 
an  inquiry  into  the  matter,  and  he  got 
a  very  curt  answer  from  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  Government  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  grant  an  inquiry  into  the 
facts  of  the  case.  He  at  once  rose  and 
gave  Notice  that  on  going  into  Commit- 
tee of  Supply  to-day  he  would  call  at- 
tention to  the  subject ;  and,  therefore,  he 
was  somewhat  astonished  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  not  thought  it  desirable 
to  be  in  his  place.  Briefly,  the  circum- 
stances were  as  follows :  —  A  Land 
League  meeting  had  been  fixed  to  be 
held  in  Drogheoa  on  the  2nd  of  January ; 
and  the  Government,  with  an  acuteness 
that  did  them  not  too  much  credit,  pro- 
claimed the  meeting,  on  the  plea  that  it 
was  likely  to  lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace, 
and  there  were  always  bailiffb  and  others 
ever  ready  to  give  the  required  informa- 
tion. It  happened  that  the  2nd  of  Janu- 
ary was  a  Sunday,  and  on  the  Satur- 
day preceding  a  meeting  was  appointed 

Sir  John  Eay 


to  be  held  at  Dundalk.     Travelling  by 
rail  to  the  latter  place,  he  (Mr.  Healy) 
was  met  at  Drogheda  station  by  a  num- 
ber of  people,  who  suggested  that  as  the 
meeting  for  Sunday  at  Drogheda  was 
prohibited  for  that  day,  it  would  be  a 
good  thing  to  hold  on  Saturday.    He 
acceded  to  this,  and  an  impromptu  meet- 
ing was  held,  therefore,  in  the  Drogheda 
Market  Place.   It  was  market  day ;  it  was 
also  a  Catholic  holiday,  and  thousands  of 
people  assembled.  The  Government,  how- 
ever, were  not  to  be  baulked.  Telegrams 
were  despatched  to  Dublin  for  a  troc^ 
of  dragoons,  and  to  Dundalk  for  the  200 
police  who  had  been  sent  there  to  safe- 
guard law  and  order  during  the  expected 
meeting.    Lo  and  behold,  then,  a  spe- 
cial train  was  got  out  from  Dublin  at 
the  expense  of  the  taxpayers,  into  this 
the  pmice  were  crammed,   and  in  the 
middle  of  his  address  to  the  people  at 
Drogheda  these  200  police  were  seen  ad- 
vancing at  the  double.    So  great  was 
the  ha^  of  these  gallant  defenders  of 
law  and  order  that  great  coats,  knap- 
sacks,  and    blankets — what  the  latter 
were  carried  for  it  was  difficult  to  say- 
were  flung  in  the  mud  outside  the  rail- 
way station,  and,  with  bayonets  fixed, 
the  force  came  on  at  the  double,  a  pic- 
turesque military  sight.     Not  the  slight- 
est word  had  been  said  at  the  meeting 
likely  to  provoke  a  breach  of  law  and 
order ;  the  whole  proceedings  were  con- 
ducted with  that  calmness  and  digniiy 
which  usually  accompanied  Irish  meet- 
ings.    The  meeting  was  presided  over 
by  the  parish  priest,  and  other  Catholic 
clergymen  were  in  the  break  that  served 
for  a  platform.     There  were  at  least 
half  a-score  of  the  clergy,  and  these  at 
all  times  had  been  the  best  preservers  of 
law  and  order  and  peace  in  Ireland. 
Thus  engaged  at  this  harmless  meeting, 
the  200  poHce  appeared,  headed  by  li&' 
Clifford  Lloyd,  and  whatever  presence 
of  mind  a  man  addressing  a  meeting 
might  have,  the  sudden  advance  of  200 
men  with  swords  drawn  must  have  a 
disquieting  effect  upon  a  meeting.    Di- 
viding into  two  bodies,  the  armM  force 
hemmed  in  the  crowd,  and  there  was  no- 
thing to  do  but  surrender.     Mr.  Cliffcrd 
Lloyd,  then  addressing  the  conveners  of 
the  meeting,  said  the  gathering  was  il- 
legal, and  he  hoped  the  chairman  would 
not  put  him  to  the  necessity  of  dispers- 
ing it ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  herentsed 
to  show  any  authority  for  doing  so.   Of 
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ooTzne,  with  the  fixed  bayonets  around, 
the  meeting  dispersed.     Let  those  who 
enjoyed  the  right  of  public  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square  or  elsewhere,  and  had 
to  do  with  Inspector  Denning  and  the 
peaoefid  hdtons  of  the  London  police, 
realize  the  position — the  dispersal  of  a 
perfectly  legal  meeting  by  an   armed 
force,  headed  by  a  gentleman  not  in 
imiform,  who  refused  to  show  his  autho- 
rity.   The  meeting  dispersed  quietly; 
they  had  no  weapons,  but  if  they  had, 
he  would  certainly  not  have  been  op- 
posed to  trying  conclusions  with    the 
police,  for  the  people  had  as  good  a 
riffht  there  as  the  police.     He  was  not  a 
b^ever  in  the  "  not  a  single  drop  of 
blood "    doctrine ;    if   the  people    had 
rights  they  should  be  prepared  to  en- 
force them.    But  the  people,  being  un- 
armed, dispersed,  and  the  break  with  the 
diairman  and  others  passed  on  through 
the  files  of  police  who   enfiladed  the 
streets — it  was  necessary  to  use  military 
terms  in  dealing  with  the  operations  of 
the  Irish  police — and  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd, 
for  about  the  tenth  time,  declared  that  if 
they  assembled  again,  he  would  disperse 
the  meeting  by  force,  and  then  he  read 
the  Biot  Act.     This  was  done  when  there 
was  no  more  necessity  for  it  than  for  the 
Speaker  to  get  up  and  read  the  Biot  Act 
in  the  House ;   and  then  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd,  in  the  hearing  of  Father  Ander- 
son, of  himself,  and  others  in  the  break, 
sud— "  If  you  assemble  again  I  will  fire 
on  you."    It  was  this  particular  allega- 
tion that  he  asked  the  Government  to 
make  the  subject  of    inquiry.     It  was 
first  brought  forward  in  a  question  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Drogheda,  an  Eng- 
lish Gentleman,  whose  name  was  well 
known,  with  that  of  his  brother  (Mr. 
Whitworth),  who  formerly  sat  as  Mem- 
ber for  Newry.     Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  had 
been  transferred  to  Kilmallock  —  per- 
haps because  of  the  vigour  he  had  dis- 
^yed  at  Drogheda,  and  his  conduct  at 
Kilmallock  had  been  very  much  called 
in  question ;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Brc^heda  warned  the  Government  that 
if  he  was  not  withdrawn  there  might  be 
murder.     He  supposed  the  people  of 
Kilmallock  knew  that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 
wore  chain  armour,  and  always  walked 
about  with  a  body  guard  of  over  a  dozen 
police.    A  Scotch  gentleman,  a  former 
Member  of  the  House,  Mr.  Boyd  Kin- 
iiear,  wrote  to  Th$  Daily  News  respecting 
^  oondoot  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  and 


then  the  whole  affair  of  Drogheda  was 
brought  up  again,  and  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd's  rSfftme  was  described  as  equally 
bad  as  that  of  the  Bussian  ''  Third  Sec- 
tion." .  In  consequence  of  Mr.  Clifford 
Lloyd's  conduct  in  Kilmdlock,  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  put  a  question  as  to  whether  he 
was  the  same  gentleman  whose  conduct 
at  Drogheda  he  had  described,  and,  in 
doing  so,  he  stated  what  was  within  his 
personal  knowledge,  that  Mr.  Lloyd  had 
threatened  that  if  the  meeting  re-as- 
sembled he  would  fire  on  the  people. 
This  statement  Mr.  Lloyd  denied  in  a 
letter  which  appeared  in  The  FreemanU 
Journal,  and  this  letter  was  followed  by 
testimony  in  support  of  the  allegation 
that  he  did  use  the  threat  in  the  shape 
of  successive  letters  from  the  Bev.  Mr. 
Kearney,  the  Bev.  Mr.  McKee,  and  Mr. 
Francis  Vallery,  a  town  councillor,  who 
all  heard  the  language  used.  Mr.  Lloyd 
met  these  with  another  denial,  and  as- 
serted that,  addressing  Mr.  Dillon  and 
Mr.  Healy,  he  had  said — '*  If  you  ad- 
dress another  meeting  here,  I  shall  be 
forced  to  arrest  you."  It  should  be 
mentioned  that  at  the  time  Mr.  Lloyd  so 
act^sd  he  was  not  a  magistrate  of  the 
town,  though  The  Gazette  gave  an  ex  post 
facto  legalization  of  his  conduct,  and  he 
was  actually  overriding  the  authority  of 
the  mayor  and  other  magistrates  of 
Drogheda,  who  had  passed  a  resolution 
that  there  was  no  necessity  to  interfere 
with  the  meeting.  This  foreign  Orange- 
man came  from  Monaghan,  or  wherever 
he  carried  on  his  functions,  with  his  200 
armed  men,  to  disperse  a  legal  meeting 
by  force.  The  Government  wanted  to 
get  out  of  the  matter  and  to  hush  it  up, 
and  that  was  the  reason  why  they  re- 
fused to  grant  the  sworn  inquiry  asked 
for.  There  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the 
language  used  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  who  had 
spoken  as  loudly  and  as  distinctly  as 
though  he  had  been  an  Egyptian  or  a 
Turkish  Pasha.  He  should  have  thought 
that  the  Government  would  have  been 
only  too  anxious  to  have,  granted  this 
inquiry  in  order  to  clear  the  character  of 
this  Governmental  paragon,  who  was  one 
of  the  Chief  Secretary's  pets.  If  Mr. 
lioyd  was  satisfied  that  he  was  in  the 
right  in  the  matter,  he  would  look  upon 
such  an  inquiry  as  a  boon.  The  Go- 
vernment, however,  shrank  from  any 
investigation  of  the  facts  of  the  case, 
cast  round  Mr.  Lloyd  the  veil  of  Go« 
yemmental  silence  and  mystery,  and  re^ 
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fused  to  permit  any  inquiry  to  be  held 
into  the  brutal  conduct  of  this  man.  He 
would  have  supposed  that  in  the  dis- 
turbed state  of  Ireland  the  Government 
would  have  been  glad  to  probe  to  the 
bottom  every  particular  source  of  griev- 
ance ;  but  by  their  refusal  they  had  vir- 
tually admitted  the  entire  case  of  the 
dissentients.  The  Oovemment  could  not 
expect  the  people  of  Kilmallock  to  sub- 
mit to  the  coercion  r^gimey  or  to  have 
much  respect  for  Mr.  Olififord  Lloyd, 
after  refusing  this  inquiry,  or  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  expect  justice 
would  ever  be  done  until  a  magistrate 
was  appointed  who  would  act  impartially 
before  all  classes,  and  whose  conduct, 
when  impugned,  could  be  inquired 
into.  In  the  circumstances,  no  other 
course  was  left  open  to  the  Irish  Hepre- 
sentatives  than  to  come  to  that  House 
and  ask  it  to  condemn  the  course  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  pursued 
in  this  matter.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  move  the  Resolution  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <'  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House  condemns  the  refusal  of  the  Go- 
veniment  to  grant  an  investigation  into  the 
oonduct  of  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.,  and  their 
refusal  to  notice  the  threats  alleged  to  have  been 
used  by  him  in  dispersing  without  proclamation 
a  peaceful  meeting  at  Drogheda  on  the  Ist  day 
ox  January," — (Mr,  Eealy,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  80LI0IT0B  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  should  not  have  risen  so  early  in  the 
debate  but  for  the  natural  observation 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  that  he 
had  expected  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land would  have  been  present.  He  (the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland)  had  been 
requested  to  offer  an  apology  to  the  House 
for  the  Chief  Secretary's  absence,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  being  obliged  to  at- 
tend a  Cabinet  meeting,  and,  therefore, 
unable  to  put  before  the  House  his  own 
views  on  the  matter.  No  one  could 
blame  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
for  bringing  forward  this  Motion  with  the 
object  of  clearing  up  what  had  become 
a  point  of  newspaper  controversy — a  con- 
tiroversy,  he  was  softy  to  say,  which  had 
kept  alive  matters,  but  Which  had  better 
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have  been  allowed  to  die  out  of  nund* 
The  question  was  not  as  to  Mr.  Lloyd's 
conduct  in  Kilmallock,  but  as  to  a  tnaa- 
action  which  occurred  seven  months  ago, 
and  the  principal  allegation  was  that  Sie 
magistrate  lost  his  temper  on  that  occa- 
sion, and  used  language  of  a  violent  dia- 
racter.  Already  the  question  had  been 
dealt  with  in  that  House.  So  far  bad 
as  the  24th  of  January  a  Question  was 
asked  by  one  of  the  hon.  Members  for 
Louth,  and  since  then  the  matter  had 
been  closed,  until  it  was  now  revived. 
It  was  a  gentleman  named  Boyd  Ejnnear 
who  revived  the  controversy,  and  there 
had  been  a  general  rush  into  the  news- 
papers. Everybody  who  was  familiar 
with  the  practical  events  of  life  knew 
that  nothing  was  so  difficult  as  to  re- 
member with  perfect  accuracy,  even  on 
the  moment,  the  substance,  much  lees  the 
particulars,  of  what  occurred,  or  to  iden- 
tify \h»  exact  words  used,  or  even  the 
persons  who  used  them.  A  remarkable 
instance  of  this  occurred  in  the  Hooae 
of  Commons  only  yesterday.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  CHty  of  London  (Mr. 
R.  N.  Fowler)  possessed  a  roice  and  a 
mode  of  expression  that  would  be  recog- 
nized by  anybody  who  ever  heard  him. 
Yet  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who  was  not  now  in 
the  House,  but  who  sat  in  it  for  a  con- 
siderable time,  and  must  have  been 
familiar  with  the  voice  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London,  wrote  a  letter 
to  his  Colleague  in  the  representation  of 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  stating 
distinctly  that  he  heard  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  use  the 
words  **  Kick  him  out,"  which  he  con- 
sidered so  much  a  breach  of  Privilege 
as  to  ask  the  intervention  of  the  Hooae 
•concerning  it,  atid  he  added  that  if  the 
House  did  not  take  the  matter  up  he 
would  proceed  by  summons  against  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  for  in- 
citing to  a  breach  of  the  peace.  What 
was  the  reply  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  ?  He  said—"  I  did  not  nee  the 
language  at  all."  This  was  a  case  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
who  did  not  sit  in  the  House,  but  whoee 
word  would  be  trusted  equally  as  mnch 
as  that  of  any  other  hon.  Member,  stated 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  fact,  that  cer- 
tain words  were  used  by  a  person  whose 
voice  it  was  hardly  possible  for  anyone 
to  mistake ;  yet  here  they  had  an  ulo^- 
tration  of  the  difUculty  which  t^^ 
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thneft  aiose  of  determining  what  ao- 
tttallj  had  taken  place  when  difiPerent 
persons  came  to  giro  their  Tersions 
of  a  particular  occurrence.  The  con- 
troversj,  therefore,  resolved  itself  into 
this — Mr.  Lloyd  stated  distinctly  that  he 
did  not  use  the  language  imputed  to 
him,  and  highly  respeotahle  Oatholic 
dergymen  said  that  he  did  use  it.  There 
the  controyersy  remained  at  present. 
There  was  no  one  in  Ireland,  much  less 
a  magistrate,  who  was  ahove  the  law. 
The  law  was  open  to  everyhody  to 
appeal  to.  p'Oh!"].  Of  course,  he 
!  dia  not  expect  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  agree  with  him,  especially  in 
I  a  matter  of  this  kind.  Nevertheless, 
he  would  repeat  it  was  his  opinion,  at 
•11  events,  that  nohody  was  ahove  the 
law.  It  was  open  to  anybody,  when 
a  magistrate  acted  illegally — and  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd  would  have  acted  illegally 
if  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
had  stated  were  true— of  challenging 
that  conduct  through  the  ordinary  chan- 
nels  of  the  law.  The  hon.  Member 
skated— though  he  (the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland)  did  not  think  he  meant  the 
House  to  follow  him  out  to  the  full — 
that  if  the  Government  did  not  grant 
this  inquiry  no  remedy  was  open  to  any- 
body who  was  illegally  treated.  He 
took  issue  at  once  on  that.  No  one 
knew  better  than  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  law  was  open  to  all.  Therefore,  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  correct  when  he 
nid  that  if  this  inquiry  was  not  granted 
BO  investigation  could  take  place.  To 
grant  the  inquiry  asked  for  would  be 
urasnal  and  exceptional,  and  that  was 
&  proceeding  to  oe  discouraged.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  avowing  that  he 
disliked  anything  outside  the  ordinary 
eoarse  of  the  law.  \_Ironieal  ehser$!^ 
There  was  one  and  only  one  tribunal  be- 
fcre  which  eontroversies  of  law  or  fact 
eonld  be  properly  adjudicated  upon,  and 
that  was  a  (k»urt  of  Law,  presided  over 
hy  a  Judge,  who  was  acquainted  with 
the  law  and  who  was  unswayed  by  pre- 
jndice.  He  did  not  mistake  the  good- 
natured  cheer  from  below  the  Gang- 
way. But  they  would  have  been 
hi&ng  their  heads  in  the  sand  if  they 
had  net  recognized,  as  the  House  had 
t^Qognized,  that  exceptional  legislation, 
to  whioh  that  cheer  referred,  was 
neoessaiy  to  meet  exceptional  circum- 
Bttmoes.  That,  however,  made  it  more 
neeesaary  to   depart  i^  Uttle  as  pos- 


sible from  the  ordinary  law  in  ordinary 
cases.  But  what  had  occurred? — and 
about  this  there  was  no  controversy. 
Sworn  information  was  laid  before  has 
Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land that  the  meeting  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  had  re- 
ferred, and  which  was  contemplated  to 
be  held  on  the  2nd  of  January,  had 
been  convened  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
nouncing an  individual  wnose  life  would 
not  have  been  safe  if  that  meeting  were 
allowed  to  take  place.  Such  was  the 
evidence  upon  which  the  Government 
acted.  He  (the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland)  would  ask  hon.  Members, 
when  evidence  of  that  kind  was  laid 
before  the  Government,  affirmed  by 
competent  persons,  and  when  care- 
ful inquiries  showed  there  was  rea- 
son to  apprehend  these  anticipations 
were  well  founded,  could  the  Govern- 
ment have  acted  otherwise  than  they 
had  done?  Suppose  an  information  of 
that  kind  was  laid  before  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  the  Government 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  proba- 
bility was  well  founded,  but  did  not  in- 
terfere ;  and  let  it  further  be  supposed 
that  violent  scenes  took  place,  would 
anyone  venture  to  exculpate  the  Go- 
vernment from  the  charge  that  they  had 
disregarded  the  peace  of  the  country  ? 
When  large  bodies  of  men  assembled^ 
even  for  the  most  lawful  purposes^  it 
was  sometimes  difficult,  nay,  even  im- 
possible, to  keep  them  within  the  bounds 
of  peace  and  oraer. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  Has  there  ever  been 
a  riot  in  Ireland  after  a  public  meet- 
ing? 

Thb  SOLIOITOB  GENEBAL  P0& 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsow)  : 
There  had  not,  for  this  reason — that  the 
Government  had  never  interfered — 
^Ironical  cheer8']—he  would  feel  obliged 
if  hon.  Members  would  allow  him  to 
finish  his  sentence — the  Government  had 
not  interfered  except  in  those  cases  where 
such  information  as  that  which  he  had 
mentioned  had  been  laid  before  them. 
The  Government  did  not  interfere  with 
meetings  unless  they  had  evidence  be- 
fore them  that  the  meeting  would  be  at- 
tended with  disturbance.  On  this  par- 
ticular occasion,  as  he  had  said,  sworn 
information  was  laid  before  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  as  to  the  nature  and  object 
of  the  meeting.  Upon  that  sworn  evi- 
dence the  Lord  lieutenant  issued  hi& 
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Proclamation,  upon  the  face  of  whioli 
was  shown  the  reason  of  the  Gt>yem- 
ment  interference,  and  the  effect  of  which 
was  not  to  make  the  meeting  legal  or 
illegal,  but  to  caution  the  people  that  if 
they  took  part  in  a  meeting  of  that  kind 
the  J  would  render  themselves  .subject  to 
the  consequences  of  the  law.  That  Pro- 
clamation was  accordingly  widely  pub- 
lished. He  thought ,  as  well  as  he  could 
recollect,  that  it  was  torn  down  in  many 
places  in  Drogheda;  but  that  was  be- 
side the  matter.  Representations  were 
made  by  those  supposed  to  have  in- 
fluence in  Drogheda,  to  the  magistrates, 
that  the  meeting  would  not  take  place. 
Another  meeting  was  about  to  take  place 
near  Dundalk,  which  was  only  a  few 
miles  distance,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  was  going, 
and  which  was  not  proclaimed  at  afi. 
That  was  an  instance  of  how  carefully 
the  Government  drew  the  line  of  dis- 
tin(ition  with  regard  to  such  meetings. 
In  consequence  of  the  representations  to 
which  he  had  referred,  that  nothing 
would  take  place  at  Dro^^heda  of  a  dis- 
turbing character,  he  behoved  nearly  all 
the  pouce  and  magistrates  were  removed 
from  the  town.  The  hon.  Member  was 
going  down  on  Saturday,  and  the 
meeting  was  to  have  taken  place  in 
Droffh^a  on  Sunday.  Saturday  was 
market  day  in  Drogheda.  The  town  was 
full  with  people ;  there  were  no  police 
there,  and  suddenly  a  large  meeting  was 
convened  in  the  very  town  and  in  the 
very  place  in  which  the  meeting  was  an- 
nounced to  be  held  on  the  following  day. 
It  was  not  going  too  far  to  say  that  any- 
body would  reasonably  suppose  that  that 
was  the  meeting  of  the  following  day 
called  by  anticipation.  It  was  not  a 
casual  meeting  at  all  of  a  fortuitous 
concourse  of  people.  It  was  convened 
by  posters  sent  out,  and  by  bellmen  sent 
round  to  announce  it.  In  that  state  of 
things  a  large  number  of  people  were 
convened  on  the  spot  where  the  meeting 
which  was  to  have  been  hold  the  follow- 
ing day  had  been  prohibited,  in  the 
very  neighbourhood  where  danger  was 
apprehended,  and  under  circumstances 
precisely  similar  to  those  under  which 
the  meeting  to  be  held  on  the  following 
day  had  been  prohibited.  Now,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  position  of  a 
magistrate  in  Ireland  at  idl  times,  and 
especially  in  these  times,  was  a  most 
peculiar  and  a  most  responsible  one.    A 
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man  filling  that  office  mnst  possett  gnat 
courage  combined  with  tact,  judgment, 
and  temper — ^he  must  act  not  as  Uioagh 
he  was  the  master  of  the  people,  whidi 
he  was  not,  but  as  the  servant  of  the 
law,  which  he  was,  and  he  must  have 
nerve  enough  and  knowledge  enough  to 
act  upon  the  spur  of  the  moment  sad 
upon  his   own  responsibility.     In  the 
present  case,   it  was    fortunate,  as  it 
appeared,  that  the  hon.   Member  who 
had    brought    this   matter    under  the 
notice  of  the  House  was  present  at  the 
meeting  in  question,  because  he  had 
advised  the  people  to  disperse  qoietiy, 
and  they  had  followed  his  advice.    He 
had  heard  with  regret  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber say  that  if   the  people  had  had 
weapons  in  their  hands  he  should  have 
advised  them  to  use  them.  He  thought, 
however,  that  the  hon.  Member  did  him- 
self an  injustice  in  making  that  state- 
ment, and  that  he  misjudged  his  own 
disposition,  because  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  thought 
twice  before  he  gave  the  peo^e  soch 
disastrous  advice.    The  hon.  Member 
was,  perhaps,  a  little  over-anxioaB  to 
show  that  he  had  the  courage  of  his 
opinions;  but  he  did  not  beueve  that 
he  would  really  have  incited  the  people 
to  bloodshed.    It  happened,  howefer, 
fortunately,  that  no  collision  oocorred 
between  the  people  and  the  police,  and 
that  everything  passed  ofiP  quietly,  while 
the  legitimate  object  of  the  meeting  was 
attained  when  it  was  adjourned  to  the 
hotel,  where  no  ill  consequences  could 
result  from  holding  it.    It  was  aveiy 
different  thing  to  hold  a  meeting  in  a 
building  and  to  hold  one  out-of-doors, 
where  no  control  could  be  exercised  over 
the   passions    of   the    multitude.    Mr. 
lioyd,  believing  that  this   out-of-door 
meeting  was  a  mere  anticipation  of  that 
which  had  been  prohibited,  and  that  its 
objects  were  the  same,  and  were  esca- 
lated to  endanger  personal  safety,  had 
taken  upon  himself  the  responsibility  of 
putting  an  end  to  it ;  and  he  must  con- 
fess that,  had  he  been  in  Mr.  Lloyd's 
place  on  the  occasion,  acting  on  his  re- 
sponsibility as  a  conservator  of  the  pub- 
lic safety,  he  should  have  felt  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  have  required  that  meeting 
to  disperse.  Everything  had,  fortunatelyi 
terminated  peaceably,  and  nothing  mors 
would  have  been  heard  of  it  had  it  not 
become  a  subject  of  newspaper  oontro- 
versy.  The  witty  Canon  (Sidney  Smitb} 
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liad  said  tliat  there  were  three  things 
which  ereiy  man  thought  he  oould  do- 
Arm  a  small  quantity  of  land,  drive  a 
gig,  and  write  a  letter  to  a  newspaper. 
Unfortunately,  Mr.  Lloyd  had  thought 
that  he  could  do  the  last,  and  lie  accord- 
ingly addressed  a  letter  to  a  newspaper, 
which  he  had  much  better  have  put  into 
tiiefire,  as  it  had  immediately  challenged 
eontroverffy.  It  was  said  that  Mr.  Lloyd's 
statement  was  contradicted  by  the  state- 
ments of  hi^ily  respectable   Catholic 
dergjnoien.     Everyone  who  knew  any- 
thing about    the    matter  or  had  any 
knowledge  of  Lreland  must  admit  the 
immense  and  important  influence  which 
the  Catholic  clergy  in  Lreland  exercised 
—and  often    exercised — in   the    inte- 
rests of  peace  and  order ;  and  most  cer- 
tainly it  would  have  been  veiy  wrong, 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Lloyd  or  of  anybody 
else,  to  have  said  to  a  Catholic  clergy- 
man,  or  to  any  other  of  Her  Majesty's 
sabjects — ''  If  you   do  not  disperse  I 
will  shoot  you  down."     He  was  elad  to 
be  able  to  state  that  Mr.  Lloyd  most 
emnhatically  denied  that  he  had  used 
SQui  lanffuage.    The  hon.  Member  said 
that  he  had  heard  Mr.  Lloyd  use  lan- 
guage to  that  effect ;  but  even  he  could 
not  bind  himself  to  remember  the  exact 
vords,   while  two  Catholic  clergymen 
nndertook    to  give  what   they    stated 
to  be  the  identical  words.    Clergymen, 
however,  were  not  more  infallible  in 
point  of  memory  than  anybody  else,  and 
It  most  be  remembered  that  all  parties 
were  speaking  of  what  occurrea  seven 
months  ago,  at  a  moment  when  great 
enatement  prevailed  on  all  sides.  Under 
all  these  circumstances,  he  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  press  his  Motion ; 
and  he  asked  the  House  not  to  weaken 
the  action  of  justice  and  the  arm  of  the 
law  in  Ireland  under  trying    circum- 
itaneesof  extreme  difficulty  by  unneces- 
aarily  casting  censure  upon  those  who 
were  called  upon  to  administer  justice 
fhore.    K  any  wrong  had  been  done  to 
indiTidoals,  the  ordinary  remedies  which 
the  law  afforded  to  everyone  were  open 
to  them. 

Ma.  O'SULLiyAN  said,  that  for 
noTB  reasons  than  one  he  supported  the 
Uotion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
br  Wexford.  He  ^^ed  with  the  So- 
lictor Qeneral  for  £«land  that  nearly 
WTCODL  months  had  elapsed  since  the 
•ftif  occoned  in  Droeneda ;  but  how 
Btfmy  times  since  had  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd 

YOL,  OGLXIY.    [thxbp  sxeibs.] 


attempted  to  tyrannize  over  the  people 
of  Limerick  County  f  

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  pob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.M.  Johnson)  rose  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  know  if  the  hon. 
Member  should  not  confine  himself  to 
the  terms  oi  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  which  had  only  relation  to  the 
occurrence  at  Drogheda. 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  in  Order. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN,  continuing, 
thought  he  was  quite  right  in  alluding 
to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Lloyd,  as  this  was 
a  Motion  asking  for  an  investigation 
into  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Lloyd  as  a  Go- 
vernment official.  Was  is  not  a  fact 
that  this  eentleman  attempted  to  tyran- 
nize over  the  people  of  the  County  Lime- 
rick on  several  occasions  ?  Anyone  who 
was  acquainted  with  the  history  of  179ti 
must  be  aware  that  it  was  the  action  of 
such  men  as  Mr.  Lloyd  that  drove  the 
people  into  revolt ;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  if  there  were  ten  or  a  dozen  such 
men  scattered  over  Ireland  they  would 
be  able  to  drive  the  people  into  revolt 
and  desperation.  In  KilmaUock  he  had 
given  both  offence  and  annoyance  to  the 
people  of  that  district.  On  one  occa- 
sion he  had  directed  the  police  to  sum- 
mon four  respectable  ladies  who  were 
standing  in  the  street  waiting  for  a  lady 
friend,  because,  as  he  said,  they  had 
used  impertinent  language  to  the  police ; 
and  the  policeman  who  prosecuted  stated 
that  the  only  impertinent  language  they 
had  used  was  that  they  called  him 
"Lloyd's  Pet."  Of  course,  the  sum- 
mons was  dismissed.  Yeir  shortly  after 
that,  Mr.  Lloyd  summoned  a  delicate  old 
woman  about  70  years  of  age,  and  sen- 
tenced her  to  six  months'  imprisonment, 
or  to  give  substantial  bail,  tor  abusing 
another  woman.  When  two  respectable 
and  substantial  bailsmen  came  before 
him  he  refused  to  accept  them ;  but  he 
accepted  them  afterwards,  after  keeping 
that  unfortunate  woman  a  fortnight  in 
gaol.  Again,  when  he  saw  three  or 
four  respectable  farmers  or  shopkeepers 
standing  together  in  the  street  he  sent 
his  police  to  disperse  them,  or  to  take 
down  their  names,  as  though  he  were 
lord  and  master  of  the  place  for  the 
time  being.  He  asked  the  Govern- 
ment were  they  going  to  withhold  an 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  a  gentleman 
ffmlty  of  such  conduct  as  Uiat?  He 
(Mr.  O'Sullivan)  had  seen  on  one  occa?. 
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sion  prisoners    taken    to    the    private 
residence  of    Mr.   Lloyd,   and   sent  to 

5 risen  after  the  investigation  made  there, 
'hough  anyone  might  be  mistaken  as  to 
words  used,  he  could  hardly  be  mis- 
taken as  to  an  actual  fact  like  that. 
Why,  then,  had  Mr.  Lloyd  put  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  a  false 
position  by  allowing  him  to  deny  that 
he  had  ever  convicted  men  at  his  private 
residence  ?  Again,  in  the  case  of  the 
poor  woman  Coleman,  it  was  at  first 
said  that  she  was  only  one  night  in 
prison ;  but  it  was  afterwards  admitted 
that  she  was  in  gaol  for  16  nights.  In 
point  of  fact,  he  (Mr.  O'SuUivan)  knew 
that  three  of  the  replies  that  had  been 
made  in  that  House  on  behalf  of,  and 
on  the  information  of,  Mr.  Lloyd,  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  were 
not  in  accordance  with  the  facts.  He 
also  knew,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  that  he 
used  the  Coercion  Act  for  the  purpose  of 
personal  vindictiveness.  He  cnallenged 
the  Solicitor  General  to  show  any  charge 
against  two  men  arrested  in  Kilfinane 
under  the  Coercion  Act  named  Daniel 
Beardon  and  Francis  Allen,  except 
simply  and  solely  that  they  had  refused 
to  supply  cars  to  Mr.  Lloyd  and  the 
police.  He  challenged  him  to  show 
any  charge  against  Andrew  Mortel  and 
Edward  O'Neill,  who  had  also  been  ar- 
rested, except  that  they  collected  money 
to  pay  a  fine  of  £3  and  costs  which  Mr. 
Lloyd  had  imposed  upon  two  men  and  a 
married  woman  in  his  private  residence. 
O'Neill  and  Mortel  collected  money  for 
the  purpose  from  the  shopkeepers  of  the 
town,   and   went  to  the  barracks  and 

Said  the  fine  and  costs ;  and  in  three 
ays  afterwards  a  warrant  was  down 
from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  the  arrest 
of  these  two  men.  It  was  alleged  that 
they  had  coerced  people  to  subscribe  the 
money;  but  he  (Mr.  O'Sullivan)  was 
prepared  to  prove  by  the  statement  of 
the  shopkeers  who  subscribed  the  money 
that  they  had  given  their  subscriptions 
voluntanly.  Ho  got  a  declaration  to 
that  effect  from  all  the  subscribers, 
which  he  sent  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Irel^d  to  show  that  the  sub- 
scribers were  not  coerced  in  any  sense  of 
the  word.  He  said  that  the  tyrannical 
action  of  Mr.  Lloyd  was  indulged  in  to 
gratify  his  own  private  vindictiveness, 
and  not  to  defend  or  uphold  the  law. 
He  thouffht  it  a  very  fJEdse  position  for 
a  Liberal  Oovemment  to  oooupy  if  they 

Mr.  ffSMwan 


withheld  an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of 
a  man  who  haa  brought  .such  discredit 
upon  the  administration  of  justice  in 

Ireland.  

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  conduct  of  Mr.  ClifiPord 
Lloyd  was  to  be  called  in  question  that 
day,  or  he  would  have  provided  himself 
with  information  respecting  theprooeed- 
ings  of  that  gentleman,  which  might 
have  helped  the  House  to  a  decision  on 
the  subject.  But  let  them  look  at  the 
matter  as  it  was  put  before  them  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy). 
What  was  the  pith  of  the  charge  ?  Here 
was  a  legal  meeting  being  held  in  a 
peaceable  town  for  a  peaceable  purpoee, 
and  in  quite  a  constitutional  way.  The 
gentleman  was  not  a  magistrate  of  the 
town,  nor,  he  believed,  of  the  county ; 
but  he  dispersed  the  gathering  by  a 
body  of  armed  men,  and  in  dispersing  it 
used  language  that  was  calculated  to 
rouse  angry  passions,  if  not  to  excite  to 
a  breach  of  the  peace.  There  was  no 
question  as  to  the  facts.  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  in  his  very  tempe- 
rate statement,  had  substantially  ad- 
mitted the  accusation,  and  he  had  given 
it  as  his  o^ionion  that  the  languaM 
used  was  'objectionable.  Now,  he  (lu. 
J.  Cowen)  wished  to  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men near  him  how  they  would  have 
acted  and  what  they  would  have  said  if 
a  meetinff  held  for  a  like  purpose  under 
like  conditions  had  been  forcibly  dis- 
persed in  any  English  town  ?  He  knew 
it  was  useless  appealing  to  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Irish  Executive  in  that 
House ;  and  he  knew,  too,  that  am>eal8  to 
the  ordinary  followers  of  the  MiniatiT 
would  be  equally  futile.  But  there  stiU 
must  be— and  he  knew  there  were-* 
some  who  had  not  altogether  forsotten 
the  Badical  principles  they  proroesed, 
and  upon  which  they  had  been  returned 
to  that  House.  He  asked  them  to  make 
the  case  their  own  and  conceive— if  in 
any  of  their  constituencies  such  action 
had  been  taken  by  a  magistrate— what 
would  have  been  their  attitude  to  the 
governing  authorities.  He  had  an  in- 
stinctive dislike  of  personal  qtianrda^ 
and  he  regretted  that  this  question 
should  have  to  hinge  in  any  way  upon 
the  character  of  an  official.  He  dwed 
say  that  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  was  a  vaiy 
honourable  man,  that  according  to  hSi 
lights  he  was  conscientious,  and,  Uke  the 
most  of  them,  well-meaning.    But  lie 
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liad  been  a  soldiery  and  he  earned  the 
pnustioea  of  the  barrabk-yard  into  poli- 
ties.   He  was  a  strict  and  unbending 
martinet.    He  ordered  the  people  about 
in  eremi  shazjrar  terms  than  he  would 
have  spoken  to  soldiers  upon  parade. 
And  when  they  fkuled  to  comply  with 
Ids  orders  he  cud  not  hesitate  to  strain 
flie  law  to  punish  them.    The  Solicitor 
Genenl  for  XreUnd  had  said  that  men 
m.  authority  should  use  their  powers 
witii  tact    and   judgment.     He   quite 
agreed  with  that  statement ;  and  it  was 
beeanae  Mr.  Lloyd    did   not   use  his 
powers  with  tact  and  judgment  that 
WMStk  incessant  complaints  were  made 
■gunst  him.  Irelana  was  in  a  disturbed 
and  excited  state.  The  Government  had 
narer  ceased  to  proclaim  this  all  the 
Seaaion.  The  veriest  tyro  in  administra- 
lian  knew  that  in  ruling  a  people  in 
audi   a   temper   reasonable    allowance 
shonTd  be  made.    The  law,  it  was  true, 
had  to  be  enforced.     If  there  was  no 
law  there  would  be  tyranny.   But  there 
were  different  means  of  enforcing  the 
law.    Sometimes  it  was  enforced  in  such 
a  way  as  to  bring  it  into  contempt.    At 
other  times  its  enforcement  earned  for 
HbB  law  and  the  lawmakers  respect.    In 
tte  N<»ih  of  England,  during  a  period 
eC  excitement  quite  as  great  as  now  ex- 
iated  in  Ireland  Sir  Charles  Napier  was 
m  command  of  the  military  forces,  and 
he  had  under  him,  as  his  chief  officer, 
fte  late  Lord  Clyde.    Notwithstanding 
flie  diatorbed  condition  of  the  populace, 
fliere    was — through  the  wisdom  and 
sonaideration  of  &ese  judicious  com- 
■anders — no  collision  with  the  authori- 
ties. This  was  set  out  with  great  minute- 
asss  in  the  lives  of  these  two  distin- 
gidshed  officers,  and  might  be  studied 
vilh  advantage  bv  those  charged  with 
fte  government  oi  Ireland  at  this  mo- 
— nt.    The  tact  and  judgment  of  the 
tvo  men  he  had  mentioned  saved  £ng- 
hmd  fiom  bloodshed  and  serious  dis- 
ndar.    There  were  three  qualities  re- 
snired  in  dealing  with  the  £ish  people. 
Those  were  fimmess,  justice,  and  sym- 
psfliy.    The  law  shomd  be  firmly  as- 
sated,  joatioe  should  be  impartially  ad- 
ainistered,  and  there  should  be,  on  the 
psrt  of  ito  administrators,  reasonable 
nguii  tor  the  troubles  and  distress  of 
fte  people.     Ur.  Clifford  Lloyd  had  not 
Aown  £eae  qualities,  and  other  magis- 
I  in  Ireland  had  been  equally  de- 
Henoe  the  state  of  duronic  irri- 


tation that  was  kept  up.  He  had  a 
strong  objection  to  make  anyone  a  vic- 
tim— even  so  unattractive  a  person  as 
Mr.  Lloyd — and  he  knew  it  was  easy  to 
make  a  set  at  a  man  when  popular  feel- 
ing was  against  him.  But  he  was  bound 
to  say  this — that  he  had  been  in  Ireland 
sundry  times  recently,  and  had  had 
some  opportunity  of  learning  the  opinion 
entertained  of  Mr.  Lloyd's  administra- 
tion. He  was  stating  the  simple  fact 
when  he  said  that  men  of  all  classes  in 
the  districts  over  which  that  magistrate 
ruled  regarded  him  as  a  source  of  dis- 
like and  an  incitement  to  discontent. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Drogheda  (Mr. 
Whitworth) — who  certainly  had  uttle 
in  common  with  Gentlemen  opposite — 
knew  Mr.  Lloyd,  and  declared  that  he  was 
nothing  short  of  a  firebrand.  And  yet 
he  was  not  only  now  in  office,  but  he 
was  held  up  as  a  pattern  by  the  Irish 
Secretary.  It  was  just  this  sort  of  ad- 
ministration that  created  Irish  troubles. 
Measures  devised  in  that  House  with  the 
best  intentions  and  conceived  with  the 
most  beneficent  purpose  were  intrusted 
for  their  execution  to  unsympathetic 
officials.  And  these  officials  fought 
against  them  and  defeated  them.  The 
designs  of  Parliament  were  thus  ren- 
dered inoperative.  It  was  well  to  recog- 
nize the  iBLCt  that  in  England  there  were 
political  and  social  opinions  that  per- 
meated all  classes — the  aristocratic,  the 
trading,  and  the  industrial.  If  you  cut 
a  line  through  English  society  you  would 
find  opinions  mingling  freely  amongst 
all  these  social  layers.  In  Ireland  it 
was  different.  The  ruling  caste  which 
constituted  the  upper  strata  held  certain 
political,  social,  or  religious  opinions. 
The  ordinary  people  held  entirely  oppo- 
site views.  There  was  no  intermingling 
of  classes,  and  it  ought  to  be  the  duty 
of  a  wise  Government  to  bring  the  two 
sections  into  harmony.  It  was  men  like 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  who  prevented  that 
end  bein^  attained.  He  did  not  wish  to 
do  Mr.  l3oyd  or  anyone  else  any  injury ; 
but  if  the  Ministry  could  give  him  an- 
other office  under  more  congenial  con- 
ditions, he  felt  sure  the  wheels  of 
Irish  administration  would  revolve  more 
smoothly. 

Mk.  LEAMY  said,  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  had  admitted  that  if  Mr. 
Lloyd  had  used  the  language  attributed 
to  him  at  Drogheda  he  would  have  acted 
in  a  most  illegal  and  improper  manner, 
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and  that  the  parties  aggrieved  oould  have 
gone  to  the  ordinary  tribunals  for  a  re- 
medy. But  if  the  Government  were  not 
satisfied  with  ordinary  tribunals,  why 
should  the  people  have  to  go  to  ordinary 
tribunals  when  the  ordinary  law  was  sus- 
pended, when  the  liberties  of  the  people 
were  taken  away  by  informers,  and  the 
affairs  of  the  people  were  put  into  the 
hands  of  magistrates  in  whom  they  had 
no  confidence  ?  Now,  Mr.  Lloyd  was  not 
above  suspicion.  On  the  contrary,  there 
was  a  direct  charge  against  him  that  he 
had  used  language  which,  as  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  had  said,  no 
person  should  have  used.  Why,  then, 
did  not  the  Government  institute  an  in- 
quiry whether  that  language  had  been 
used  ?  If  Mr.  Lloyd  did  use  that  lan- 
guage he  was  unfit  to  be  a  magistrate. 
He  was  lately  sent  into  a  district  where 
he  could  have  no  sympathy  with  the 
people,  and  it  was  manifest  that  he  had 
created  the  feeling  of  irritation  which 
prevailed  in  that  locality  at  present.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  0' Sullivan)  properly  observed  that 
a  dozen  Clifford  Lloyds  would  produce 
a  revolt  in  Ireland.  He  should  have  no 
objection  to  see  a  dozen  Clifford  Lloyds 
in  Ireland,  because  it  would  open  the 
eyes  of  the  Irish  people  to  the  character 
of  the  men  placea  over  them,  and  show 
them  that  the  worst  enemy  to  Irish  free- 
dom was  a  Whig  Government  which 
pretended  to  be  Liberal. 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  hoped  the 
debate  would  not  be  continued,  as  the 
House  had  met  on  an  unusual  day  for 
the  purpose  of  making  progress  with 
the  Estimates.  He  did  not  think  that 
anyone  could  have  given  a  more  con- 
ciliatory answer  than  Uiat  given  by  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  and  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  a  very 
graceful  act  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  if  he 
had  said  he  did  not  wish  to  press  the 
matter  further.  The  debate  would  be 
duly  reported  in  the  Irish  papers,  and 
that  was  one  reason  why  the  Home 
Itule  Members  wished  to  continue  it. 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  a 
short  time  ago  took  objection  to  the 
Amendment  on  a  point  of  Order;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair 
ruled  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex- 
ford was  not  technically  out  of  Order. 
At  first  sight,  the  Amendment  appeared 
to  be  directed  only  to  what  took  plaoe  on 


the  1st  of  January;  but  a  careful  read- 
ing of  the  Amendment  would  show  that 
it  asked  for  an  inquiry  into  the  general 
conduct  of  Mr.  Lloyd.  With  regard  to 
what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen)  about 
firmness,  justice,  and  sjrmpathy,  he 
would  only  say,  while  agreeing  in  the 
necessity  for  firmness  and  justice,  how 
on  earth  could  Mr.  Lloyd  have  sympathy 
with  a  people  who  were  excited  against 
him  as  the  people  of  his  district  seemed 
to  have  been  f 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
thought  it  was  unfair  to  insinuate  that 
Irish  Members  brought  forward  this 
question  solely  to  get  their  speeches  re- 
ported in  the  newspapers,  [^r.  Wab- 
ton:  I  did  not  say  solely.]  It  was  a 
fundamental  rule  in  that  House  that 
Grievance  should  come  before  Supply. 
As  long  as  they  had  their  Irish  Friends 
in  the  House,  it  was  natural  that  thej 
should  bring  forward  the  grievances  of 
Ireland.  He  thought  in  this  instance 
what  was  at  least  a  very  strong  case  for 
inquiry  had  been  made  out.  They  had, 
first  of  all|  had  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (llr. 
O'Sullivan).  In  addition  to  them,  thej 
had  the  corroborative  and  independent 
testimony  of  the  hon.  Member  for  New* 
castle  (Mr.  J.  Cowen).  It  was  a  serioiu 
thing  that  these  charges  should  be 
brouffht  against  a  man  in  a  responsible 
position,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  they 
ought  to  be  inquired  into.  They  had 
spent  a  great  part  of  the  Session  in  the 
endeavour  to  send  a  message  of  peace 
to  Ireland ;  but  there  oould  be  no  mes- 
sage of  peace  that  was  not  one  of  jus- 
tice— that  was  the  only  foundation  of 
peace'in  any  community — and  there  were, 
in  his  opinion,  good  grounds  for  asking 
whether  or  not  justice  had  been  done  in 
this  case.  He  should  be  glad  to  see  the 
discussion  brought  to  a  close,  so  that  the 
House  might  get  into  Committee  ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  hoped  the  (Govern- 
ment would  agree,  even  at  the  last  mo- 
ment, to  order  an  inquiry  into  the  sab- 
j  ect  now  before  the  House.  There  oould 
be  no  harm  in  inquiry. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  happened  to 
be  connected  with  the  district  referred 
to  in  the  Amendment,  and  he  was  sorry 
to  say  that  the  observation  of  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  that  any  state- 
ment made  seven  months  after  die  dat9 
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refbired  to  oould  not  be  rery  reliable 
was  more  disingenuous  than  usual.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not 
mention  that  the  letter  of  the  Catholic 
dergyman  was  written  the  next  day, 
when  there  oould  be  no  such  defect  of 
memory  as  he  suggested.  He  (Mr. 
Gallan)  had  intenriewed  the  magistrates, 
and  he  was  assured  by  them  that  the 
description  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Drogheda  (Mr.  Whitworth)  of  Mr.  Clif- 
ford Uoyd  was  correct— that  he  was  "a 
pofitical  firebrand."  It  was,  therefore, 
a  great  mistake  to  send  this  firebrand 
farther  South  among  inflammable  ma- 
terial. It  was  said  that  Mr.  Lloyd 
denied  using  the  lanmage  but  seyeral 
magistrates  and  two  Catholic  clergymen 
affirmed  that  he  had  used  the  words. 
Why  should  there  not  be  a  sworn 
inquiry?  If  Mr.  lioyd  escaped,  the 
clergymen  and  magistrates  would  be 
covered  with  confusion.  He  thought 
the  question  would  be  best  raised  on  the 
Vote  for  the  Chief  Secretary's  salary, 
and  he  hoped  the  Motion  would  not  now 
be  pressed. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  said,  they  had  no 
reason  to  regret  the  absence  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  because  nothing  could  be  in 
better  taste  than  the  speedi  of  the  Soli- 
citor Oeneral  for  Ireland,  which  was  in 
marked  contrast  with  that  they  usually 
experienced  fix>m  the  Chief  Secretary ; 
bat,  at  the  same  time,  he  did  not  concur 
in  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
arguments.  He  thought,  however,  if 
speeches  were  delivered  in  a  similar  tone 
on  Irish  questions,  there  would  be  fewer 
scenes  in  that  House.  He  must  also 
express  his  gratification  at  seeing  the 
Motion  receive  the  support  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
Bon)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Oowen).  As  to  Mr.  Clifford 
lAoyd,  he  asked  English  Members  simply 
to  look  at  the  performances  of  that 
person  in  KilmaUock  and  decide  whe- 
ther or  not  he  was  a  firebrand.  He  be- 
Kered  the  Coercion  Act  had  been  passed 
toider  falsepretences. 

Mb.  SPiLiKEB:  The  hon.  Member 
is  travelling  beyond  the  Question  before 
the  House. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  said,  he  desired  to 
allnde  to  the  Coercion  Act  because  Mr. 
Clifford  lioyd  was  engaged  in  adminis- 
torinff  ity  and  he  thought  he  was  entitled 
to  refer  to  the  esoeptional  state  of  things 
vhieh  eziited  in  Inland  under  the  Act. 


Hon.  Members  opposite,  he  was  of  opi- 
nion, were  induced  to  support  the  Go- 
vernment in  passing  the  Coercion  Act 
by  the  belief  that  it  would  be  worked  in 
a  careful,  impartial,  and  just  spirit.  If 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  was  allowed  to  ad- 
minister that  Act,  there  was  no  question 
that  injustice  would  be  perpetrated  in 
Ireland  such  as  hon.  Oentlemen  who 
voted  in  favour  of  the  Act  never  antici- 
pated. The  Badical  Members  who 
Drought  into  existence  this  state  of 
affairs  by  the  support  they  gave  to  the 
Oovemment  were  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  the  Act,  and  therefore 
the^  should  insist  upon  the  Government 
seemg  that  the  reins  of  power  were  not 
placed  in  the  hands  of  men  against  whom 
the  people  had,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
formed  the  opinion  that  they  were  partial 
and  unjust,  if  the  Government  believed 
the  men  they  had  appointed  to  work  the 
Act  were  impartial  and  honest,  let  them  go 
into  the  charges  which  had  been  made, 
and  prove  them  to  be  baseless.  With  re- 
gard to  the  message  of  peace  to  Ireland, 
he  thought  it  was  utterly  absurd  for  hon. 
Members  to  talk  and  delude  the  Go- 
vernment by  making  them  believe  that 
the  Land  Bill  would  be  a  message  of 
peace  to  Ireland  so  long  as  conduct  of 
this  kind  was  allowed  to  proceed.  If 
this  conduct  continued,  it  must  be  by 
men  like  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  who  created 
disturbances  instead  of  quelling  them. 
The  first  thing  the  Government  ought  to 
do  was  to  establish  the  principle  of  jus- 
tice in  Ireland,  and  re-establish  the 
Srinciple  of  liberty ;  and  until  that  was 
one,  it  was  entirely  absurd  to  think 
that  anything  in  the  shape  of  a  messas^ 
of  peace  womd  be  seen  in  the  Land  Bm, 
or  any  other  measure  the  House  might 
pass. 

Mb.  O'EELLY  remarked,  that  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  recom- 
mended the  people  to  appeal  to  the  law 
if  they  felt  aggrieved.  He  had  some 
experience  of  appealing  to  the  law  in  a 
case  similar  to  this.  But  he  found 
that,  instead  of  having  to  deal  with  a 
magistrate  upon  a  plain  and  simple 
issue,  he  had  to  face  the  British  Go- 
vernment. He  had  in  his  hand  the  de- 
fenoe  filed  in  the  action  he  instituted 
against  Mr.  Harvey,  B.M.,  for  assault, 
and  he  found  it  was  prepared  by  Mr. 
Anderson,  the  Crown  Solicitor,  and 
printed  at  the  expense  of  the  British 
taxpayer.     Instead  of  replying  to  the 
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simple  question  his  action  raised,  the 
document  contained  a  long  political  in- 
dictment, which,  in  fact,  was  substan- 
tially the  same  as  that  preferred  against 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  and  others  at  the  State 
trials  in  DubHn.  It  was,  therefore,  ab- 
surd to  talk  of  appealing  to  the  law 
when  they  had  to  fight  the  British  Oo- 
vernment.  The  hon.  Member  was  pro- 
ceeding to  refer  to  a  meeting  at  which 
some  Orangemen  appeared,  when 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  fail  to  see  the 
connection  between  the  matter  now 
being  discussed  and  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Lloyd,  which  is  the  subject  of  the 
Amendment  before  the  House. 

Mb.  O'EELLY  said,  he  thought  he 
was  within  his  right  and  within  Order 
in  replying  to  the  statement  of  the  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  that  the  Oo- 
vernment  never  interfered  with  these 
meetings  except  upon  sworn  informa- 
tion. Of  course,  if  he  was  passing  be- 
yond his  right — ■ — 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
is  replying  to  some  observations  of  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  I  have  no 
wish  to  interfere. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  said,  it  was,  no  doubt, 
true  that  the  Government  never  inter- 
fered with  a  meeting  except  on  sworn 
information ;  but  that  statement,  if 
accepted  literally,  would  convey  a  very 
wrong  impression  to  the  House.  The 
great  point  was,  what  steps  would  the 
Government  take  to  examine  into  the 
validity  of  the  sworn  informations? 
There  was  a  meeting  to  have  been  held 
in  County  Fermanagh  a  short  time  since, 
and,  upon  its  becoming  known,  the  ma- 
gistrates of  the  district  in  which  the 
meeting  was  to  be  held,  who  were  also 
landlords  and  land  agents,  got  two  or 
three  of  their  understrappers  to  get  a 
bill  printed  to  the  Orangemen  of  the 
county,  and  the  meeting  was  conse- 
quently stopped.  The  Orangemen  had 
no  intention  of  interfering  with  the  meet- 
ing at  the  time  of  the  issuing  of  the  bill 
by  the  men  who  appealed  to  Dublin 
Castle  to  suppress  the  meeting.  The 
magistrates  who  appealed  to  Dublin 
Castle  to  suppress  the  meeting  he  had 
referred  to  were  aware  of  the  origin  of 
the  placard  issued  to  the  Orangemen. 
They  knew  the  men  who  had  caused 
this  placard  to  be  posted,  and  they  were 
perfeotlv  well  aware  that  there  was  not 
the  Blightest  intention  on  the  part  of  the 


Orangemen  to  oome  into  collision  with 
the  people  who  attended  the  meeting ; 
yet  they  walked  down  and  absolutely 
dispersed  the  meeting  by  force,  without 
the  slightest  justificauon.  There  was  not 
the  slightest  cause  to  apprehend  any 
disturbance.  Now,  that  was  one  of  tha 
difficulties  they  had  to  deal  with  in  Ire- 
land. If  the  House  did  not  interfere  to 
prevent  the  Government  acting  upon 
these  sworn  informations  until  they  had 
ascertained  the  accuracy  of  them,  the 
right  of  public  meeting  in  Ireland  would 
be  gone.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
assent  to  the  reasonable  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford,  for  he  could 
not  imagine  a  doubt  existing  in  the  mind 
of  anyone  that  Mr.  Lloyd  was  a  dan- 
gerous, violent,  and  excitable  man, 
whose  presence  in  the  South  was  certain 
to  lead  to  mischief.  As  to  Mr.  Harvey, 
he  was,  perhaps,  worse  than  Mr.  Lloyd. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsok)  wished 
to  mention  that  Mr.  Harvey  was  defend- 
ing himself  in  an  action  for  assault  by 
the  hon.  Member  at  his  own  expense  and 
through  his  own  solicitors. 

Mb.  BYRNE  was  of  opinion  that,  in- 
asmuch as  these  charges  against  Mr. 
Lloyd  had  been  made  and  supported, 
the  Government,  if  they  were  jeiGLloas  of 
their  reputation  and  the  honour  of  their 
officials,  should  be  fair  and  straight- 
forward, and  allow  the  investigation 
asked  for  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  to  take  place.  The 
hon.  Member's  proposal  was  a  vexr  rea- 
sonable one.  Tids  was  not  a  small  mat- 
ter, but  a  very  serious  affair,  for  Mr. 
Lloyd  had  the  lives  and  liberties  of  a 
laree  number  of  people  under  his  con- 
trol. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  if  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  really 
meant  to  refuse  the  assurance  desLred 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  and  other  hon.  (Gen- 
tlemen ?  

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  sob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
it  was  not  in  his  power  to  give  such  an 
assurance;  but  he  had  distinctly  pointed 
out  the  course  open  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  75 ;  Noes 
18  :  Majority  57.  —  (Div.  LiBt,  No. 
859.) 


Digitized  by 


Google 


11S8 


ITa/oy—Ncnif  tmi         |  Avousr  6,  1 881 )        Ikeiyard  Officii, 


1134 


NAVY— NAVY  AND  DOCKYAED 
OFFICERS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
ihaty  though  he  did  not  wish  to  detain 
ihe  Honse,  he  was  nnfortonately  com- 
pelled to  bring  some  grieTances  con- 
nected with  the  Navy  before  the  House 
in  that  manner  in  consequence  of  the 
extraordinary  conduct  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty.  That  noble  Lord  had 
had  the  unlimited  pretension  to  refuse 
to  receive  Members  of  Parliament  on 
matters  connected  with  their  constitu- 
enciea.  When  a  body  of  Members  con- 
nected with  Dockyard  constituencies  had 
wished  to  see  him  he  had  refused  to  re- 
oeive  them,  and  had  therefore  thrust 
upon  them  the  necessity  of  appealing  to 
their  Constitutional  privileges.  He  had 
no  wish,  nor  had  the  Dockyard  officials 
any  wish,  to  obstruct  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  by  bringing  forward  their 
grievances,  and  he  should  not  have  done 
BO  but  for  the  attitude  taken  by  Lord 
Northbrook  towards  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  might  do  very  well  in  India, 
but  it  was  not  at  all  consistent  with  the 
duties  of  a  Cabinet  Minister  towards  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  people.  The  case 
he  wished  to  bring  before  the  House 
was  that  of  the  old  navigating  officers. 
The  old  officers  now  found  themselves 
completely  eclipsed  by  a  younger  class 
of  men,  so  that  their  position  was  be- 
coming almost  untenable,  and  many  a 
good  appointment  to  which  they  had 
hiliierto  looked  had  been  taken  away 
from  them.  Navigating  lieutenants  and 
staff  commanders  were  constantly  placed 
under  the  orders  of  officers  junior  to 
themselves,  while  their  pay  and  pension 
were  inferior  to  those  of  the  newer  class. 
Now,  a  commander  of  the  new  class  and 
a  lieutenant  detailed  for  navigating 
duties,  after  21  years'  service,  were  en- 
tided  to  a  pension  of  £400  per  annum, 
while  staff  commanders  and  navigating 
lieutenants  were  only  entitled  to  £290. 
It  was  perfectly  plain  that  if  they  had 
the  power  of  addressing  the  Minister 
privately  at  his  residence  on  these  ques- 
tions the  House  would  be  saved  the 
trouble  of  listening  to  details  which 
oould  be  much  better  discussed  in  pri- 
vate than  in  public|;  and  when  Ministers 
were  open  to  that  mode  of  access  it  con- 
duced very  greatly  to  the  quicker  dis- 
charge of  the  Business  of  the  House. 
He  mentioned  the  matter  now  to  call 


the  attention  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  whose  courtesy 
he  was  glad  to  say  none  of  them  could 
complain  of,  to  it.  He  would  also  ask 
his  hon.  Friend  a  question  with  regard 
to  the  warrant  officers.  They  suffered 
under  a  grievance  which  had  been  re- 
cognized, he  thought,  but  not  remedied. 
There  was  aclausemthe  Admiralty  Regu- 
lations called  the  *'  other  ships"  clause, 
the  effect  of  which  was  that  while  other 
officers  in  the  Navy  received  the  same 
pay  whether  they  were  at  sea  or  on  shore, 
the  warrant  officers  were  mulcted  of  £27 
a-year  when^hey  were  in  harbour.  Those 
officers  had  assured  him  that  it  was  quite 
as  expensive  to  live  in  places  like  Ports- 
moutn  and  Plymouth  as  when  they  were 
at  sea.  He  thought  that  matter  ought 
to  be  brought  before  the  House  and  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  in  a  manner 
as  detailed  as  possible,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  the  increase  that  would  be 
involved  in  the  Estimates  if  those  officers 
received  the  same  treatment  as  others  in 
Her  Majesty's  Service  would  be  very 
small  indeed,  and  it  would  render  a 
very  deserving  set  of  men  much  more 
contented  than  they  at  present  were. 
He  should  have  said  something  with  re- 
gard to  the  Boyal  Naval  Engineers ;  but 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ply* 
mouth  had  applied  his  mind  to  that 
question,  and  was  about  to  bring  it  for- 
ward in  Supply,  when,  perhaps,  he  might 
have  the  opportunity  of  saying  a  few 
words.  He  nad  no  wish  to  detain  the 
House,  and  had  brought  forward  that 
question  very  reluctantly,  only  because 
of  the  manner  in  which  he  had  been 
received  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. 

Mb,  PULESTON  thought  this  was 
hardly  the  occasion  to  discuss  this  su))- 
ject,  because  it  seemed  to  him  it  could 
be  better  brought  forward  when  the 
Naval  Estimates  were  under  discussion. 
He  joined  with  the  last  speaker  in  de- 
precating in  the  strongest  manner  the 
unusual  course  taken  by  Lord  North- 
brook  in  refusing  to  receive  a  deputa- 
tion of  Members  representing  Dockyard 
constituencies.  A  number  of  Members 
united  together,  and  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Madiver), 
who  happened  to  be  the  spokesman 
on  that  occasion,  respectfully  asked  for 
an  interview  with  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  in  order  to  lay  before 
him  what  they  considered  to  be  mat* 
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ters  very  material  to  the  public  interest, 
and  desirable  that  he  should  know.  He, 
however,  received  a  reply  couched  in 
the  most  curt  language.  The  IVede- 
cessor  of  the  present  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  reply- 
ing to  a  request  of  some  officials  and 
others  employed  in  the  Dockyards, 
said  he  could  not  entertain  any  state- 
ment of  the  grievances  of  the  officers 
at  the  Admiralty,  but  that  a  fair  and 
full  opportunity  would  be  given  to  all 
parties  employed  in  the  Dockyards  to 
ventilate  their  grievances  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  annual  visit  of  the  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty.  This  was  perfectly  satis- 
factory to  ail;  but  when  the  Lords' 
annual  visitation  came  round  these  pro- 
mises were  set  aside  at  once  with  a  very 
curt  reply,  and  the  officials  were  not 
allowed  to  go  near  them,  or  to  represent 
to  them  in  any  way  their  grievances, 
except  through  their  superior  officers. 
That  course  was  naturally  attended  with 
extreme  inconvenience,  and  must  result 
in  the  discontent  of  men  who  should  be 
encouraged  in  every  proper  and  reason- 
able way. 

Mr.  MACLIVER  said,  he  was  very 
unwilling  to  say  anything  which  would 
seem  discourteous  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty ;  but  he  must  join  in  the 
expressions  employed  as  to  the  refusal  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  receive  the  deputation. 
The  Members  who  composed  that  depu- 
tation had  substantial  grounds  for  ap- 
plying for  an  interview,  and  he  thought 
the  refusal  to  receive  them  was  exceed- 
ingly unwise  and  exceedingly  discour- 
teous to  the  House.  He  hoped  at  any 
future  time,  when  a  similar  application 
was  made  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, it  would  be  met  in  a  different 
spirit.  At  all  events,  they  would  not  be 
deterred  by  such  a  refusal  in  again 
pressing  the  grievances  and  complaints 
of  men  in  the  Service  who  were  entitled 
to  be  heard,  and  whose  case  called  for  a 
remedy. 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff)  had  not  given 
him  Notice  of  his  intention  to  bring  this 
matter  forward,  and  he  could  not  answer 
the  points  raised  in  such  detail  as  he 
would  like.  He  could  quite  understand 
exception  being  taken  to  Lord  North- 
brook's  ship-building  poliov,  and  the 
manner  in  which  he  distributed  ships 
among  the  squadrons,  for  those  aquad- 
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rons  were  all  over  the  world;  but  he 
was  extremely  suiprised  to  hear  his  per- 
sonal courtesy  caUed  in  question.  He 
should  have  said  that  there  was  no  First 
Lord  who,  at  greater  personal  incon- 
venience to  himself,  had,  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duties,  given  ereater  satisfaotion 
to  hon.  Members.  He  wished  in  some 
respects  there  were  a  larger  House  pre- 
sent, for  he  was  sure  that  many  more 
hon.  Members  would  bear  testimony  to 
what  he  said.  He  should  have  liked  to 
hear  Lord  Northbrook's  account  of  the 
circumstances  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  referred;  but  he  thought,  so 
far  as  he  could  gather  £rom  the  con- 
versation, that  there  was  an  explanaticm 
to  be  made.  He  believed  that  the  hon. 
Members  referred  to  a  deputation  thai 
proposed  to  wait  upon  the  First  Lord  to 
represent  the  grievances  of  the  Naval 
Engineers.  He  thought  there  was  a 
very  great  deal  to  be  said  as  to  whether 
the  grievances  of  the  Engineers  were  a 
proper  subject  for  a  deputation  of  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament.  As  the  matter  had 
appeared  in  some  newspapers,  it  was  a 
more  serious  thing.  It  was  there  called 
a  deputation  of  the  Boyal  Naval  En- 
gineers. Hon.  Members  must  remem- 
ber what  these  Engineers  were,  and 
what  they  claimed  to  be.  They  were 
commissioned  officers  of  the  Navy  like 
post  captains  and  commanders,  and  they 
claimed  that  they  were  not  sufficiently 
treated  as  commissioned  officers.  Ajb 
long  as  he  was  at  the  Admiralty,  he 
would  take  care  that  that  claim  snould 
diminish  until  it  ceased  to  exist.  He 
would  ask  hon.  Members  what  thej 
would  think  if  deputations  of  lieutenanta 
and  captains  in  the  Navy  came  up  to 
London  to  interview  Members  of  Par- 
liament, and  if,  upon  hearing  them,  the 
Members  went  straight  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  ?  If  the  same  system 
was  carried  on  in  the  Army,  he  would 
like  to  ask  hon.  Members  what  effect  it 
would  produce  on  the  discipline  of  the 
Army  r  He  was  quite  sure  that  when 
the  naval  officers  began  to  appreciate 
the  difference  in  their  treatment  now 
from  what  it  had  been  they  would 
almost  be  surprised  that  so  late  as  1881 
they  took  such  a  course  as  to  lay  their 
grievances  before  the  Admiralty.  As  to 
the  warrant  officers,  the  hon.  Member 
must  remember  that  the  grievances  of 
this  dasB  of  officers  was  a  recent  one, 
and  was  caused  by  tilie  removal  of  pre- 
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fioQs  grieranoes.  The  old  grioTanoe  was 
that  these  officers  got  no  more  money  by 

r'  \g  to  sea  than  by  remaining  on  shore, 
acoonnt  of  that  they  were  divided 
into  two  classes,  one  being  sent  to  sea 
while  the  other  remained  on  shore,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  those  on  shore 
became  dissatisfied.  It  was,  however,  a 
matter  which  affected  the  public  purse, 
and  Uiat  must  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion in  dealing  with  it.  As  to  the  navi- 
gating officers,  he  sympathized  with  them 
very  much,  because  they  were  a  class 
rapidly  becoming  extinct;  but  he  did 
not  believe  practical  grievances  existed 
among  them.  The  percentage  of  navi- 
gating officers  who  were  employed  now 
was  very  decidedly  larger  than  that  em- 
ployed in  recent  years.  As  to  their  being 
pat  under  the  orders  of  junior  officers, 
the  hon.  Member  was,  no  doubt,  well 
aware  that  it  was  always  so.  Masters 
were  always  in  a  different  position,  on 
shore  especially  and  elsewhere,  to  what 
led  the  executive  officers  of  the 


but   these  grievances   had  ap- 
owing  to  the  absorption   of  a 


were< 

Navy; 

peered 

number  of  officers  of   the  navigating 

brancfa  in  the  executive  branch.   It  was, 

however,  extremely  important  as  far  as 

ruble  that  these  senior  officers  should 
kept  to  their  own  line,  and  should 
not  find  themselves  placed  behind  their 
jnniors.  The  conclusion  at  which  the 
Admiralty  had  arrived  on  the  whole  was, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  deal  with  this 
qneetion  otherwise  than  by  dealing  with 
each  case  separately.  Beyond  that  which 
he  had  mentioned,  he  did  not  believe  the 
navigating  officers  had  any  grievance 
whi(£  they  had  10  or  15  years  ago,  ex- 
cept that  grievance  of  the  disappear- 
ince  of  their  special  line. 

MK.ABTHUR  O'CONNOE  wished 
to  call  attention  to  the  objectionable  sys- 
tem adopted  by  the  Admiralty  with  re- 
ference to  the  pensions  given  to  widows 
of  naval  officers.  In  order  to  check  the 
imonnt  of  the  private  incomes  of  those 
lediee  they  were  required  to  make  a  de- 
<^tion,  and  the  facts  so  stated  were 
made  the  subject  of  offensive  inquiries. 
The  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Oeneral,  no 
4onht,  had  pointed  out  that  widows  in 
one  case  had  an  income  of  £550,  and  in 
tvo  or  three  other  oases  of  £200  or  £250 
^yesr  of  their  own.  But  these  were 
yeiy  rare  cases,  and  it  seemed  unbecom- 
ing that  the  Oomptroller  and  Auditor 
wmtl  should  bui^  himself  about  such 
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matters.  He  would,  therefore,  ask  whe- 
ther tiie  hon.  Oentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  could  not  cause  a  dis« 
continuance  of  this  inquisitorial  system, 
which  was  felt  to  be  a  peculiarly  painful 
thing  to  many  persons? 

Mb.  TBEyELYAN  stated  that  he 
would  answer  the  hon.  Member  when 
the  House  was  in  Committee. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — eomidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(1.)  £877,890,    Half-Pay,    Beserved 
Half-Pay,  and  Betired  Pay  to  Officers 
of  the  Navy  and  Marines. 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  it  would  be 
convenient  if  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty would  redeem  the  pledge  he  had 
given  that  he  would  lay  before  the  Com- 
mittee a  statement  as  to  the  changes  to 
be  made  in  the  Marine  Corps.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  scheme  had  been 
prepared ;  but  the  promise  to  which  he 
referred  was  made  m  July  last. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
if  anything  had  been  done  with  regard 
to  pensions  to  the  widows  of  seamen 
and  marines  ?  The  question  was  one  of 
vital  importance,  and  it  had  been  more 
than  once  promised  that  it  should  be 
looked  into.  Admiral  Gambler  had 
several  times  submitted  to  the  Admiralty 
schemes  for  creating  these  pensions,  and 
had  pointed  out  that  there  were  several 
sources  out  of  which  they  could  be 
granted  without  adding  to  the  burdens 
of  the  country — for  instance,  the  pro- 
ceeds of  seamens'  effects,  unclaimed  pay, 
and  prize  money,  and  other  matters. 
Under  these  hea  Js,  without  doubt,  money 
could  be  obtained  from  which  the  un- 
happy widowsmight  be  granted  annuities. 
Wnen  anything  happened  like  the  acci- 
dents to  the  Atahnta  and  Eurydiee  the 
public  came  forward  as  soon  as  its  atten- 
tion was  drawn  to  the  circumstance, 
and  did  a  great  deal  to  support  the 
widows  of  the  men  who  were  lost ;  but 
nothing  was  ever  done  by  the  State  for 
the  widows  of  men  who  died  in  the  ful- 
filment of  their  duty.  He  had  been  told 
of  a  case  at  Portsmouth,  in  which  the 
widows  of  two  men  who  were  drowned 
in  rendering  assistance  to  a  vessel  that 
was  lost  got  nothing  whatever,  while 
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the  widows  of  the  men  belonging  to  that 
ship,  owing  to  the  amount  of  public 
sympathy  that  was  excited,  obtained  by 
subscription  a  considerable  amount  of 
money.  

Mb.  MACUVEE  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  position  of  the 
Naval  Engineers,  whose  pay,  instead 
of  being  raised  in  accordance  with  the 
representations  made  to  the  Admiralty, 
had,  in  some  cases,  been  reduced. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  subject  upon  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  spe^ng  was  not  relevant  to 
the  Vote  before  the  Committee,  which 
related  to  half-pay  and  retired  pay  to 
officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  thought  the  pay  of  Naval  Engineers 
entered  into  the  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Macliver)  could, 
of  course,  speak  upon  the  question  of 
half-pay  to  these  officers,  but  not  upon 
the  full  pay. 

Mb.  PULESTON  suggested  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  defer  his  remarks 
until  the  Vote  for  Pay  of  the  Navy  was 
reached,  when  there  would  be  an  oppor- 
tunity of  fully  raising  the  question. 

SiBH.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  hoped 
the  question  would  not  be  postponed. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Plymouth  would  be  perfectly 
right  in  raising  the  question  upon  the 
regular  Vote;  but  to  do  so  now  was 
entirely  out  of  Order. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £847,035,  Military  Pensions  and 
Allowances. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  said,  perhaps  he 
might  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  woras  in 
reply  to  his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  on  the  subject  of  pen- 
sions to  the  widows  of  seamen  and  ma- 
rines. In  the  first  place,  there  were 
different  methods  in  almost  every  De- 
partment of  the  State  of  dealing  with 
the  widows  of  public  servants.  In  the 
Civil  Service  no  pensions  whatever  were 
given ;  there  were  certain  pensions  in 
the  Military  Service,  but  none  in  the 
Naval  Service.  In  that  respect  the  Navy 
was  so  far  worse  off  than  the  Army ;  but 
it  was  immeasurably  better  off  than  the 
ffreat  mass  of  Civil  servants.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff)  had  brought  forward  the 

Sir  H.  jDrummond 
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question  of  pensions  to  the  widows  d 
seamen  and  marines.  With  regard  to 
that  question,  he  begged  to  pmnt  out 
that  the  Admiralty  would  have  been 
most  willing  to  move  in  the  directioa 
indicated  had  they  felt  justified  in  calliog 
upon  the  House  of  Commons  to  piOTidd 
the  enormous  sum  which  would  be  neces- 
sary to  provide  the  pensions  in  queetioQ. 
But  they  had  not  felt  so  justified,  partica- 
larly  as  the  seamen  were  the  best  paid 
class  of  all  the  fighting  Services  of  the 
country.  The  Admiralty,  however,  would 
have  been  glad  to  establish  a  provident 
fund  for  the  relief  of  the  widows  of  sea- 
men; but  when  the  men  were  qneft- 
tioned  on  the  subject,  it  turned  out  tliat 
only  about  3  per  cent  of  itxem  wen 
willing  to  contribute  the  amount  oat  of 
their  pay  which  would  have  been  neoes- 
sary  to  provide  that  fiind. 

Mb.  MACFAELANE  asked  whether 
it  was  3  per  cent  of  the  married  men 
who  objected  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  it  was  not; 
but  3  per  cent  of  all  the  men  who  had 
been  canvassed.  With  regard  to  the 
widows  of  officers,  if  it  was  found  that  a 
very  small  number  of  them  gave  up  their 
pensions,  it  would  be  a  matter  for  con- 
sideration whether  the  inquiry  into  their 
private  means  should  not  be  given  up. 
But  if  a  considerable  number  did  giro 
up  their  pensions,  or  did  not  come  for- 
ward to  claim  them  at  all  because  their 
incomes  were  large,  then  he  thought  the 
Admiralty  would  not  be  justified  in 
making  any  change. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  belie?ed 
that  this  inquisition  into  the  means  of 
the  widows  of  naval  officers  did  not  eare 
very  much  money  to  the  State.  He 
was  rather  surprised  at  the  statement 
made  by  the  Secreteury  to  the  Admiraitj 
with  regard  to  the  3  per  cent  only  of 
seamen  of  the  Navy  who  had  ezprMsed 
their  willingness  to  contribute  from  their 
pay  the  sum  necessary  to  estahliah  a 
provident  fund.  Having  read  the  Betum 
moved  for  by  Mr.  Egerton  Hubbard  (late 
Member  for  Buckingham),  he  thought 
the  percentage  must  refer  only  to  the 
number  of  men  who  were  willing  to  con- 
tribute a  proportion  of  their  payveiy 
much  in  excess  of  what  was  suppoeed 
to  be  necessary,  having  regard  to  the 
various  sources  indicated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Dram* 
mond  Wolff).  Of  course,  if  a  largo  sum 
of  money  was  proposed  to  be  deduct 
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from  their  pay,  both  maxried  and  un- 
married men  were  veiy  likely  to  object; 
but  he  believed  that  a  contribution  was 
promised  by  a  majority  of  those  classes, 
▼hidi,  taken  with  the  money  derivable 
from  the  sources  named  by  his  hon. 
Friend,   would  have  produced  the  de- 
sired pensions  for  their  widows,  without 
any  addition  to  the  taxation  of  the  coun- 
tiy.    Without  refreshing  his  memory 
from  the  Return  of  the  late  hon.  Member 
for  Buckingham,  he  should  be  sorry  to 
state  categorically  his  opinion  as  to  that 
sabject;    but  he  thought  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  would  find  that  the  per- 
centage to  which  he  had  alluded  did  not 
apply  to  what  he  would  call  the  more 
reasonable  proposals  made  in  behalf  of 
the  widows  of  tiie  seamen  of  the  Navy. 
Mb,  PULESTON  said,  that  the  small 
percentage  of  the  men  alluded  to  by  the 
Secretary  to   the  Admiralty  was  pro- 
bably due  to  the  fact  that  no  matured 
scheme  had  been  laid  before  them  on 
the  part  of  the  Admiralty.    The  general 
impression  of  the  Service  had  been  that 
if  the  Admiralty  matured  a  scheme  suffi- 
cient money  would  be  available  from 
the  sources  mentioned  by  Admiral  Qam- 
bier  to  provide  pensions,  without  call- 
ing upon  the  men  to  make  any  contribu- 
tion at  all,  though  an  approved  scheme 
would,  he  believed,  have  the  support  of 
all  in  the  Service.      One  very  strong 
reason  for  doing  justice  to  the  Nainr  in 
this  respect  was  that  it  would  contribute 
more  than  anything  else  to  make  the 
Berrice^  attractive,  while,   at  the  same 
time,  dismissal  would  be  regarded  as  the 
greatest  possible  punishment    It  would 
also  contribute  to   putting  a  stop   to 
desertion.    Therefore,  it  was  his  opinion 
that  from    a   purely    selfish   national 
standpoint  alone  the  Admiralty  could 
well  afford  to  make  this  concession,  and 
that  it  would  be  money  well  invested. 
In  reference  to  the  marines,  he  would 
aak  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther he  would  let  hon.  Members  see  the 
echeme  promised  on  a  former  occasion, 
before  the  Committee  met  again  upon 
the  Naval  Estimates.    In  adopting  that 
course  he  believed  the  convenience  of 
the  Conunittee  would  be  very  much  con- 
Bulted. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF 
Bud,  he  believed  that  no  clear  scheme 
with  regard  to  pensions  for  the  widows 
of  seamen  and  marines  had  ever  been 
drawn  up  by  the  Navy.    An  attempt 


was  made  to  do  this  at  one  time,  but  it 
was  dropped,  owing  to  difficulties  which 
were  found  to  exist.  But,  as  he  had 
already  pointed  out.  Admiral  Gambler 
had  stated  that  the  different  stoppages 
and  savings  would  be  sufficient  for 
the  purpose  of  founding  annuities,  with- 
out furtner  contribution.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  look 
into  this  matter,  and  see  whether  upon 
thorough  re-examination  something  could 
not  be  done.  It  was  perfectly  plain  that 
seamen  were  not  in  the  same  position  as 
civilians  or  soldiers,  because  they  were 
constantlv  exposed  to  danger.  With  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  pensions  to  the 
widows  of  officers,  he  thought  the  pre- 
sent practice  of  calling  upon  these  ladies 
to  make  a  return  of  their  private  means 
was  not  fair.  He  did  not  see  why  a 
distinction  should  be  drawn  between 
the  poorer  widows  and  those  who  were 
better  off;  and  if  the  practice  were  dis- 
continued he  believed  that  a  very  un- 
pleasant grievance  would  be  removed. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
hoped  this  practice  would  be  discon- 
tinued. His  attention  had  been  drawn 
to  the  case  of  a  widow  of  a  naval  officer 
in  very  difficult  circumstances,  and  one 
of  her  ffreat  troubles  was  the  battle  she 
had  with  herself  every  year  as  to  how 
she  should  bring  herself  to  sign  ^e 
declaration  required  of  her.  Thm  lady 
had  dependent  upon  her  two  female 
relatives,  and  she  stinted  herself  very 
much  in  order  to  enable  them  to  live, 
and  she  would  not  be  able  to  do  this 
but  for  the  pension  she  received  on  ac- 
count of  her  husband's  services.  It  was 
dear  from  this  that  the  practice  of 
requiring  a  declaration  pressed  very 
heavily  on  the  minds  of  deserving 
ladies,  although  there  might  be  some 
whose  consciences  were  not  so  tender  as 
that  of  the  ladv  to  whom  he  had  alluded. 
Then,  he  had  been  informed  of  Uie  case 
of  another  lady,  whose  pension  had 
been  discontinued  simply  because,  after 
some  years,  she  had  had  an  increase  in 
her  means.  It  was  perfectly  inconceiv- 
able to  him  that  the  widow  of  a  naval 
officer  should  be  dealt  with  in  such  a 
manner.  He  trusted  that  this  system  of 
confidential  investigation,  which  pressed 
very  heavily  upon  the  ladies  in  ques- 
tion, and  was  by  no  means  usefrd  to  the 
Service,  would  be  done  away  with. 

Vote  agr0$d  to. 
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(3.)  £337,991,  Civil  Pensions  and 
Allowances,  agreed  to, 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 

CiAss  V. — Foreign  and  Colonial 

Sbevioes. 

(4.)  £93,670,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Diplomatic  Services. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
for  some  explanation  with  regard  to  the 
item  of  £10,000  on  account  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Mission  to  Persia.  There  was 
nothing  estimated  for  last  year,  and  the 
amount  on  the  earlier  Estimates  was 
£12,000. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  nothing  was  included  in  the 
Estimates  of  last  year,  because  there  had 
been  a  long-pending  dispute  as  to  the 
quota  to  be  paid  by  India  in  respect  of 
this  Mission. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  could  not  understand  why  the  rent  of 
the  Minister's  house  at  Brussels  did  not 
appear  on  the  Estimates. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  this  matter  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  Board  of  Works. 

Mr.  lee  said,  there  appeared  to  be  a 
great  want  of  regularity  m  regard  to  the 
appointments  of  chaplains.  For  his  own 
part,  he  did  not  think  they  were  required 
at  all. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
during  the  last  Parliament  a  Committee 
sat  to  consider  this  question,  and  reported 
in  favour  of  the  re-creation  of  these  Con- 
sular chaplaincies. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  pointed  out  that 
a  Committee  had  also  recommended  that 
at  the  age  of  70,  Ministers  should  be 
called  upon  to  retire.  He  believed  the 
object  of  this  was  to  increase  the  chances 
of  promotion ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  a 
foolish  suggestion,  and  he  was  sorry  that 
the  Foreign  Office  had  acted  upon  it. 
It  seemed  to  proceed  on  the  assumption 
that  at  the  a^e  of  70  a  man  must  neces- 
sarily have  broken  down,  while  it  was 
perfectly  well  known  that  at  the  a^e  in 
question  our  Ministers  had  shown  mem- 
selves  able  to  do  excellent  service.  The 
result  of  this  hu^l-and-fast  line  being 
drawn  would  very  likely  be  that  persons 
would  be  put  into  positions  in  which 
they  would  not  do  tne  work  as  well  as 
their  predecessors. 

Bib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  j 


Affairs  might,  if  he  chose,  disregard  the 
rule  in  exceptional  cases. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
what  had  been  done  under  the  rule  insti« 
tuted  by  Earl  Oranville  with  regard  to 
the  changing  of  Ministers  at  the  end  of 
five  years  ?  He  remembered  that  Baron 
Beust  was  removed  because  his  Oovezn* 
ment  said  he  had  resided  so  long  in  Eng- 
land that  he  had  become  more  Englidi 
than  German,  and  he  also  knew  of  cases 
where  British  subjects  abroad  could  get 
nothing  done  for  them,  because  m& 
Minister  wished  to  make  himself  accept- 
able to  the  Power  to  which  he  was  ac- 
credited rather  than  to  his  own  GK>veni- 
ment.  He  hoped  that  something  wooIA 
be  done  in  the  matter  of  changing  Minis- 
ters who  had  been  a  long  time  at  their 
posts. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
changes  had  been  more  frequent  sinoe 
Earl  Oranville  came  into  Office.  The 
principle  was,  no  doubt,  a  ffood  one, 
though  the  long  and  valuable  servioei 
of  Lord  Lyons  at  Paris  and  IjazA 
Ampthill  at  Berlin  formed  important 
exceptions  to  the  general  rule. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  why 
India  was  called  upon  to  pay  £15,000 
a-year  towards  the  expenses  of  the  Em- 
bassy in  China  ?  He  could  not  see  that 
India  had  any  direct  concern  with  our 
relations  with  China,  which  were  impo(r« 
tant  only  to  the  general  interest  of  tha 
Empire.  Surely  the  taxpayers  of  Eng- 
land were  far  better  able  to  pay  for  this 
Embassy  than  the  poor  people  of  IndiSi 
who,  as  far  as  ho  could  understand,  were 
in  no  way  benefited  by  it.  In  looking 
over  the  list  of  Embassies  he  was  asto- 
nished to  find  the  magnitude  of  the 
salaries  paid  to  Ministers  abroad— for  in- 
stance, to  the  Ambassador  at  Constanti- 
nople, £8,000;  St.  Petersburg,  £7,800; 
Brussels,  £4,000;  Paris,  £10,000: 
Japan,  £4,000;  Spain,  £5,000;  and 
Sweden,  £3,000.  He  might  live  to  see  the 
day  when  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Gharlei 
W.  Dilke)  was  Leader  of  that  Houae^ 
and  he  felt  sure  he  would  then  make  a 
regular  crusade  against  this  portion  of 
the  Estimates.  He  could  not  bat  feel 
that  the  salaries  paid  to  Ministers  abroad 
were  far  beyond  the  resources  of  the 
country  to  afford.  Moreover,  in  maiiT 
cases,  there  had  never  been  much  ad- 
vantage in  having  the  offices  at  alL 
except,  perhaps,  when  the  doctrine  of 
Oivie  Bomanue  §um  gave  to  the  Englbdi- 
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abroad  the  pnTilege  of  making 
Iiimself  a  nuisance  whexever  lie  went. 
He  thought  that  we  had  now  arrived 
at  a  much  healthier  position  in  respect 
to  foreign  a&irs,  and  that  we  ought,  in 
consequence  of  the  change  that  had 
taken  place,  to  get  rid  of  some  of  the 
salaries  and  charges  which  were  created 
at  a  time  when  our  foreign  policy  was 
quite  different. 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
thought  that  the  contribution  of  India 
to  the  cost  of  the  Legation  in  China  was 
justified  by  the  circumstances.  The 
reason  why  the  charge  appeared  in  its 
preeent  form  was  because  India  had  very 
unportantand  delicate  interests  in  Persia, 
wmle  the  amount  paid  by  India  in  con- 
nection with  the  Legation  in  China  was 
eetimiUed  in  relation  to  the  share  of 
TTiHi^n  commerce  with  that  country. 
With  regard  to  the  salaries  of  Ambas- 
sadors, he  feared  he  could  not  hold  out 
any  hope  of  their  being  reduced.  The 
best  wav  of  arriving  at  a  conclusion  as 
to  whetner  they  were  too  high  was  to 
coxnpare  them  with  the  scdaries  paid  to 
theKepresentativesof  other  great  JPowers. 
It  haa  been  supposed  that  the  salaries 
paid  to  English  Ministers  were  greater 
than  those  paid  by  other  Powers ;  but 
subsequent  examination  had  shown  that 
this  was  not  the  case.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ghdway  had  instanced 
St.  Petersburg,  Paris,  and  Constanti- 
nople, as  plaMs  at  which  the  salaries 
were  unnecessarily  large ;  but  he  could 
assure  the  Committee  mat  it  was  impos- 
sible for  the  Ambassadors  in  those  cities 
to  save  any  money  on  their  present 
idlowanoes.  He  was,  however,  not  in  a 
position  to  sav  that  our  Ministers  at 
places  of  less  importance  would  not  be 
able  to  do  so ;  but,  as  a  rule,  he  believed 
that  our  Ambassadors  were  generally 
out  of  pocket  Under  the  circumstances, 
he  was  not  able  to  hold  out  any  expec- 
tation of  reduction  under  this  head. 

Ma.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  Constantinople  was  the  only 
city  in  which  our  Ambassadors  could 
save  any  money,  because  he  believed 
that  there  everything  was  paid  for  them. 
But  the  objection  was  not  to  the  salaries 
at  the  large  cities,  but  to  those  at  places 
of  minor  importance — to  small  Courts 
like  that  of  Darmstadt,  where  l^e  gentle- 
man who  resided  there  had  absolutdy 
nothing  to  do,  except  to  ffive  a  dinner 
pcoasionaUy  to  the  few  English  living 


there.  Economy  was  not  to  be  secured 
by  reducing  the  salaries  at  the  large 
places ;  but  by  domg  away  with  them  at 
these  small  Courts,  where  a  Minister 
was  unnecessary. 

Sin  CHABLES  W.  DILEE  pointed 
out  that  since  1870  several  Missions  had 
been  altogether  suppressed. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY  remarked, 
that  anyone  looking  at  the  Estimates 
would  observe  that  we  were  represented 
at  Dresden  by  a  Legation,  at  £750 
a-year ;  whereas  at  Darmstadt,  a  place 
of  less  importance,  we  paid  £1,050 
a-year.  He  was  quite  aware  that  at  one 
time  there  were  reasons  why  we  should 
be  specially  represented  at  the  latter 
place ;  but  they  existed  no  longer.  He 
thought  this  was  one  of  those  little  irre- 
gularities which  might  be  corrected 
when  a  vacancy  occurred  at  the  post. 
•  Mb.  AETHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
wished  for  information  from  the  hon. 
Baronet  with  regard  to  the  ransom  of 
Colonel  Synge  in  Turkey.  That  gentle- 
man, whilst  travelling  on  his  own  ac- 
count, had  very  foolishly  placed  himself 
in  a  position  in  which  he  ought  never  to 
have  been.  He  was  seized  by  brigands, 
and  the  Foreign  Office  were  saddled 
with  a  charge  of  £12,000  to  get  him  set 
free.  Consul  Blunt  had  been  obliged  to 
go  in  an  undignified  way  to  make  terms 
with  the  brigands  —  purchasing  rifles 
and  watches  for  them,  and  handing  them 
a  draft  on  the  bank  at  Salonica.  The 
Foreign  Office  had  demurred  to  this  pay- 
ment ;  but  it  was  finally  charged  upon 
the  Estimates,  and  it  was  proposed  to 
treat  it  as  an  advance.  He  believed  the 
amount  was  still  outstanding.  The 
Turkish  Government  were  presumed  to 
be  liable  to  pay  this  money  back,  but 
it  was  doubtful  whether  they  could  do 
so ;  and  he  should,  therefore,  be  glad  to 
know  what  steps  it  was  proposed  to  take 
in  this  matter.  Did  the  Oovemment 
intend  to  allow  Colonel  Synffe  to  get  o£F 
without  paying  anything ;  cud  they  in- 
tend to  press  the  claim  on  the  Turkish 
Government,  or  did  they  mean  to  wipe 
off  the  amount  as  irrecoverable  ? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
in  the  last  resort  they  held  the  Turkish 
Oovemment  responsible  for  the  repay- 
ment of  the  money ;  and  he  failed  to  see 
any  reason  why  a  part  of  the  money  in 
hand  belonging  to  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment should  not  be  kept  back  until  the 
ransom  was  paid. 
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Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  sug. 
gestedy  in  that  case,  that  steps  should  be 
taken  to  make  the  Foreign  Office  secure. 

Vote  agr9ed  to, 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  lum,  not  exceeding  £142,387,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neceaeary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slat  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Ex- 
pense  of  the  Consular  Establishments  Abroad, 
and  for  other  Expenditure  chargeable  on  the 
Consular  Vote." 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  wished 
to  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £  1 ,  600,  the 
amount  paid  to  Mr.  Lascellee,  as  Coiisul 
and  Diplomatic  Agent— our  Bepresen- 
tative — in  Bulgaila.  He  did  not  wish  to 
enter  into  a  long  discussion  on  the  ques- 
tion, on  a  side  issue  like  this ;  but  he 
must  say  one  word  as  to  our  position  in 
Bulgaria,  because  one  of  the  grounds  of 
his  objecting  to  the  Vote  was  the  con- 
duct of  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  and  the 
opinion  that  was  entertained  in  many 
quarters  that  it  was  improper  for  us  to 
hold  any  diplomatic  relations  with  him. 
After  the  war  between  Turkey  and  Rus- 
sia there  had  been  a  persistent  effort 
made  by  the  English  Qovemment  then 
in  power  to  get  the  province  of  Bul- 
garia divided  between  Bulgaria  East 
and  Boumania.  That  division  did  take 
place,  and  Bulgaria  was  left,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  not  the  large  Bul- 
garia that  was  noped  for  by  the  present 
Prime  Minister,  but  consisting  of  the 
Northern  part  of  the  original  Province. 
By  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  it  was  laid  down 
that  a  Constitution  should  be  elaborated 
for  Bulgaria.  That  Constitution  he  had 
seen  reflected  on  in  the  newspapers  as  a 
bad  Constitution.  He  had  made  him- 
self familiar  with  that  Constitution,  and 
he  must  say  he  regretted  that,  in  almost 
every  instance,  the  Constitution  of  this 
country  was  not  the  same  as  that  of 
Bulgaria.  He  had  never  heard  of  or 
seen  a  more  sound  and  excellent  Demo- 
cratic Constitution  than  that  which  was 
given  to  Bulgaria. 

The  CHAfeMAN :  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  discuss  the  question  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  Bulgaria  on  this  Vote.  He 
can  only  discuss  any  transaction  in 
which  Mr.  Lascellee  took  part. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  should 
approach  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Lascelles 
duraotly ;  but  it  was  necessary  for  him  to 


describe  the  droumstanoeB  in  which  &B 
conduct  he  complained  of  took  place. 
The  Prince  of  Bulgaria  was  elected 
under  this  Constitution.  There  was  a 
Chamber,  and  the  Prince  was  under  it— 
the  sound  principle  adopted  in  the  Con- 
stitution being  tiiat  the  Prince  reigned 
and  did  not  rule.  One  Ministry  after 
another  was  formed,  and  the  Prince  be- 
came surrounded  by  foreign  adventoren. 
The  Prince  was  anxious  that  the  Gbvezn- 
ment  should  fall  into  the  hands  of  these 
adventurers.  At  the  commencement  of 
the  summer  the  Prince  resolved  to 
make  a  coup  tTStat,  He  announced  that 
a  pUheseiU  would  be  taken,  by  whicb 
autocratic  power  was  to  be  given  to  him 
for  five  years.  He  went  through  the 
form  of  gathering  together  a  Grand 
National  Assembly,  which  was  to  vote 
him  this  supreme  power.  It  was  one  of 
the  grossest  farces  ever  perpetrated. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Qentle- 
man  is  still  discussing  the  question  of  the 
Constitution  of  Bulgaria.  I  must  again 
inform  him  that  he  is  bound  to  conSSne 
himself  to  the  question  of  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Lascelles. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  You  will  see 
how  I  come  to  it. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  come  to  it,  and  not  go  into  the 
whole  question  of  the  Gh>vemment  of 
Bulgaria. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  was 
lust  coming  to  Mr.  Lascelles.  This  Grand 
National  Assembly  was  called  together 
— [*'  Order  ! "]  He  thought  he  wae 
strictly  in  Order,  as  he  was  introducing 
the  speech  delivered  by  the  G^erman 
Consul  General,  as  doy&n  of  the  (krpi 
Diplomatique,  of  whom  Mr.  Lascelles  was 
one.  It  would  be  seen  directly  that  he 
had  been  obliged  to  make  these  pre- 
liminary remarks.  The  Grand  National 
Assembly  was  called  together  at  Sistova. 
It  was  surrounded  by  troops,  in  order  to 
prevent  the  outraged  people  from  turn, 
mg  the  Prince  out.  The  Vorpi  Diplo- 
matique met  together  for  the  purpose  of 
addressing  the  Prince,  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  dof^en,  or  the  gentle- 
man who  had  been  longest  in  the  Corpi 
DiplomatiquOfWaB  in  thehabit  of  speaking 
in  the  name  of  all  the  members  of  the 
Diplomatic  Body.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
mieht  presume  that  the  doyenne  Address 
had  been  read  over  to  Mr.  LasceUee,  and 
that  his  opinion  was  taken  on  the  sub* 
ject.    At  any  ratCi  as  Mr.  LasceUeewaa 
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st  the  meeting,  he  was  reponsible  for 
what  took  place.  What  did  take  place 
was  this.  The  doj/en,  speaking  in  the 
name  of  Mr.  Lascelles  and  the  others, 
said — 

*  *  The  Cbrp9  Diplomatique  ishappy  to  greet  your 
Hi^imeM,  through  me  as  intermeoiary,  on  your 
amnd  in  this  town. 

"  The  Representati  vee  of  Europe,  on  the  eve  of 
the  mefttiTig  of  the  Great  National  Assembly, 
ixam  the  sincerest  wish  that  the  union  between 
your  Highness  and  the  country  may  be  indis- 
tolubly  maintained.  Tour  Highness,  by  the 
high  destinies  which  have  devolyed  upon  you, 
constitutes,  in  the  eyes  of  Europe,  a  guarantee 
of  order  and  tranquilHW,  and  the  pledge  of  a 
happy  development  of  Bulgaria  in  the  path  of 
progress." 

It  must  be  remembered  that  this  lan- 
guage was  addressed  to  the  Prince,  after 
what  he  should  be  prepared  to  show — 
had  he  the  opportunity  of  making  his 
speech  in  the  House  instead  of  the  Com- 
mittee— was  one  of  the  most  outrageous 
and  nefarious  attacks  upon  public  liberty 
ever  perpetrated.  The  Prince  replied  to 
the  Carp4  Diplomatique  as  follows: — 

**  Messieurs  les  Agents, 

'*  I  am  happy  to  see  you  in  this  town  under 
the  grave  circumstances  which  have  brought  me 
here. 

*<  As  you  say,  M.  I'Agent,  on  the  part  of  your 
coTleagnes,  being  in  the  eyes  of  Europe  the  re- 
nesentative  and  deposits^  of  the  destinies  of 
m&  nation  " 

—why  he  said  so,  he  (Mr.  Labouohere) 
did  not  know;  but  the  Corps  Diplomatique ^ 
Mr.  Lascelles  amongst  the  number, 
listened  to  it — 

M  which  has  been  confided  to  me,  I  do  not 
doubt  £ur  an  instant  that  my  country,  marching 
in  the  paths  of  pro^;ress  opened  to  it,  wifi 
always  be  able  to  justify  the  syxnpathies  of  the 
wodd,  and  the  confidence  whidbi  Europe  evinces 
inns. 

"  I  am  also  happy  that  you,  MM.  les  Agents, 
being  in  ^e  oounfiy,  have  already  been  able 
yourselves  to  realize  what  is  the  will  of  the 
people,  guided  by  Divine  Providence,  in  the 
accomplishment  of  its  destinies. 

*«  I  am  also  happy  that  you,  MM.  les  Agents, 
for  the  lively  intoreet  of  which  you  have  given 
me  proof  during  this  crisis,  so  vital  i<x  the 
future  (^  the  Bulgarian  nation." 

Bo  that  the  Prince  accepted  the  words 
of  tile  doym  as  a  statement  of  the  opi- 
nion, not  only  of  the  Corps  Diplomatique, 
hot  of  die  Powers  of  Europe,  England 
induded.  The  Prince,  in  reply  to  an 
Address  presented  to  him  by  the  Bepre- 
tentative  of  England,  said  he  would  be 
able  to  justify  the  sympathies  of  the 
world,  and  the  confidence  which  Eng- 
Imd  SYinced  in  him.    Then  the  Prince 


said  the  Corps  Diplomatique  had  been 
able  to  realize  what  was  the  will  of  the 
people  "  guided  by  Divine  Providence." 
Why,  that  was  rank  blasphemy.  Then, 
with  Mr.  Lascelles  standing  by,  the 
Prince  thanked  him  for  the  lively  interest 
he  had  taken  in  him  during  what  he  (the 
Prince)  was  pleased  to  ciul  ''this  crisis 
80  vital  for  the  future  of  the  Bulgarian 
nation."  The  Prime  Minister  of  Eng- 
land had,  when  this  took  place,  already 
received  the  telegram  irom  the  three 
Ministers  who  had  been  ejected  from  the 
country — one  of  whom,  he  had  read  the 
other  day,  was  sent  to  prison,  released, 
and  affain  incarcerated — and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Ordinary  National  Assembly. 
He  would  call  attention  to  the  words  of 
the  telegram.    They  were  as  follows : — 

*'  In  the  hardest  times  for  our  nation  we  find 
ourselves  ohliged  to  have  recourse  to  the  gene- 
rosity of  the  English  nation,  and  personaUy^  to 
you,  and  most  humbly  to  pray  you  to  debver 
the  order  by  legality  [t.^.,  legal  order]  and 
liberty  (for  which  every  Englishman  has  always 
been  the  true  guardian)  of  our  country  from 
a  foreign  unrestrained  and  imposed  militarism. 

**  You  know,  Sir,  better  than  everybody  else, 
that  elections  for  the  just  and  true  expression 
of  the  national  will,  when  taking  place  under 
the  pressure  of  whips,  bayonets,  and  guns — 
as  is  the  case  with  us  at  present — are  simple 
mockery  of  the  national  will,  and  a  most 
flagrant  violation  of  liberty. 

**  (Signed)  Ez-Minister  Eabavbloff. 
Ex«Minister  Zancoff. 
Ex-Minister  Slavelikoff. 
President  of  the  Ordinary  National 
Assembly,  Sovbnaboff." 

The  opinion  he  had  expressed,  therefore, 
was  not  only  his  own  opinion  derived 
from  the  correspondence,  but  it  was 
the  clear  and  distinct  statement  of  the 
gentlemen  who,  up  to  the  time  of  the 
coup  tPStat  took  place  were  supposed, 
and,  he  presumed,  supposed  rightly,  to 
represent  the  views  of  the  Bulgarian 
nation.  A  vote  was  taken  in  the  Great 
National  Assembly — and  a  unanimous 
vote,  imder  the  guns  of  the  soldiery  was, 
he  believed,  given  in  favour  of  the 
Prince.  The  doyen  of  the  Corps  Diplo- 
matique, subsequently,  in  the  presence  of 
his  colleagues,  congratulated  the  Prince 
of  Bulgaria  upon  the  vote  of  the  As- 
sembly.   He  said — 

"  The  Corpt  Diplomatique  hastens  by  my  voice 
to  present  to  your  Highness  their  respectful 
congratulations  on  the  occasion  of  the  solemn 
vote  of  the  Gbreat  National  Assembly. 

"  My  colleagues  and  I  are  glad  to  note  that 
the  Bulgarian  nation,  under  the  present  drcum- 
stances,  has  pronounoed  its  opinion  with  the 
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tame  unanimity  as  when  it  made  choice  of  your 
Highness  as  the  depositary  of  its  destinies.  This 
fresh  expression  of  the  will  of  the  Bulgarian 
people  IS  a  striking  proof  of  their  feelings  of 
conndence  in  and  fidelity  towards  your  High- 
ness, and  of  their  resolution  to  follow  you  in  the 
path  in  which  you  will  lead  them  to  ensure  the 
progress,  welfare,  and  prosperity  of  Bulgaria." 

In  his  reply,  his  Highness  thanked  the 
Corps  Diplotnatique  for  their  congratula- 
tions, and  requested  them  to  convey  to 
their  respective  Governments  the  expres- 
sion of  his  gratitude  for  the  sympathy 
which  had  been  shown  him  during  the 
crisis.  The  other  day,  when  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
was  asked  whether  any  communication 
had  been  received  from  Foreign  Govern- 
ments, asking  that  a  united  action  should 
be  taken  to  endorse,  on  the  part  of  all 
Signatories  of  the  Berlin  Treaty,  the 
action  of  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  replied  that  such  a 
commimication  had  been  received,  but 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  de- 
clined to  do  so.  He  understood  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  not 
prepared  to  adopt  the  course  of  armed 
intervention.  I^  was  desirable  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  maintain, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  European  Concert ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  Eussia 
had  never  lost  an  opportunity  of  sup- 
porting the  Prince.     [ * '  Order !  "] 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  discussing  the  question  of  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Bulgaria  in  a  Committee 
devoted  entirely  to  Supply.  He  would 
have  been  in  Order  in  doing  so  before 
the  Speaker  left  the  Chair,  but  he  is  not 
in  Order  now. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  Com- 
mittee would  see  the  difficulty  he  was 
in.  He  was  endeavouring,  in  every  way 
he  could,  to  avoid  an  infringement  of  the 
Rules.  However,  he  would  merely  say 
this,  that  Mr.  Lascelles  had  thoroughly 
misconducted  himself.  There  was  no 
reason  why  we  should  have  any  Represen- 
tative in  Bulgaria ;  but,  at  any  rate,  if 
we  were  to  have  one,  it  should  not  be  a 
gentleman  who  had  recognized  an  out- 
rageous and  nefarious  attack  upon  public 
liberty,  and  pledged  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  support  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £140,787,  he 
granted  to  Her  Maiesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  tho  Charffe  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  tiie  year  ending  on 
the  Slit  day  of  March  1882,  lor  the  ExpenM  of 


the  Consular  Establiahmente  Abroad,  aad  for 
other  Expenditure  chargeahle  on  the  Contnlir 
Vote."— (3fr.  Labouchere,) 

SiE  CHARLES  W.  DILKB  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  had  concluded  his  remarka 
by  saying  that  we  ought  not  to  have  any 
Representative  in  Bmgaria  at  all.  But  a 
Representative  in  a  country  was  not  in- 
tended entirely,  or  even  chiefly,  to  do 
honour  to  the  country  to  which  he  was 
sent ;  but  he  was  sent  principally  for  the 
protection  of  our  own  people  and  our 
own  trade,  and  in  order  to  give  us  infor- 
mation as  to  what  was  passing  in  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  the  world.  But  he  did 
not  suppose  that  his  hon.  Friend  se- 
riously intended  to  leave  us  without  a 
Representative  In  Bulgaria.  Departing 
from  that  ground,  it  was  difficult  to  dis- 
cuss this  matter,  because  the  House  was 
not  yet  in  possession  of  the  Papers  which 
he  himself  had  only  received  within  the 
last  few  hours.  He  had  laid  them  on 
the  Table  last  night,  and  they  would  be 
shortly  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members. 
He  had  only  just  received  the  assents  of 
the  Governments  interested  in  the  publi- 
cation of  the  documents,  and  therefore 
the  P&pers  were  only  presented  yester- 
day.  They  were,  technically,  before 
the  House ;  therefore,  he  could  refer  to 
them.  It  appeared  that  Mr.  Lascelles 
had  succeeded  in  considerably  modify- 
ing the  form  of  the  Declaration  which 
was  made  to  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria  by 
the  Corps  Diplomatique.  Mr.  fascelles 
wrote  to  Earl  Granville  on  tho  15th  July 
—having  telegraphed  the  substance  of 
the  despateh — as  follows : — 

'*  A  proposal  had  heen  originally  made  that 
the  CorpH  Diplomatique  should  express  the  hope 
that  the  Great  National  Assembly  would  ratil^ 
the  choice  of  the  nation,  which  had  heen  clearly 
expressed  hy  the  recent  plebiscite;  hut  I  objected 
strongly  to  this,  on  tho  ground  that  I  could  not 
join  in  what  appeared  to  me  to  he  a  direct  inter- 
ference in  the  internal  affairs  of  tho  country, 
and  an  attempt  on  the  part  of  tho  foreign  Re- 
nrcscntatives  to  influence  the  vote  of  the  QttetX 
National  Assembly.  My  opinion  was  shared  by 
tho  French  and  Italian  Agents,  and  it  was 
finally  decided  that  the  sentence  to  which  I  ob- 
jected  should  he  omitted  from  the  speech." 

The  speech  was  considerably  modified 
at  Mr.  Lascelles'  suggestion,  and  the 
most  objectionable  matter  was  taken 
from  it.  With  regard  to  what  did  appear 
in  the  speech,  Mr.  Lascelles  wrote  at 
considerable  length.  He  said,  writing 
firom  Sistova — 

''  On  my  arrival  here  on  the  10th  instant,  I 
found  your  Lordship's  telegnm  of  the  8th  in- 
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4nt  OB  flw  mMeot  of  tlia  DedaniUm  which  it 
VM  mopoamk  that  iha  HepreMntatives  of  the 
GfBK  Fowen  in  Bnljsaria  ahoold  make  on  the 
nafaann  of  the  meeting  of  the  Great  National 
MamtMY^  and  inatnioung  me  only  to  joia  in 
lUi  DeeuitBtion  if  it  ahould  be  worded  aa  waa 
it  azat  poropofled. 

"ThA  G^erman  Agent,  who  haa  been  to  Varna 
lor  tlia  pnrpoM  of  oonanlting  hia  Roaaian  and 
Axnbian  ocuieagiiea  aa  to  the  beat  meana  of  carry- 
kr  oat  their  inatmotiona,  haa  informed  me  that, 
M  it  atwna  certain  that  the  Great  National  Aa- 
■mUj  win  aeoept  the  Pxince'a  oonditiona  with- 
oat  oppoaitiop,  taer  hare  decided  not  to  make 
Iha  Dwrleration  nnleaa  a  chai^  in  the  diaposi- 
tioB  of  the  Depatiea  ahould  indicate  a  poasibi- 
"'  r  of  the  Piinoe'a  oonditiona  being  rejected,  in 


they  would  addreaa  a  atrong  Deda- 
to  the  Aaaembl^.  They  thought,  how- 
mr,  that  at  the  reception  which  the  rrince  of 
*"  '  a  waa  about  to  hold  of  the  Qhjh  Diplo- 
ma hia  arriTal  at  Biatova,  it  would  be 
for  IL  de  Thielaii,  aa  ifey^fi  of  the 
Oiyf  y  to  make  a  apeech,  which  would,  to  a  cer- 
laa  extent,  re^ace  the  declaration. 

"M.  de  Thielaii  read  to  me  the  draft  of  the 
Maeh  which  he  had  drawn  up  with  the  a^pro^-al 
of  M.  Hitroyo  and  M.  de  Burian,  in  whioh  the 
lope  waa  expreaaed  that  the  Great  National 
AMomUy  would  ratify  the  dedaion  of  the 
BoBflb  aa  expreaaed  by  the  recent  pUbiseits, 
Tkb  apeeoh  continued  by  aaenrin^  HIb  High- 
MM  tnai  the  foreign  BepreaentatiTea,  on  the 
•ve  of  the  meeting  of  the  Great  National  Aa- 
HMUyv  formed  the  moat  sincere  wiahea  for  the 
ince  of  the  Union  between  His  High- 
the  ooontry,  and  that  Hia  Highness 
ed  in  the  e^ea  of  Europe  a  guarantee 
*  and  tranqnilli^,  and  a  pledge  of  the 
^  of  Bulgaria  in  the  path  of  pro- 


**I  told  M.  de  ThielaCL  that  it  appeared  to  mo 
ftat  ttie  firat  part  of  the  apeech  waa  a  direct  in- 
Isfannoe  in  the  internal  affaira  of  the  Prin- 
c^elitf  f  in  which  I  could  not  join.  Your  Lord- 

SPa  nutmctiona  were  predae  upon  that  point, 
although  there  waa.  no  doubt,  some  differ- 
OBce  hetween  a  f onnal  declaration  and  a  speech 
■idreeaed  to  the  Prince  by  the  doyen  of  the 
Om]w  MpiowuUigug,  the  apeech  would  evidently 
he  pnbliiSied,  and  would  be  looked  upon  as  an 
iMompt  on  the  part  of  the  Agents  to  influence 
fte  TOte  of  the  Aaaembly.  I  had  no  objections 
ta  naha  to  the  concluding  portions  of  the 
peachy  although  I  ahould  hare  preferred  to 
iHifc  all  mention  of  the  Great  National  As- 

"Ma  meeting  of  the  Agents  and  Consuls- 
QflBonl,  at  which  all  the  Representatives  of 
fta  Gteat  Powera  were  present,  with  the  ox- 
of  the  Buaaian  Ajgent,  M.  de  Thiolaii 
oat  that*  aa  he  and  his  Russian  and 
^Hnngaxian  coUeaguea  had  received  in- 
ooa  to  give  a  veir  atrong  support  to  the 
Ittacob  they  had  thought  that  it  would  bo  ad. 
vUde  to  take  advantage  of  the  reception  of 
ftt  CbrpM  Dtpiomatiqys  to  give  His  Highness  a 
|RMf  of  that   aupport.      He  added  that  the 

Pdi  had  heen  prepared  with  the  consent  of 
StroTO^  and  hM  been  approved  by  the 
Mwa^  and  that,  aa  Hia  Highness  intended  to 
neaife  ua  immediately  after  his  arrival,  there 
.vadd  be  no  timo  to  eabmit  to  him  any  altera- 

TOIli   GOIlZIY-      [tHIRP   BXRIE8.] 


tions  in  it.  He  suggested  that  he  might  make 
those  portions  of  the  speech  to  which  I  had  no 
objection  in  the  name  oi  all  his  colleagues,  and 
then  add  that  the  Representatives  of  the  three 
Empires  had  been  instructed  to  express  the  hope 
that  the  Groat  National  Assombly  would  accept 
His  Highness's  conditions. 

"My  French  and  Italian  colleagues  joined  mo 
in  objoctinff  to  this  course,  which  Would  have 
the  effect  of  proving  that  a  difference  of  opinion 
existed  among  the  Great  Powers.  It  was  most 
undesirablo  from  every  point  of  view  that  this 
should  be  done,  and  groat  encouragement  would 
be  given  to  the  Prince's  opponents  if  it  became 
known  that  the  Great  Powers  were  not  agreed 
upon  the  Bulgarian  Question. 

*'  M.  do  Thiolaii  then  proposed  that  he  and 
M.  Hitrovo  and  ^I.  de  Burian,  after  the  recep- 
tion of  the  Corps  Diplomatique,  should  ask  for 
an  interview  with  the  Prince,  in  order  to  com- 
municate their  instructions  to  His  Highness. 

"  I  observed  that  this  course  would  equally 
indicate  a  difference  of  opinion  among  tho 
Powers,  and  it  was  iinallv  decided  that  M.  do 
Thielaii  should  consult  tne  Prince  and  AI.  <le 
Hitrovo  on  their  arrival,  and,  if  they  should 
agree  to  the  omission  of  the  paragr.iph  to  which 
I  had  objected,  he  should  make  a  speech  in  tho 
name  of  all  tho  Powers." 

He  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  need  only 
quote  two  other  despatches.  In  a  fur- 
ther despatch,  on  the  18th  July,  from 
Varna,  Mr.  Lascelles  said — 

**  I  told  M.  Hitrovo  that  I  was  sorry  to  havo 
been  obliged  to  object  to  the  spooch.  Your 
Lordship's  instructions  were,  however,  so  pre- 
cise that  it  would  havo  been  imiMjssiblo  for  me 
to  havo  done  otherwise.  Even  as  it  was,  there 
wero  parts  of  the  speech  which  had  actually 
been  delivered  which  1  would  gladly  have*  seen 
altered ;  but,  as  all  direct  interference  in  the  in- 
ternal affairs  of  the  country  had  been  avoided,  I 
thought  myself  justified  in  not  separating  my- 
self from  my  colleagues,  as  it  appeared  to  mo 
most  important  that  we  should  act  together,  and 
thus  avoid  all  appearance  of  any  divergence  of 
opinion  among  the  Great  Powers  on  tho  Bul- 
garian Question,  and  I  recognized  tho  difficulty 
of  making  any  further  change  in  a  speech  which 
had  been  already  submitted  to  tho  Prince,  and 
to  which  His  Highness  had  prepared  a  reply." 

Lord  Granville,  in  his  reply  to  this  de- 
spatch, used  the  following  words — and 
with  these  he  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
would  conclude : — 

'*As  regards  the  speech  of  congratulation 
made  by  the  dot/tn  on  behalf  of  the  Diplomatic 
Body  to  the  IMnce  of  Bulgaria,  after  the  vote 
of  the  Assembly,  of  which  a  copy  is  enclosed  in 
your  further  Despatch,  No.  114  of  the  13th 
mst.  (which  hjw  likewise  been  laid  btjfore  Her 
Majesty),  I  havo  to  state  to  you  that  this  speech 
goes  further  in  some  of  its  expressions  tlian  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  themselves  have 
desired  :  but  they  can  understand  the  difficulty 
you  would  have  had  in  separating  yourself  from 
yo\ir  colleagues  on  such  an  occasion,  and  the 
more  so  as  the  Assembly  had  already  pro- 
nounced itself  in  favour  of  the  Princ^i's  pro- 
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poBals,  and  the  address  could  not,  therefore,  be 
considered  as  designed  to  influence  their  vote, 
or  as  having  the  same  political  im^rtance  as 
the  one  deUvered  before  the  meeting  of  the 
Assembly.'* 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  it  was  the  mis- 
fortune of  Members  that  they  had  had 
no  opportunity  this  Session  of  discuss- 
ing in  a  regular  way  such  subjects  as 
the  one  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton.  The  matter 
would  have  been  much  more  appro- 
priately considered  on  going  into  Sup- 
ply rather  than  in  Committee ;  but  the 
complete  control  that  the  Government 
had  taken  of  all  the  time  of  the  House 
had  driven  Members  to  resort  to  Com- 
mittee discussions,  as  it  was  the  only 
chance  they  had  of  raising  points  of 
public  interest.  They  were  hampered 
by  the  Hules,  and  hence  matters  in  dis- 
pute could  not  be  fairly  stated.  They 
laboured  under  a  further  disadvantage, 
inasmuch  as  the  Papers  the  Gbvemment 
had  promised  them  had  not  yet  been 
published,  and  they  had  to  argue  the 
subject,  if  not  bUndfold,  certainly  with 
very  insufficient  data.  He  would  try  to 
keep  within  the  narrow  line  that  the 
Orders  of  the  House  prescribed.  But  it 
was  impossible,  even  faintly,  to  state 
the  case  without  some  reference  to  the 
general  position  of  Eastern  affairs. 
These  were  the  facts — The  people  in 
Bulgaria  complained,  and  with  justice, 
that  they  had  no  direct  influence  on  the 
government  of  their  State — that  the 
Turkish  Pashas  treated  them  unjustly, 
sometimes  cruelly.  They  demanded 
their  freedom  from  that  domination. 
As  a  consequence  of  the  War  between 
Eussia  and  Turkey  this  desire  was  in  a 
sense  gratified.  The  European  States 
settled  a  Constitution  for  the  Bulgarians, 
and  a  Prince  was  appointed  to  ^ve 
effect  to  it.  The  idea  was  that  the  Sul- 
gars — within  the  lines  of  this  Constitu- 
tion and  under  the  rule  of  this  Prince — 
were  to  govern  themselves.  That  was 
the  intention  of  the  Great  Powers.  Cer- 
tainly it  was  the  intention  of  this  coun- 
try ;  for,  whatever  differences  of  opinion 
there  might  have  been  amongst  them 
at  the  preliminary  stage  of  the  dispute, 
they  were  all  agreed  as  to  the  sort  of 
government  that  was  to  obtain  as  the 
result  of  the  conflict.  What  had  been 
the  issue?  The  Prince  had  from  the 
first  conspired  against  the  Constitution 
that  had  been  put  in  operation  at  the 

Sir  CharlH  W.  Dm 


commands  of  Europe.  He  had  now 
overturned  it,  and  established  a  des- 
potism. The  Bulgarian  people  had  dis- 
covered that  they  did  not  get  independ- 
ence. Instead  of  being  governed  by  a 
Turkish  Pasha  they  were  now  ruled  by 
a  Eussian  satrap.  The  Prince  was  not 
only  a  foreigner  and  an  adventurer  him- 
self, but  his  Ministers  were  foreigners 
and  adventurers  like  him.  The  English 
Eepresentative,  by  the  part  he  took, 
had  sanctioned  this  violation  of  the  Con- 
stitution and  this  breaking  of  his  oath 
by  the  Prince.  This  he  held  was  a  dis- 
tinct interference  with  the  internal 
affairs  of  another  State,  and  was  con- 
trary to  the  settled  policy  of  this  coun- 
alt  was  quite  true  that  Mr.  Las- 
les  could  not  prevent  the  Prince's 
usurpation,  and  he  was  not  suggesting 
that  the  Government  should  have  taken 
steps  to  reverse  it.  But  what  he  did 
complain  of  was  that  our  Ministiy 
should  have  been  in  such  haste  to  en- 
dorse those  high-handed  proceedings, 
and  thereby  give  countenance  to  them. 
Distinguished  men  had  suffered  for 
their  precipitancy  under  like  circum- 
stances. Lord  Eussell  went  so  far  as 
to  advise  the  dismissal  of  Lord  Palmer- 
ston,  who  was  then  Foreign  Minister, 
because  he  had— first  in  a  conversation 
with  a  French  Ambassador,  and  next 
in  a  despatch  to  Lord  Normanby — ex- 
pressed his  approval  of  the  usurpation 
effected  by  the  coup  d^Hat  of  Louis 
Bonaparte.  If  such  strong  measures 
could  be  taken  with  a  man  like  Lord 
Palmerston,  they  were  not  to  be  pre- 
vented from  censuring  the  course  that 
Mr.  Lascelles  had  taken  under  like  oon- 
ditions.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  had  said  it  was  not 
customary  to  withdraw  Ministers.  There 
had  been  instances,  however,  where 
that  was  done.  It  would  be  within  the 
remembrance  of  some  present  that  our 
Minister  at  Naples  was  withdrawn  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone)  himself  when  the 
Neapolitan  Government  was  acting  in  a 
despotic  and  indefensible  way.  There 
was  the  occasion  of  our  withholding 
Ambassadorial  connection  with  Spain, 
and  there  were  numerous  instances  in 
South  America — amongst  them  the  cases 
of  Bosas,  of  Mexico,  and  of  Buenos 
Ayres.  There  was  precedent  enough 
for  withdrawing  a  Minister  from  a 
usurping  Government  when  we  disajH 
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pored  of  its  eonne.  It  was  said,  fhr- 
thor,  thttt  our  Minister  had  succeeded 
in  pttiDg  the  Address  of  the  Consuls 
nooofiad.  But,  eren  admitting  this, 
the  modified  Address  was  objectionable. 
What  he  wished  to  know  from  the 
Qovemment  was— did  thej,  or  did  they 
■0l»  approre  of  the  modified  Address  ? 
Did  they,  or  did  they  not,  sanction  the 
eonne  that  Mr.  Lasoelles  had  taken  ?  He 
was  astounded  at  the  indifference  with 
which  the  unconstitutional  proceeding 
of  Prince  Alexander  had  been  viewed  m 
Ada  comtiy.  A  few  years  ago  the 
wanneefe  possible  interest  was  mani- 
iMtod  in  Bulgarian  a&irs.  The  cry  on 
all  hands  was  that  the  Bulgarians 
ihonld  be  pennitted  to  assert  and  estab- 
tish  their  independence  and  nationality. 
And  yet  here  was  a  Prince  who,  having 
been  charged  by  Europe  to  maintain 
that  independence  and  uphold  that 
aationalityy  had  overturned  the  one  and 
trampled  upon  the  other,  and  estab- 
lished in  his  own  name,  and,  he  (Mr. 
Obwen)  regretted  to  say,  with  the  ap- 

Cral  of  our  Minister,  what  was  litue 
than  a  Hussian  GK)vemorBhip  in  this 
new  State. 

Sib  H.  DBTJMMOND  WOLFF  de- 
pNcnted  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
vlfloe«  and  declared  that  this  attack  upon 
Mr.  Laacelles  was  most  imfair.  What- 
Cffiar  this  gentleman  had  done  had  been 
condoned  by  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment. 
Tttej  had  acquiesced  in  his  action,  and 
if  it  had  been  necessary  to  censure  any- 
ene,  it  would  have  been  much  more 
pertinent  to  censure  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
nmnanBaL  Between  the  8th  of  May  and 
fta  time  the  speech  of  the  doyen  was 
daKTared,  Mr.  Jjasoelles  secured  an  im- 

rkant  alteration  in  it ;  and  there  could 
no  doubt,  whatever  might  be   said 
aiboat  his  withdrawal,  that  it  would  be 
^mtmU  to  find  a  better  man  to  fill  the 
poafc  he  occupied.     Things  were  in  a 
dang«rous  atate  in  Bulgaria,  and  Mr. 
TnsiTftllffft  was  most  acceptable,  not  only 
to  the  Kinccy  but  also  to  the  people  of 
fta  country.    It  was  all  very  well  for 
fta  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Lsbonehere)  to  read   despatches,   and 
and  letters  firom  ex-Ministers 
he  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
were  at  the  time  conspiring 
Iflilnai  the  Prince  of  Bulgaria,  and  who, 
nee  they  had  had  the  administration 
(t  tti6  affilirs  of  tide  country,  had  done 
tk  itteibiilaUie  amount  of  injury. 


Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  he  had  not  been  allowed  to 
go  into  questions  of  this  kind,  and  that 
he  would  not  be  allowed  to  reply  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

The  OHAIHMAN:  I  mast  say  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth 
is  travelling  a  little  wide  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Sea  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  would  not  pursue  the  question.  He 
must  say  that  Mr.  Lascelles,  instead  of 
being  reprimanded  for  the  course  he 
had  taken,  ought  to  be  congratulated. 
He  had  done  that  which  was  advan- 
tageous to  all  parties  concerned ;  and  if 
anybody's  salary  ought  to  be  stopped 
it  would  be  that  of  some  Member  of 
the  Government,  and  not  that  of  Mr. 
liSscelleB 

Mil.  T.  i?.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  unless 
hon.  Members  had  something  on  their 
minds  which  thoy  were  prevented  from 
bringing  before  the  Committee  he  was 
afraid  they  had  not  much  case.  What 
he  understood  the  hon.  Baronet  to  say 
was  this — that  the  leading  principle  on 
which  Mr.  Lascelles  was  required  to  act 
was  as  little  interference  as  possible 
with  the  internal  affairs  of  Bulgaria. 
Well,  in  spite  of  that,  he  abandoned 
the  principle  of  non-intorference — but 
it  was  only  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
a  modification  of  the  original  Address  to 
the  Prince.  He  interfered  in  the  draft 
of  the  Address,  and  tliat  was  an  aban- 
donment of  the  principle  of  non-inter- 
ference altogether.  As  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  understood  it,  Mr.  Lascelles 
would  have  interfered  further  if  he  had 
thought  he  could  have  done  any  good. 
What  was  Mr.  Lascelles'  position  ?  He 
had  a  choice  of  two  things,  either  to 
signify  his  disapproval  of  the  action  of 
the  Prince  and  his  colleagues,  by  having 
nothing  to  do  with  the  Address,  or  to 
make  the  best  of  a  bad  bargain,  and  not 
separate  himself  from  the  rest  of  his 
colleagues.  What  was  the  logical  con- 
clusion of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  with  reference  to  Mr.  Lascelles  ? 
Why  this,  that  he  would  have  wished 
him  to  go  to  the  Prince,  saying — **  I  pro- 
test against  your  whole  proceedings, 
and  I  am  going  out  of  Bulgaria."  The 
hon.  Member  would  have  had  Mr. 
Lascelles  go  to  the  Prince,  and  say — *'  I 
so  highly  disapprove  of  your  proceed- 
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inM  that  I  leave  you  and  yours."  Well, 
if  ne  had  done  that,  the  Prince  of  Bul- 
garia might  have  replied — **  If  you  want 
to  leave  my  country,  you  are  at  perfect 
liberty  to  do  so — it  is  your  affair  and 
not  mine ;  but  I  object  that  you,  as  the 
Bepresentative  of  England,  should  sepa- 
ate  your  self  from  the  Diplomatic  Body." 
Suppose  Mr.  Lascelles  had  gone ;  would 
anybody  have  taken  his  place?  But 
suppose  Mr.  Lascelles  had  said  to  the 
Prince — *'  You  have  suspended  the  Con- 
stitution of  Bulgaria."  The  Prince 
would  have  rephed — **Not  at  all;  I 
have  only  brought  in  a  Peace  Preserva- 
tion Act."  Mr.  Lascelles  would  have 
said — ''You  have  arrested  a  certain 
number  of  honourable  gentlemen."  But 
the  reply  would  have  been — *'  Not  at 
all ;  I  have  only  arrested  a  certain  num- 
ber of  dissolute  ruffians  and  village 
tyrants."  If  Mr.  Lascelles  had  adopted 
the  opinions  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  the 
Prince  would  have  been  perfectly  jus- 
tified in  saying — ''Those  who  live  in 
glass  houses  should  not  throw  stones." 

Mr.  labouchere  said,  he  should 
not  divide  the  Committee  on  the  ques- 
tion. They  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Las- 
celles, and  of  listening  to  the  very  mild 
defence  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
He  thought  they  might  gather  from  the 
hon.  Baronet's  remarks  that  he  agreed 
very  much  with  their  protest.  If  the 
Oovemment  would  not  go  so  far  as  to 
withdraw  altogether  our  Kepresentative 
from  Bulgaria,  he  trusted  they  would 
consider  the  desirability  of  withdrawing 
Mr.  Lascelles,  and  of  sending  someone  to 
replace  him  who  had  not  compromised 
himself  in  this  extraordinary  way.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  said  that  the  Address 
could  not  be  altered  when  Mr.  Lascelles 
counselled  an  alteration  of  it,  because 
the  Prince  would  not  have  an  opportu- 
nity of  saying  whether  he  permitted  it. 
If  tiiat  was  a  specimen  of  the  freedom 
of  speech  in  Bulgaria,  he  could  only 
eay — "  Heaven  help  Bulgaria." 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
what  would  have  been  the  effect  of 
adopting  the  policy  recommended  by 
the  hon.  Member  ?  It  was  not  certain 
what  would  have  been  the  attitude  of 
France;  but  it  was  probable  that  at 
least  Austria,  Oermany,  and  Russia 
would  have  agreed  to  a  strong  munodi- 
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fied  declaration.  As  it  was,  Mr.  Las- 
celles detached  France  and  Italy  from 
their  colleagues,  the  RepresentativeB  of 
Germany,  Austria,  and  Kussia,  and  in 
this  way  obtained  a  modification  of  the 
speech.  The  change  in  the  speech 
seemed  to  him  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
to  have  been  a  very  important  one.  He 
would  not  go  into  the  question  touched 
upon  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Cowen)  as  to  the  total  with- 
drawal of  our  Representative  from  Bul- 
garia. He  could  only  say  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  to  the  interests  of 
England  to  withdraw  our  Representa- 
tive from  such  a  country  as  Bulgaria. 
The  hon.  Member  had  mentioned  some 
cases  where  it  had  been  necessary  to 
withdraw  the  British  Representatives; 
but  he  could  not  say  that  much  good 
was  done  by  those  withdrawals.  It  was 
desirable  in  our  own  interests  to  keep 
our  Representative  in  Bulgaria  to  look 
after  the  interests  of  our  own  people. 
In  the  case  referred  to,  Lord  Palmer- 
ston  had  ceased  to  hold  Office  because 
he  had  taken  important  action  in  the 
internal  affairs  of  a  foreign  State  with- 
out consulting  his  Colleagues.  The 
hon.  Member  nad  asked  what  the  Gk>- 
vemment  thought  of  the  action  of  Mr. 
Lascelles ;  and  he  (Sir  Charles  W.Dilke) 
could  only  repeat  that  the  opinion  of 
Lord  Oranville  would  be  found  in  the 
last  despatch  in  the  Papers — the  de- 
spatch from  which  he  had  quoted  the 
most  important  paragraph.  He  would 
repeat  some  lines  from  that  despatch. 
Lord  Oranville  said — 

"  Hub  speech  goes  further  in  some  of  its  ex- 
pressions than  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  would 
themselves  have  desired :  but  they  can  understand 
the  difficulty  you  would  have  had  in  separatiiig 
yourself  from  your  coUeagues  on  such  an  occa- 
sion, and  the  more  so  as  the  Asembly  had 
already  pronounced  itself  in  favour  of  the 
Prince's  proposals ;  and  the  Address  could  not, 
therefore,  be  considered  as  designed  to  influence 
their  vote,  or  as  having  the  same  politioil  im- 
portance aa  the  one  delivered  before  the  meet- 
ing of  the  Assembly." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

SieH.DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
whether  it  would  not  be  a  good  thinff 
to  appoint  local  merchants  to  the  postOT 
Vice  Constd  in  small  unimportant  plaoea? 
These  men  would  have*  something  to 
live  on  already,  and  their  appointment 
might  lead  to  economy. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  know  wheih^  there  was,  pactioalljfi 


tized  by 


Google 


1161 


Supply-- 


(AiTOtTST  6,  1881} 


Cml  SerptcM. 


1162 


any  limit  to  the  legal  absence  allowed 
to  Oonsnlfl  ?  The  reason  he  asked  ti:ds 
was,  beoanae  he  had  heard  many  com- 
ments passed  as  to  the  absence  mm  his 
post  of  a  Oonsol  in  Egypt  for  18  months 
or  two  years. 

Bm  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  Why 
was  be  absent  ? 

Mb.  ABTHUE  O'CONNOR  did  not 
know  why  this  gentleman  had  been 
absent  so  long.  This,  he  knew,  was 
only  a  solitary  case ;  but  it  was  an  in- 
stance of  an  over-generous  allowance  of 
leave.  It  seemed  to  him  that  if  this 
ffsntleman  could  be  spared  away  from 
bis  post  for  so  long,  there  was  good 
ground  for  reducingjis  salary. 

8ni  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  did  not 
know  who  the  hon.  Member  referred 
to ;  but  if  he  would  give  him  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  private  information  on  the 
point,  he  would  look  into  the  matter. 
The  Vice  Consuls  in  E^ypt  did  not  hold 
important  offices.  With  regard  to  the 
question  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff)  as  to  the  small  Vice 
Oonsulates,  there  was  no  absolute  rule 
in  the  Foreign  Office  as  to  whether  the 
persons  selected  should  be  persons  sent 
oat  from  England  or  persons  on  the 
spot.  The  Department  encouraged  the 
appointments  of  persons  on  the  spot, 
ana  a  great  many  of  the  less  important 
Oonsukhijps  were  held  by  local  mer- 
chants. There  were  cases  where  foreign 
complications  had  arisen,  or  were  likely 
to  arise,  in  which  it  was  as  well  to  send 
out  Consuls  from  England. 

Mr.  LABOTJCHERE  said,  that  in 
some  instances  the  Established  Church 
chaplains  attached  to  the  Consulates 
were  paid  by  the  State.  There  was  no 
reason  why  this  should  be,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  much  more  satis- 
factory if  the  chaplains  were  paid  by 
the  subeoriptions  of  persons  living  in  the 
localities.  He  was  told  that  it  was  the 
rale  for  Hie  State  to  pay  the  chaplains  a 
lam  equal  to  that  subscribed ;  and  if 
that  ^stem  existed,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  would 
take  means  to  put  an  end  to  it.  He 
ahonld  let  it  be  known  at  the  Consu- 
latee  that  if  they  wanted  chaplains  they 
ahould  pay  for  them. 

8ia  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
the  practice  of  appointing  paid  chap- 
Uns  was  beine  put  an  end  to  as  vacan- 
CMC  oorarred.  it  was,  howeveri  difficult 


to  ^  abolish  paid  chaplaincies  that  had 
existed  in  the  past. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
(6.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro-  • 


*'That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £4,097,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Expenses 
of  the  Mixed  Commissions  established  under 
the  Treaties  withForeign  Powers  for  suppressing 
the  Traffic  in  Slaves,  and  of  other  EstabHsh- 
ments  in  connection  with  that  object,  including 
the  Muscat  Subsidy." 


Mb.  AETHXJE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
iroposed  to  move  the  reduction  of  this 
~ote  by  the  amount  of  the  Muscat  Sub- 
sidy, which  he  considered  a  totally  un- 
necessary charge.  The  necessity  for  it 
had  passed.  Years  ago  it  was  consi- 
derea  only  temporary,  and  yet  from  time 
to  time  it  was  proposed,  and  yet  no 
ground  in  the  world  was  adduced  in 
support  of  it.  In,  however,  last  year,  one 
of  tne  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  in  a  letter 
written  by  him,  said — 

''I  take  this  opportunity  of  recommending 
you  to  remind  Lora  Granville  that  no  payment 
should  be  made  of  the  Muscat  Subsidy  for  1 880-1 
without  the  express  sanction  of  Her  Majest^^'s 
Treasury." 

It  seemed  to  him  that  the  view  the  Trea- 
sury took  of  the  matter  was  correct,  and 
that  this  subsidy  should  be  no  longer 
granted.  It  amounted  to  £1,800  per 
annum. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,297,  be 
granted  to  Her  Maiesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Expenses 
of  the  Mixed  Ck>mmis8ions  established  under 
the  l^reaties  with  Foreign  Powers  for  suppress- 
ing the  Traffic  in  Slaves,  and  of  other  Estab- 
Uooments  in  connection  with  that  object,  in- 
cluding the  Muscat  Subsidy.'* — {Mr»  Arthur 
0*  Connor,) 

Mb.  chopper  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther any  part  of  the  Muscat  Subsidy 
was  charged  to  the  revenues  of  India  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  payment  of  this  subsidy  had 
been  brought  about  by  a  series  of  com- 
plicated circumstances.  Some  years  ago 
the  Indian  GK>Temment  agreed  to  the 
subsidy ;  and,  subsequently,  when  Sir 
Bartle  Erere  went  on  his  mission  with 
the  object  of  suppressing.the  Slave  Trade, 
it  was  agreed  that  the  subsidy  should 
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be  continued  to  the  Saltan  of  Muscat — 
being  made  jointly  by  India  and  Eng- 
land. So  long  as  the  Sultan  of  Mus- 
cat, as  well  as  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar, 
continued  to  fulfil  the  obligations  he 
had  undertaken,  it  would  be  incumbent 
on  the  GoTemment  to  pay  half  the  sub- 
sidy. The  subject  was  not  lost  sight  of  by 
the  Government,  and  when  the  first  op- 
portunity to  reduce  the  charge  occurred 
they  would  avail  themselves  of  it. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOE  said,  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  on  this  sub- 
ject was  distinguished  by  the  accuracy 
which  always  characterized  his  answers. 
He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  however, 
was  sorry  he  had  not  been  able  to  gather 
from  the  noble  Lord  anything  to  explain 
the  departure  of  the  Treasury  from  the 
attitude  they  took  up  in  November,  1 880. 
If  this  letter  he  had  quoted  from  was 
well  grounded — and  it  appeared  to  have 
been — the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
entirely  out  of  accord  with  it,  and  re- ' 
quired  some  explanation.  He  was  pre- 
pared to  withdraw  his  Motion  on  the 
understanding  that  the  Government  were 
considering  the  matter. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  before  the 
Motion  was  withdrawn,  he  wished  to 
deprecate  the  zeal  with  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  devoted  their  atten- 
tion to  putting  down  the  Slave  Trade  in 
other  countries,  without  turning  their 
attention  to  the  slave  trade  in  Ireland. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(7.)  £7,047,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Tonnage  Bounties,  &c.  and  Liberated 
African  Department. 

(8.)  £870,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the 
Suez  Canal  (British  Directors). 

Me.  MONK  asked  the  Government  if 
they  thought  it  desirable  to  continue 
paying  £1,400  a-year  to  keep  Directors 
of  the  Suez  Canal  Company  in  Paris,  in 
order  to  attend  an  occasional  meeting, 
and  to  communicate  occasionally  with 
M.  de  Lesseps.  He  was  aware  that  the 
late  Government  had  fixed  the  remunera- 
tion ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
duties  of  these  gentlemen  were  such  as 
appertained  to  the  Embassy  at  Paris. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  matter 
had  been  considered  by  the  present  Gk>- 
vemment,  and  whether  they  thought  it 
deniable  that  three  Directors  should  be 
maintained  at  a  cost  of  £1,400  a-year? 

lord  Fred$rich  Capmdiih 


He  wished  to  know,  also,  what  the  item 
in  the  Estimates  "  extra  receipts/'  which 
was  set  down  at  £800,  really  meant  ? 

LoED  FBEDBRICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  extra  receipts  were,  firstly,  feea 
paid  to  the  Directors  of  the  Suez  Canal 
Company;  and,  secondly,  the  interest 
on  the  shares  that  might  be  called 
^*  qualifying  shares,"  bought  by  this 
country  to  enable  the  Directors  to  sit  on 
the  Board.  This  matter  had  not  been 
now  for  the  first  time  brought  under  hia 
notice ;  and  he  believed  that  some  Goire- 
spondence  furnished  last  year  showed 
the  duties  of  the  Directors  to  be  import- 
ant, and  such  as  occupied  a  great  deal 
of  time. 

Mb.  monk  wisked  to  know  whether 
the  noble  Lord  would  give  an  assurance 
to  bring  this  subject  of  the  permanemt 
resident  Directors,  who  were  not  con- 
nected with  the  Embassy,  before  the  Qo- 
Temment? 

LoED  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  should  be  most  happy  to  con- 
sider the  matter,  and  bring  it  under  the 
notice  of  the  Government. 

Vote  a^&0d  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 


(9.) 
sed, 


posei 

'*That  a  buxd,  not  ezceediog  £20,751,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3lBt  day  of  March  1882,  in  aid  of  Colonial 
Local  Revenue,  and  for  the  Salaries  and  AUofW* 
ances  of  Governors,  &c.,  and  for  other  Chargoi 
connected  with  the  Colonies,  including  Expenses 
incuired  under  *  The  Pacific  Islanders  noteo- 
tion  Act,  1876.' " 

Mr.  AETHXJE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
objected  to  an  item  in  this  Vote  for  the 
Falkland  Islands.  Last  year  there  was 
a  Vote  for  £1,200  for  Oambia  in  aid  of 
the  Mail  Service ;  but  that  was  cut  out 
because  the  income  exceeded  the  ex- 
penditure; but  now  a  precisely  similar 
charge,  amounting  to  £1,000,  was  made 
in  aid  of  the  Mail  Seryice  to  the  Falk- 
land Islands.  Those  Islands  did  nol^ 
however,  require  this  aid,  and  it  was 
purely  a  gratuity.  They  were  piogreaa- 
ing  very  remarkably,  and  the  popola- 
tion,  which  in  1861  was  566,  was  now 
1,600.  TheBevenueinl867  wa8£6,900; 
in  1876,  £9,150;  in  1878,  £11,576.  Tha 
imports  had  risen  from  £15,000,  inl865| 
to  £38,000,  in  1879;  and  the  expcnrto 
ftom  £17,000,  in  1865,  to  £71^840,  in 
1879.    He  doubted  if  there  was  aiqf 
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place  iuQL  the  world  ^JtucI^  oonjld  show  the 
same  uiareaae  in  population,  exports, 
impcttjfcB,  and  revenue.  Every  year  there 
was  a  Biuplos;  cmd  if  for  the  same 
rMson  the  grant  to  the  Gambia  was 
withdrawn,  i  fortiori  this  grant  ought 
also  to  be  withdrawn.  He,  therefore, 
begged  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Tote  by  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propose4> 
*<Tliat  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £19,751,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessaiy  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  oourae  of  payment  duxing  the  year  <wMii"g  on 
the  31st  day  of  Hardi  1882,  in  aid  of  Colonial 
Local  Revenue,  and  for  the  Salaries  and  AUow- 
anoes  of  Gk>Temors,  &c.,  and  for  other  Charges 
connected  with  the  Colonies,  including  Expenses 
incnxred  under  *  The  Pacific  Islanders  Protec- 
tion Act,  187d/  "-^Mr.  AHhur  &  Connor.) 

LoED  FEEDEEIOK  CAVENpiSH 
said,  that,  owing  to  certain  oircum- 
stances,  the  charges  for  this  Mail  Ser- 
vice had  been  increased,  and  the  whole 
cost  would  be  a  very  heavy  burden  upon 
these  Islands. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  explained  that  the 
breakdown  of  a  schooner,  which  had 
carried  on  part  of  the  service,  had  ne- 
cessitated arrangements  which  increased 
the  cost  from  £800  to  £1,800,  and  of 
this  the  Islands  would  pay  £800. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  could 
not  regard  the  explanations  as  sufficient. 
He  had  shown,  from  official  statistics, 
that  there  was  no  necessity  whatever  for 
this  erant,  seeing  that  the  Islands  had 
no  d^ts  and  had  an  annually  recurring 
surplus.  The  surplus  this  year  would 
be  consLderaJ)^  more  than  the  proposed 
grant  in  aid.  However,  it  was  pretty 
plain  that  the  Committee  hardlv  carea 
to  divide,  and  he  would  not  divide  upon 
the  point. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  item 
for  Heligoland.  He  complained  of  the 
Vote  not  being  limited  to  the  Governor's 
salary,  as  had  been  decided  by  the 
Colonial  Office  and  the  Treasury.  He 
also  wished  to  ask  some  questions  re- 
specting Natal  and  the  Transvaal.  There 
was  an  over-draft  made  by  the  British 
aathorities  in  the  Transvaal,  some  time 
aso,  on  the  Standard  Bank  to  the  extent 
df  £111,000.  That,  he  believed,  hi(d 
not  been  npaid,  and  he  did  not  kilofW 


whether  aOT  steps  had  been  taken  to 
repay  it.  But  when  an  officer  of  the 
Treasury  was  asked  about  it  by  a  Select 
Committee,  he  said  that,  in  the  event  of 
the  Bank  calling  that  sum  in,  he  sup- 
posed it  would  oe  necessary  to  apply 
immediately  to  Parliament  for  a  Tote 
in  aid.  Another  answer  would,  he 
thought,  cause  the  Boers  to  be  rather 
glad  of  the  Convention.  The  officer 
said  it  was  hoped  that  it  might  be  pos- 
sible to  impose  taxation  to  the  extent 
of  £50,000  or  £60,000  on  the  Natives, 
and  that  might  prevent  the  necessity  of 
applying  to  Parliament.  The  Boers 
had,  by  their  heroic  stand,  not  only 
saved  their  independence,  but  secured 
themselves  from  a  deliberate  plan  by 
the  Bijtish  Treasury  to  tax  them  in  order 
to  repay  the  expenses  which  the  British 
had  chosen  to  incur,  including  this  over- 
draft. He  was  glad  that  that  expecta- 
tion had  been  disappointed.  The  money 
would  have  to  be  paid  some  time  or 
other,  and  he  presumed  it  would  be 
necessary  to  ask  Parliament  for  a  Vote. 
He  wished  to  know  what  steps  had  been 
taken  with  regard  to  that  matter  ? 

Low)  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
renlied,  that,  with  respect  to  the  Heli- 
goland Tote,  Heligoland  was  not  in  the 
same  position  as  the  Falkland  Islands, 
for  it  had  no  surplus.  With  regard  to 
the  other  matter,  in  consequence  of  the 
Convention  with  Boers^  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary for  the  Government,  this  Session, 
to  pa*opose  a  Tote  in  aid,  and  then  the 
subject  of  this  over-draft  could  be  dis- 
cussed- 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(10.)  £1,105,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Orange  River  Territory  and  St. 
Helena  (Non-Efiective  Charges). 

(11.^  £17,300,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies. 

Class  TI. — ^Noh-Effbotivk  A2n>  Cham- 

TABLB  SeBVIOBS. 

(12.)  £209,980,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Superannuations  and  JUetired  Allow- 
ances. 

(13.)  £19,550,  ^to  complete  the  sum 
for  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions, 
&c. 

(14.)  £17,900,  to  complete  thesum  for 
the  Relief  d  Distressed  British  Seamen 
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Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
flome  extraordinary  charges  upon  thia 
Vote  had  been  allowed  by  the  Treasury. 
There  was  a  case  in  which  a  black  sea- 
man on  board  the  Daisy  committed  an 
assault  on  a  white  seaman.  The  man 
was  put  in  irons  and  ordered  home.  Be- 
fore the  arrival  of  the  ship  at  New  York, 
however,  he  was  brought  up  on  a  writ 
of  habeas  corpta  and  discharged,  and 
the  expenses  of  those  proceedings  were 
charged  to  the  public  funds  in  this 
Vote.  The  case  could  not,  however, 
under  any  circumstances,  come  under  the 
head  of  **  Distressed  Seamen  Abroad." 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that 
was  an  exceptional  case,  and  would  not 
occur  again. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  was  afraid 
that  the  case  was  not  exceptional,  for 
there  were  two  other  cases  mentioned  on 
the  same  page.  Some  seaman  on  board 
the  Ocean  Express  at  Rio  Janeiro  went  on 
shore  and  got  drunk.  He  was  locked 
up,  and  the  captain  of  the  vessel  made 
an  allegation  before  the  Vice  Consul 
that  the  man  had  deserted,  and  so  got 
an  endorsement  on  the  man's  articles, 
and  then  proceeded  to  weigh  anchor. 
But  before  he  got  away  the  Vice  Consul 
learned  that  the  man  was  locked  up, 
and  notified  that  to  the  captain.  The 
captain,  however,  went  away,  and  the 
seaman's  wages  now  appeared  on  this 
Vote.  The  authorities  ought  to  have 
looked  after  the  captain,  and  obtained 
the  man's  wages  from  him.  Then  there 
was  a  third  case,  in  which  a  seaman  was 
described  as  a  deserter,  but  whose  wages 
were  charged  on  this  Vote. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(15.)  £428,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Pauper  Lunatics,  England. 

( 1 6.)  £39,588,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland. 

(17.)  £49,852,  Friendly  Societies  De- 
ficiency. 

(18.)  £2,021,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
MisceUaneous  Charitable  and  other  Al- 
lowances, Great  Britain. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
why  a  sum  of  £680  was  paid  to  Polish 
refugees;  and  also  why  £1,300,  under 
the  head  «  Her  Majesty's  Charities  and 
Bounties  (Scotland),"  should  be  voted  ? 
There  was,  he  added,  nothing  so  de- 
moraliang  as  these  charitable  doles,  and 


he  did  not  understand  their  appearing 
in  a  Liberal  Government's  Estimates. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
replied, that  the  grants  to  Polish  refugees 
were  diminishing;  and  the  charitable 
doles  in  Scotland  were  fixed  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  Therefore,  although  he 
agreed  that  they  were  worthy  of  con- 
sideration, they  could  not  be  dealt  with, 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  the 
Polish  refugees  were  persons  who  had 
been  in  rebellion  against  their  Sove- 
reign? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  was  unable  to  inform  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  the  grants  were  fixed  in 
1864. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  inquired  whethertheae 
people  were  connected  with  the  PoUsh 
Committee  in  London  ? 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  could  as- 
sure his  hon.  Friend  that  these  people 
were  not  connected  with  the  Polish  Com- 
mittee. They  were  the  historical  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Polish  cause  in  this 
countnr,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  Nihilists.  Russia  had  no  more  right 
in  Poland  than  England  had  in  Ireland, 
and  he  should  support  the  grants  to 
these  refugees. 

Class  YiJL. — Misokllakbous. 

(19.)  £19,883,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Temporary  Commissions. 

(20.)  £3,927,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Miscellaneous  Expenses. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  refer  to  an  item  of  £10  in  this 
Vote  for  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  He 
was  sorry  the  Chancellor  of  l^e  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright)  was  not 
present,  as  he  would  have  repeated  his 
question  which  he  put  a  few  days  affo 
with  regard  to  the  property  of  me 
Duchy  in  the  Savoy,  as  to  which  there 
was  some  unfinished  arrangement  be- 
tween the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  and  the 
Woods  and  Forests  Office.  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  could  answer  the  question. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  point  could 
possibly  arise  upon  this  Vote. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
appeared  a  little  unreasonable  to  pro* 
ceed  with  the  Votes  of  the  Revenue  De- 
partment—  the  heaviest  Votes  in  the 
whole  Estimates— at  this  hour  (5.80), 
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and  wben  the  HonBO  was  weaxy  with 
their  week's  labours.  It  was  hardly 
&ir  to  expect  Members  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  on  such  l&rge  and  important 
Votes  now ;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  consent  to  report  Pro- 


Lorn  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
pomted  out  that  due  notice  had  been 
given  of  these  Votes.  It  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  after  all  they  had  only  been 
at  work  with  the  Estimates  two  hours. 

Mb.  PUIiESTON  reminded  the  Com- 
mittee tiiat  many  Members  had  met  at 
great  inoonyenience  for  the  purpose  of 
transacting  Business*;  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  good  progress  would  be 
made  with  the  Estimates. 

Mu.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  admitted 
that  there  was  good  reason  for  pressing 
Supply  forward ;  but  it  must  be  remem- 
hered  that  the  very  men  who  were  now 
in  attendance  were  the  very  men  whose 
labours  in  Parliament  had  been  the  most 
heayy,  and  the  very  men  who  were  most 
in  need  of  the  Saturday  break.  Im- 
portant questions  were  inyolved  in  the 
Votes  of  the  Revenue  Department ;  for 
instance,  there  were  the  questions  of 
the  out-door  officers  of  the  Customs,  the 
grierances  of  the  telegraph  clerks,  and, 
no  doubt,  much  discussion  would  be 
ezdted  upon  the  Post  Office  administra- 
tion. 

Mb.  OHILDERS  suggested  that  they 
should  take  the  Customs  and  Inland 
BoTonue  Votes,  and  report  Progress 
when  they  came  to  .the  Post  Office  Votes. 

REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 
(21.)  £757,737,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Customs. 

(23.)  £1,553,471,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Inland  Revenue. 

(23.)  £407,767,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Post  Office  Packet  Service. 

Beeolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday 
next 

Gommittee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 

next 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
8ix  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Monday,  %th  Juyu8t,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— First  Reading-^ 
Gorrapt  Practices  (Suspension  of  Elections)  * 

!208) ;  Drainage  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  * 
209). 

Second  JS^A^tn^— Public  Works  Loans  *  (196). 

SeUei  Committee  —  Report  —  Erne  Lough  and 
Riyer*  (149-206). 

Committee— Report— "SLoy^  University  of  Ire- 
land* (194). 

Report — Third  Beading — Land  Law  (Ireland) 
(204-207). 

Third  Reading — Removal  Terms  (Scotland),  now 
Removal  Terms  (Burghs)  (Scotland)  *  (184)» 
sjii^paeeed, 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Privy  SeaL) 

(koS.  187,  204.)      BBPOBT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

The  Mabquess  of  SAUSBURY  said, 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Dunsanv),  who  was 
not  then  present,  had  an  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  to  the  effect  that — 

"  The  tenant  shall  not  on  his  holding,  without 
the  consent  of  his  landlord,  break  up  any  ancient 
pasture  or  meadow  land." 

He  wished  to  know  if  the  Government 
had  any  objection  to  accept  that  Amend- 
ment, because,  if  not,  he  would  move  it  ? 
LoBD  OARLINGFORD  said,  the 
Amendment  was  quite  unnecessary,  as 
the  case  of  waste  committed  by  a  tenant 
was  fully  dealt  with  by  the   existing 

The  Earl  of  COURTOWN  said,  he 
thought  the  sulnect  a  very  important 
one,  and  he  could  not  see  what  possible 
objection  the  Government  had  to  accept- 
ing the  Amendment. 

LoBD  O'HAGAN  said,  the  existing 
law  was  sufficient  to  meet  the  case. 
There  could  not  be  the  slightest  doubt 
that  an  injunction  would  be  adequate 

Erotection  against  waste  being  committed 
7  a  tenant. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBITRYsaid, 
that  as  this  was  not  a  question  which 
would  be  decided  by  the  Oommissioners 
he  would  not  press  the  Amendment. 

LoBD  HARLEOH  could  not  see  why 
the  Government  should  object  to  the 
Amendment 
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The  LOED  OHANOELLOE  said,  the 
objection  of  Uie  Govemment  was  to 
putting  in  the  Bill  particular  exceptions 
when  general  words  answered  equally 
well. 

The  Eabl  of  OOURTOWN  said,  that 
he  had  drawn  up  an  Amendment  to  the 
clause,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the 
landlord  to  exercise  his  rights  with  re- 
gard to  wreck  and  seaweed,  &c.,  on  the 
seashore.  The  Government  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  dealing  with 
the  same  subject;  but  he  thought  the 
Government  proposal  did  not  go  far 
enough.  His  Amendment  was  to  insert 
the  words  **  exercising  rights  to  wrecks 
and  royalties,"  as  one  of  the  incidents 
of  tenancy  reserved  to  the  landlord. 

LoBD  OARUNGFOBD  said,  that  he 
was  goinp^  to  add  words  to  his  Amend- 
ment which  he  hoped  would  satisfy  the 
noble  Earl. 

The  Eabl  of  OOURTOWN  asked 
what  these  words  were.  He  did  not  like 
to  compromise  his  position  by  giving  up 
what  he  had  got  for  what  he  did  not 
know. 

LoED  OARLINGFORD  read  his 
Amendment,  which  reserved  to  the  land- 
lord the  right  of— 

"  Paasing  and  re-paasixigto  and  from  the  sea* 
shore  with  or  without  horses  and  carriages  for 
exercinng  any  royal  franchise  belonging  to  the 
landlord." 

The  point,  he  said,  had  been  carefully 
considered  by  the  Government,  and  he 
thought  his  words  were  better  than  those 
of  the  noble  Earl.  He  also  intended  to 
improve  them  by  adding  the  words 
"  right  of  property  or." 

Lord  STA!NLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  thought  the  words  of  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal  would  best  answer  the  pur- 
pose in  view.  This  Amendment  was 
very  necessary,  as  much  drift  timber  had 
ahready  been  lost  through  the  ill-will  of 
the  tenants. 

The  Earl  of  OOURTOWN  said,  that 
he  would  not  press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  {LtMrd  Carlingford)  agreed 
to. 

Clause  6  (Licidents  of  tenancy  sub- 
ject to  statutory  conditions). 

Thb  Earl  of  LIMERIOE  moved,  in 
page  7,  line  21,  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  was  lawfully  entitled  to  out,"  and  sub- 
stitute the  words  ''  may  be  entitled  to 
cut." 


LordOABLINGFOSD  consideKi&e 
Amendment  unnecessary;  but*  at  the 
same  time,  saw  no  great  objection  to  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Determination  by  court  of 
rent  of  present  tenancies). 

Thb  Earl  of  FEMBBOKE  moved, 
in  page  1 1,  line  17,  to  leave  oat  ('<  made 
payable,")  in  order  to  insert  the  woid 
(<'  increased.")  He  said  he  had  movel 
this  Amendment  in  Committee,  peiiiaps 
upon  very  short  notice,  and  he  had  been 
asked  to  bring  it  up  on  the  Beport 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 

Erevent  the  tenant  from  being  misled 
y  the  words  in  the  Bill  as  to  his  posttion 
and  rights  under  it.  All  who  hisd  pro- 
perty Knew  the  great  likelihood  of  a 
man  misleading  himself  as  to  the  value 
of  the  improvements  he  had  made  by 
way  of  set-off  against  rent  or  arrears. 

Lord  OABLINGFOBD  opposed  the 
Amendment.  He  said  it  was  conoeivaUe, 
in  some  future  condition  of  things,  tiiit 
though  the  rent  might  not  have  been 
increased  it  might  be  inequitable.  That 
might  be  the  ease  if,  quite  independent 
of  landlord  or  tenant,  there  were  a 
change  in  the  value  of  property. 

Thb  Earl  of  PEMBROKE  said,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  the  Amend- 
ment would  oblige  the  Commissioneis  to 
maintain  an  inequitable  rent. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Thb  Duke  of  ABGYLL  asked  the 
Lord  Privy  Seal  whether  under  the 
clause  it  was  possible  to  make  an  agree- 
ment such  as  that  which  he  quoted  the 
other  night,  by  which  the  proprietor  of 
landed  property  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
mi^ht  make  an  improvement  lease  in 
which  the  rent  was  increased  a  few 
shillings  every  year,  so  that  the  rent  per 
acre  would  eventually  increase  from  1#. 
an  acre  to  14«.  an  acre?  He  did  not 
know  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  prevent  suoh  leases; 
but  he  was  quite  sure  that  that  was  the 
effect  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  OABLINGFOBD  said,  he  was 
not  able  to  answer  the  noble  Duke's 
question  off-hand.  He  could  not,  how- 
ever, himself  see  that  the  question  ap- 
plied to  the  clause  at  all. 

The  Dxtkb  of  ABGYLL  said,  he  was 
afraid  that  the  clause  would  prevent  any 
increase  of  rent  bein^  made  upon  a  ten- 
ant in  respect  of  any  unprovement  made 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1178 


LmilAm 


(AuGFmKr  8«  1881] 


{h^umt\  Bai 


1174 


dnriiig  tbe  15  y^soff  term.  In  the  case 
he  quoted  the  other  day,  a  few  shiUings 
increase  was  made  by  agreement  in  five 
iff  six  years.  Such  cases  as  this  were 
uniyersally  recognized  in  Ireland,  and 
were  extremely  beneficial  to  both  parties. 
Under  this  Bill  it  would  be  impossible 
to  make  such  agreements. 

Thb  Mabqttbss  op  LANSDOWNE, 
agieeiDg  with  the  noble  Duke,  said  that 
the  landlord  might  desire  to  let  at  a  low 
rent  during  the  first  few  years  in  consi- 
deration ca  the  tenant  making  certain 
impfOYementSy  and  then  to  raise  the  rent 
to  a  sum  more  nearly  approximating  to 
the  value  of  the  land — would  such  an 
anangem^it  be  le^  under  the  Bill  or 
not? 

Ths  Eabi.  of  LONGFOBD  said,  surely 
noble  Lords  did  not  imagine  that  tixe  Bill 
was  for  the  improvement  of  Ireland,  be- 
cause if  they  did  they  were  very  much 
miataken.  Its  result  would  certainly  be 
to  dieck  improvement  in  the  country. 

Thb  Dttsb  oy  ABOYLL  suggested  to 
ike  Government  that  it  would  be  wise, 
before  the  Bill  returned  to  the  House 
from  the  Commons,  to  insert  some  power 
to  the  Oourt  to  sanction  such  arrange- 
ment as  he  had  mentined. 

Eabl  OAIBNS  said,  that  such  an  ar- 
rangement oould  be  made  in  a  lease 
sanctioned  by  the  Oourt  for  31  years. 

Lord  OAltLINaFOBD  agreed  that 
there  was  no  question  at  all  that  it  could 
be  done. 

The  Eabl  of  BEDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
XAN  of  Ck>Mia!rrxaBs)  said,  it  was  no  use 
soggseting  that  anything  should  be  put 
into  the  BSil  in ''  another  place,"  because 
they  could  only  deal  wiw  the  Amend- 
ments made  by  this  House ;  and  if  this 
olaaae  was  to  be  altered  it  must  be 
done  now. 

Tbs  Buke  of  ABEBOOBN,  who  had 
the  following  Amendment  on  Uie  Paper : 
— CSauae  8,  at  end  of  sub-section  8, 
page  11,  insert- 
er But  nothing  herein  contained  shall  preju- 
dice any  ri^ht  heretofore  enjoyed  by  the  tenant 
of  any  holding  subject  to  the  Ulster  tenant  ri^ht 
coatom,  or  any  usage  heretofore  coiTesponding 
viih  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom," 

•aid,  he  intended  to  withdraw  it.  The 
noble  Duke  pointed  out  that  a  great 
desl  of  the  prosperity  of  Ulster  was  due 
to  the  good  feeling  between  landlords 
and  tenants,  which  had  been  one  of  the 
results  of  the  Ulster  tensjit  right  custom. 
He  wts  s^re  the  noUe  Mav^uess  (the 


Marquess  of  Salisbury),  in  his  Amend- 
ment the  other  ni^ht,  did  not  intimd  to 
interfere  with  this  custom;  and  if  his 
Amendment  could  be  shown  to  have  any 
such  tendency,  he  was  convinced  the 
noble  Marquess  would  be  ready  to  make 
whatever  qualifications  were  necessary. 

Thb  Mabqttbss  op  SALISBUET: 
The  noble  Duke  has  rightly  interpreted 
my  views  with  respect  to  this  Amend- 
ment. I  do  not  intend  to  interfere  with 
any  rights  enjoyed  under  the  Ulster 
Custom,  and  I  before  stated  decidedly 
that  my  Amendment  would  have  no  such 
effect.  It  simply  amounts  to  this — that 
it  is  a  notice  for  the  future  to  all  persons 
purchasing  a  holding  that  the  amount 
which  they  may  give  for  the  purchase  of 
that  holding  will  not  be  held  to  be  a 
just  cause  for  reducing  the  rent  at  the 
time  payable  in  respect  thereto.  That 
cannot  affect  any  past  transaction.  At 
the  same  time,  if  it  should  be  thought 
that  any  modifications  are  desirable  in 
order  to  obtain  ti^at  end,  I  shall  be  most 
willing  to  accept  them. 

LoBD  OABLINGFOBD  moved,  in 
page  15,  after  Clause  16,  to  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

(Provision  as  to  certain  claims  ol  paatnzage 
and  turbary.) 

("  Where  the  tenant  of  a  holding  by  virtue  of 
his  tenancy  exercises  over  uninclosed  land  a 
right  of  pasturing  or  turning  out  cattle  or  other 
animals  m  common  with  other  persons,  or  exer- 
cises a  light  of  cutting  and  takm^  turf  in  com- 
mos  with  other  persons  (which  right  is  in  this 
section  referred  to  as  a  common  right,  and 
which  other  persons,  together  with  the  t^[iant, 
are  in  this  section  refwred  to  as  commoners), 
then  if  such  holding  becomes  subject  to  a  statu- 
tory term  tiie  Oourt  may,  during  the  continu- 
ance of  such  term,  on  the  application  of  the 
landlord,  or  of  any  commoner,  b^  order  restrain 
the  tenant  from  exercising  his  right  of  pasture 
or  cutting  or  taking  turf  in  any  manner  other 
than  that  in  whi(m  it  may  be  proved  to  the 
Court  that  he  is,  under  the  circumstances  and 
according  to  the  ordinary  usage  which  has  pre- 
vailed amongst  the  commoners,  reasonably  en- 
titled to  exercise  the  same.") 

He  moved  also  to  amend  the  proposed 
clause  by  in  sorting  after  the  word  (''com- 
moner ")  the  words  (**  with  the  consent 
of  the  landlord.") 
Amendment  agr$ed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  ordered  to  stand 
part  of  the  Bill. 

Clause  21  (Provision  as  to  existing 
leases). 

Thb  Eabl  of  PEMBBOKE  moved,  in 
page  17|  line  42,  to  leave  out  the  words 
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("  yalaed  under  the  Act  relating  to  the 
yalnation  of  rateable  property  in  Ireland 
at  an  annual  value  of,")  and  substitute 
the  words  (*'  held  at  a  rent  or  rents/')  the 
object  beine  to  substitute  actual  rent  for 
rateable  yalue.  He  remarked  that  one 
effect  of  the  change  he  proposed  would 
undoubtedly  be  to  lower  the  figure  at 
which  tenants  were  to  be  allowed  to 
contract  themselves  out  of  the  Act. 
Most  of  their  Lordships,  he  believedt 
would  agree  with  him  in  thinking  that 
such  a  change  would  be  an  advan- 
tage. 

Lord  OABLINOFOED  said,  he  was 
unable  to  agree  to  the  Amendment. 
A  line  drawn  by  public  authority  was, 
for  such  a  purpose  as  this,  much 
bettor  than  one  drawn  by  private  in- 
dividuals in  the  case  of  a  particular 
feurm.  The  Gk>vemment  were  of  opinion 
that  £150  valuation  was  the  lowest  figure 
at  which  the  parties  ought  to  be  per- 
mitted to  contract  themselves  out  of  the 
Bill. 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  SALISBUEYsaid, 
he  thought  Uiey  were  not  demanding  a 
ffreat  deal  if  they  asked  that  the  greatest 
facilities  should  be  given  to  the  parties 
to  arrange  between  themselves,  in  re- 
Cfpect  to  future  tenancies,  the  terms  on 
which  farms  should  be  held.  The  GK>- 
vemment  were  actually  jealous  of  free 
contract — ^they  loved  servitude,  and  tiiey 
objected  to  give  the  slightest  portion  of 
enfranchisement  to  the  Lrish  landlord 
and  tenant.  They  seemed  to  think  that 
the  Lish  tenant  should  be  treated  as  a 
child  under  paternal  Government;  but 
surely  it  was  reasonable  to  suppose  that 
a  man  who  had  risen  in  the  social  scale 
was  able  to  protect  himself. 

LoBD  OABLINOFOBD  said,  that  if 
the  noble  Marquess  consulted  the  Irish 
&nners  he  would  find  that  their  ideas 
of  what  constituted  liberty  were  very 
different  from  his.  What  he  called 
liberty  they  would  call  servitude.  The 
Government  felt  that,  in  the  circum- 
stances of  Ireland,  the  tenant  could  not 
safely  be  left  to  arrange  these  matters 
with  his  landlord,  and  that,  consequently, 
it  was  necessary  to  protect  him. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY 
pointed  out  that  the  question  of  liberty 
could  arise  only  in  regard  to  future  ton- 
ancies.  He  did  not  think  the  Irish  far- 
mers, if  they  rightly  understood  the  case, 
would  accept  the  noble  Lord's  strange 
and  re-actionaiy  definition  of  liberty. 

Th$  JSarl  of  Pmiroke 


The  Eabl  of  EIMBEBLET  said,  he 
understood  that  the  effect  of  this  cUuse 
was  general,  and  that  in  eveiy  case 
where  the  vidnation  was  over  £150  the 
parties  might  contract  themselves  out  rf 
the  Act.  

The  LOBD  OHANOELLOB  said,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  clause  as  it  stood 
applied  to  present  as  well  as  to  fdtue 
tonancies.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
reasons  urged  against  the  Amendment 
moved  in  **  anothw  place  *'  by  a  BelatiTe 
of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquees  of 
Lansdowne)  were  equally  applicable  to 
the  present  proposal. 

The  Mabquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  the  Amendment  did  not  deal  with 
the  same  case  as  that  dealt  with  by  the 
Amendment  referred  to  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  and  moved  in  ^'aootiier 

§lace"  by  Lord  Edmond  Eitzmamice. 
'hat  Amendment  was  intended  to  pte- 
vent  any  tenant  above  the  £100  hxnit 
from  applying  to  the  Court  for  a  judicial 
rent.  If  it  had  been  carried  every  ten- 
ant in  Ireland  above  that  limit  would 
have  been  precluded  from  going  to  the 
Court,  whether  he  wished  to  do  so  or 
not.  The  clause  now  before  the  House 
dealt  only  with  purely  voluntary  ar- 
rangements made  with  the  full  consent 
of  both  parties.  These  oould,  no  doubt, 
as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  stated, 
be  made  either  with  present  as  well  ae 
with  future  tenants ;  but  it  was  quite  dear 
that  in  the  case  of  the  former,  the  tenant, 
unless  it  were  to  his  advantage,  would 
decline  to  contract  himself  out  of  the  Act, 
and  would  remain  under  the  protection 
of  the  Court.  The  clause  would,  there- 
fore, operate  to  the  tenant's  disadvan- 
tage only  in  the  case  of  a  new  letting; 
and  as  to  this,  there  was  no  reason 
why  a  free  contract  should  not  be  made 
by  a  farmer  rented  at  over  £160.  In 
any  case,  the  Amendment  was  not  m 
pari  maUnd  with  that  mentioned  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord. 

Amendment  negtdwed. 

Clause  81  (Emigration). 

The  Eabl  of  CABNABYON  moved, 
in  page  26,  lines  2  and  3,  to  substitote 
the  words  ''tamily  or  families  "  for  the 
words  ''  a  sufficient  number."  The 
Amendment,  if  agreed  to,  would  enable 
the  Land  Commission,  on  being  satisfied 
that  a  fiamily  or  families  in  any  district 
desired  to  emigrate,  to  take  the  neoee- 
aary  measoree  for  enabling  them  to  do 
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BO.  He  obieefced  atrongly  to  the  limita- 
tioos  whioh  had  been  introduced  into 
the  Emigration  Clause  in  ''another 
place ; "  but  this  was  the  only  Amend- 
ment which  he  should  submit  to  their 
Lordships.  It  would,  he  explained, 
enable  the  Land  Commission  to  make 
the  family  the  unit  of  their  system  of 
emigration. 

VisoouKT  MONCK  regretted  that  the 
clause  had  ever  been  introduced,  as 
a  grant  of  £200,000  was  so  absurdly 
smll  that  it  might 'as  well  be  struck 
out  altogether.  At  the  same  time,  he 
Loped  the  Gt>Temment  would  accede  to 
the  yery  reasonable  request  of  the  noble 
Earl,  and  allow  the  Commissioners  to 
ddal  not  only  with  any  State  or  Colony, 
or  public  Company,  but  also  with  indi- 
Tiduals  who  could  give  reasonable  se- 
curity. 

The  Eabl  of  EIMBERLEY  said, 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl 
could  not  be  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, for  it  would  be  inconsistent  with 
the  policy  of  the  clause.  It  was  not  in- 
tended that  the  Court  should  so  about 
Ireland  and  pick  up  one  family  here, 
and  another  family  there,  but  to  re- 
lieve the  congestion  in  some  parti- 
cular districts.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
if  they  were  merely  to  relieve  individual 
families,  they  would  be  simply  putting 
money  into  me  pockets  of  these  families. 
With  regard  to  the  regrets  that  had 
been  expressed  at  the  smallness  of  the 
sum  to  be  applied  to  emigpration,  he 
had  to  say  that  the  whole  scheme  par- 
took of  the  nature  of  an  experiment; 
but  if  it  should  be  found  to  work  well 
and  usefolly,  it  would,  no  doubt,  be 
made  the  basis  of  further  experiment 
and  expenditure. 

Lord  WAVENEY  read  a  communica- 
tion from  Mr.  Wilson,  saying  that  there 
might  be  difficulty  in  dealing  with  im- 
migrant families  in  Australia ;  but  that 
in£yidual  immigrants  of  either  sex 
could  easily  obtain  employment.  New 
South  Wales  had  contributed  £2,500, 000 
to  the  furtherance  of  emigration,  and 
New  Zealand  £1,000,000.  Those  two 
countries  and  Canada  were  careful  of  the 
welfare  of  the  emigprants  on  their  arrival. 
The  immigration  which  they  encouraged 
was,  in  fact,  such  as  would  relieve  the 
existing  pressure  on  the  labour  market 
of  this  country. 

LoBn  EMLY  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  system  of  emi|p:ation  vhich  the 


noble  Lord  had  sketched  was  likely  to 
allure  away  the  very  men  who  might  be 
called  the  bone  and  sinew  of  the  land. 
The  sort  of  emig|ration  that  was  required 
was  the  emigration  of  families,  and  that 
would  not  be  secured  to  the  necessary 
extent  by  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Earl,  which  would  only  lead  to  a  family 
here  and  a  family  there  being  selected. 
He  regpretted  that  the  experiment  was 
not  to  be  tried  on  a  larger  scale  than 
was  proposed  by  the  Bill,  so  as  to  remove 
from  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland,  from 
Mayo  round  to  Cork,  a  large  population 
which  were  now  living  in  misery  and 
discomfort. 

The  Mabqusss  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
there  was  a  general  feeling  in  all  parts 
of  the  House  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
chance  of  the  successfid  working  of  the 
Bill  in  the  direction  of  relieving  con- 
gested districts  in  Ireland  had  been 
frustrated  by  theunfortunate  concessions 
made  by  the  Government  in  the  other 
House.  The  futility  of  the  clause  in 
respect  to  emigration  was  deeply  to  be 
regpretted.  Every  person  who  had  com- 
mented on  this  sulnect  outside  of  the 
mere  political  and  rarty  fight  of  the 
day  had  recognized  in  the  most  earnest 
terms  that  nothing  but  a  free  and  effi- 
cient system  of  emi^ation  could  be  of 
any  real  service  for  Ireland  in  the  long 
run.  He  asked  whether  the  clause  as 
now  drawn  would  not  be  construed  as  a 
Parliamentary  engagement  not  to  go 
further  in  the  promotion  of  emigration 
at  another  time — whether  the  words 
would  not  be  held  by  persons  with.whom 
the  Government  had  engaged,  and  with 
whom  they  dealt  as  power  with  power, 
that  a  promise  had  been  made  from 
which  they  could  not  recede  ?  He  sug- 
gested that  after  the  Limitation  Clause 
the  words,  (''  unless  Parliament  shall 
otherwise  order")  should  be  inserted. 

LoKD  CAEUNGFOED  pointed  out 
that  if  the  experiment  proved  successful, 
and  that  it  was  found  desirable  to  go 
farther.  Parliament  would  not  be  pre- 
vented by  anything  in  the  Bill  from 
so  doing. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
that  that  being  so  he  did  not  see  what 
objection  could  be  offered  to  the  words 
he  had  suggested.  His  object  was  to 
prevent  it  being  said,  with  any  force  in 
future  years,  that  the  Government  and 
Parliament  had  by  the  Bill  pledged 
itself  not  to  go  furwer, 
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The  Eabl  or  KIMBEBLEY  said, 
that  this  subject  had  been  considered 
carefully  in  the  other  House.  The  noble 
Marquess  knew  the  jealousy  it  had  ex- 
cited. He  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  did 
not  share  that  jealousy,  and  would,  per- 
sonally, have  been  glad  to  have  sden  a 
larger  limit;  but  the  proposal  was  in 
the  nature  of  an  experiment,  and  if  it 
failed  it  would  come  to  nothing,  while, 
if  it  succeeded,  there  would  be  the 
strongest  motiye  to  go  further. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  the 
words  in  question  were — 

**  Piovided  always,  that  there  shall  not  be  ex- 
pended by  virtue  of  the  aathority  hereby  given 
a  greater  sum  than  two  hundred  thousand 
pounds." 

Those  words  did  not  prevent  Parliament 
sanctioning  a  larger  scheme  hereafter  if 
it  thought  proper  to  do  so. 

The  Duke  of  ABQTLL  remarked, 
that  he  had  looked  at  this  clause  as 
simply  the  beginning  of  an  experiment. 
He  was  perfectly  satisfied  his  noble 
Friend  knew  there  were  a  great  number 
of  the  600,000  families  that  had  been 
referred  to  who,  for  their  own  good  and 
the  good  of  the  country,  could  be  re- 
moved. His  noble  Friend  must  know 
that  this  experiment  ought  to  be  tried  on 
a  larger  scale ;  but  the  Government  had 
sacrificed  their  own  opinions  on  this 
matter  to  the  state  of  Parties  in  the 
other  House.  Still,  there  was  this  to  be 
said  for  it,  that  it  gave  room  for  an  ex- 
periment on  a  small  scale,  and,  if  it 
succeeded,  it  might,  with  the  consent  of 
Parliament,  be  extended.  He  could  not 
avoid  this  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
belief,  having  some  personal  knowied&;e 
of  a  similar  state  of  things  in  the  High- 
lands of  Scotland,  that  with  regard  to 
the  class  of  tenants  holding  farms  under 
£10  valuation,  they  could  not  hold  their 
own  under  the  economic  conditions  of 
the  country,  and  any  measure  which  gave 
them  a  permanent  interest  in  the  land 
was  a  pure  delusion. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdraum. 

Clause  56  (Definitions). 

Lord  OAELINGFOED  moved,  in 
page  40,  line  4,  to  leave  out  from 
(**  which")  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
and  insert — 

('*  The  Ijand  CommiMion  may  by  order  de- 
clare fit  to  bo  purohasecl  as  a  separate  estate  for 
the  puipoiee  of  this  Act.*'} 


That  would  enable  the  Gommisnon  to 
deal  wfth  any  portion  of  an  estate  as  aa 
estate. 

Lord  EMLY  said,  that  this  Ammid- 
ment  would  meet  some  of  the  greatest 
difficulties  of  the  case,  for  the  (>>inmis- 
sion  would  be  able  to  deal  with  one  or 
two,  or  three  townlands,  astheythoogfat 
fit.  The  Amendment  would  make  the 
clause  far  more  operative  than  before. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  57  ^Tenancies  to  which  the  Act 
does  not  apply). 

Lord  INOHIQTTIN  moved,  in  sub- 
section  7,  the  omission  from  the  words 
('<  Any  holding  let  by  written  oontract  of 
tenancy  and  therein  expressed  to  be  ao 
let  to  the  tenant")  of  the  words  from  (''by 
written  contract ")  to  ("  expressed  to  be 
so  let ")— the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
exempt  such  tenancies  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  KTMBERLEY  said, 
the  clause  was  a  copy  of  one  in  the  Act 
of  1870,  which  had  never  been  com* 
plained  of. 

The  Marquess  op  SAUdBUBYsaid, 
the  Act  of  1870  was  a  very  difiTerent  mea- 
sure. It  was  desirable  that  in  future 
contracts  dhould  be  in  writing.  If  Ae 
Amendment  were  agreed  to  he  would 
propose  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  sub- 
section— ("Provided  thatany  such  letting 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act  shall  be  in 
writing.") 

Amendments  a^eed  to. 

Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No. 
207.) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  suspending  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  XXXV.  read. 

Moved,  '<  That  the  said  Standing  Order 
be  suspended."— (2^  Zori^Prwy  Seal.) 

On  question,  reeoked  in  the  afirmaike: 
Standing  Order  suspended  accordingly. 

Moved,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S*." 
--{Tha  Lord  I'rivy  Seal.) 

The  Eabl  of  OASNAEVON:  In 
rising  now  at  the  last  stage  of  this  very 
important  measure  I  wish  to  trouble 
your  Lordships  with  a  few  observations, 
although  I  do  not  wish  to  renew  the  dis- 
cussion that  has  taken  place  on  the 
clauses;  for  the  BiU  has  oeen  brought 
up  to  this  House  so  late  In  ^e  Session 
that  it  has  been  absolutely  impoasible  to 


LJiyiu^uu  uy 


d'' 


1181 


ZandZaw 


(Auau0T8y  1881] 


{Ireland)  Bill. 


1182 


give  it  that  ftill  and  oftrefdl  consideration 
which  8uoh  an  ezceptional,  and,  I  may 
ahnost  saj,  a  revolutionaTy  measure  de- 
serres.     The  first  point  which  I  wish 
to  note  is  what  has  fallen  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers.    We  haye  had  a  dear 
admission  from  them  that  this  Bill  does 
eontain  distinctly  the  principle  of  the 
"  three  F*b.'*     Secondly,  we  have  learnt 
in  no  donbtfol  manner  the  value  of 
pledges,  promises,  and  assurances,  g^ven 
in  other  places,   which  almost  consti- 
tuted a  bond  on  the  faith  of  Parlia- 
ment.   Lastly,  I  hope  I  may  say,  with- 
out giving^  offence,   I  never  remember 
sinoe  I  have   been  in  the  House  any 
mat  question  on  which  such  a  feeble 
defence  was  ofiPered  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  tot  such  a  very  sweeping  mea- 
flore.   I  never  Temember  such  an  absence 
of  argument  in  defence  of  a  particular 
measure.     On  the  other  hand,  I  think 
the  change  that  have  been  made  in 
the  Bin  constitute,   in  many  resnects, 
great  improvements;   but  I  should  be 
wrong  if  I  said  that  the  structure  of  the 
Bill  has  been  materially  altered ;  the 
vidous  principles  which  were  in  it  ori- 
giaally  it  still  contains.     This  House 
has    been    attacked    by   irresponsible 
speakers  and  writers  for  the  alterations 
which  it  has  yentured  to  make  in  a  mea- 
lore  which  is  assumed  to  be  &r  more 
popolar  than  it  is;   but  I  believe  it 
wotild  have  been  truer  and  fairer  to 
ny  that  the  moderation  of  this  House, 
taking  the  question  as  a  whole,  has 
been  singularly  illustrated  in  what  it 
has  done.     The  effect  of  the  changes 
made  has  been  to  make  this  very  re- 
actionary and  sweeping  legislation  some- 
what more  experimental  and  tentative 
than  it   originally   was;   and,    there- 
fore, I  look  on  the  changes  made  with 
great  satisfaction.    The  vicious  princi- 
ples to  which  such  great' objections  have 
ueen  taken,  as  much  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  as  on  this,  remain  in  the 
Kll  without  much  alteration.    The  Bill 
gives  durability  of  tenure ;  it  appoints  a 
judicial  tribunal  to  settle  questions  of 
wnt  between  landlord  and  tenant;  it 
takes  away  the  landlord's  rights  without 
giving  him  compensation  for  improve- 
ments ;  and  for  the  first  time  almost  it 
fivorces  landlords  firom  their  duties  and 
rights  in  connection  with  the  soil.    By 
the  KH  we  go  as  far  as  we  can  to  estab- 
^  a  pauper-peasant  proprietary  in  Ire- 
knd,   I  might  add  that  it  is  a  triumph 


for  the  Land  League,  while  Lreland  is 
left  in  the  same  distracted,  convulsed, 
discreditable  condition  that  it  has  been 
in  for  the  last  year.  If  it  be  so,  it  is 
surely  not  amiss  to  ask — what  is  fdl  this 
for?  I  should  say,  judnng  from  the 
discussions  which  have  taKcn  place,  that 
there  are  three  reasons.  The  first  is 
some  vague  idea  of  preventing  landlords 
in  the  future  from  committing  any  in- 
justice to  their  tenants ;  secondly,  there 
is  a  still  more  vague  and  fantastic  notion 
of  remedying  some  of  the  old  injustice 
perpetrated  m  ancient  times  in  Lreland ; 
and,  thirdly,  the  main  argument  and  the 
staple  of  the  eloquent  speech  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Loi^  on  the  Woolsack  was 
that  it  was  hoped  to  pacify  and  to  con- 
tent Ireland.  I  will  say  a  few  words 
upon  each  of  these.  In  the  first  place, 
the  hope  of  preventing  landlords  from 
committing  injustice  on  their  tenants. 
My  answer  to  that  is  that,  practically 
speaking,  there  is  no  injustice  at  pre- 
sent prevailing.  By  the  Prime  Minister 
and  by  noble  Lords,  his  Colleagues  in 
this  House,  testimony  has  been  borne  to 
the  conduct  of  Irish  landlords  on  the 
whole,  and  the  fairness  and  humanity 
with  which  they  deal  with  their  tenants. 
A  recent  Beturn,  embracing  22  counties, 
shows  that  the  proportion  of  evictions 
which  could  be  fairly  brought  home  |to 
the  conduct  of  the  landlords  was  reduced 
to  something  considerably  less  than  1  per 
cent.  But  if  you  are  by  legislation  to 
guard  against  the  possible  abuse  by 
landlords  of  their  rights  or  powers,  why 
and  how  can  you  limit  that  legi^tion  to 
them  ?  I  defy  you  to  draw  the  line  be- 
tween the  owners  of  land  and  the  owners 
of  other  property.  Or  if,  indeed,  you 
are  prepared  to  make  any  such  distinc- 
tion, you  will  find  it  very  dangerous.  I 
need  not  tell  the  House  that  when  you 
make  laws  regpilating  the  profits  of  pro- 
perty, you  place  yourselves  and  the 
Constitution  on  a  very  slippery  incline ; 
and,  more  than  that,  you  distinctly  pre- 
pare Ireland  for  a  very  different  form 
of  Oovernment  from  that  which  it  has 
hitherto  enjoyed.  If  it  be  true  that  you 
think  freedom  of  contract  is  impossible 
in  Ireland,  then  you  mean  that  the  Irish 
people  are  not  fit  for  free  institutions, 
and  are  not  a  free  people.  But  when 
you  come  to  the  argument  that  you  pro- 
pose by  lepslationm  1881  to  remedy  the 
ancient  misgovemment  and  misrule  of 
Ireland,  I  wonder  if  anyone  can  seriously 
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entertain  suoh  a  notion.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  admit  that  there  has  been  in 
the  past  the  greatest  misgovernment,  op- 
pression, and  cruelty  displayed  by  Eng- 
land towards  Ireland;  but,  granting 
that,  what  does  it  prove  now  ?  For  the 
last  50  or  60  years  England  has  by 
her  Gbvemments  and  Paruament  loyally 
striven  to  efiPace  the  memory  and  trace 
of  these  ancient  wrongs.  She  has  ffiven 
absolutely  equal  legiuation  to  Ireland. 
She  has  never  stinted  money,  sympathy, 
help  in  every  way ;  and  I  am  bound  to 
say,  during  the  last  12  months,  Ireland 
has  unhappily  repaid  her  by,  to  use  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister,  "disabling, 
dishonouring,  and  degprading"  the  House 
of  Commons.  Ireland  has  disabled  and 
dishonoured  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
she  has  paralyzed  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment, when  she  induced  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  to  lay  suoh  legislation 
as  this  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  There 
is  not,  therefore,  very  much  value  to  be 
attached  to  that  argument.  But  then  comes 
a  contention,  and  a  more  important  one, 
which  was  dwelt  upon  the  other  night 
with  much  effect  and  eloquence  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, when  he  told  us  that  by  this  legis- 
lation you  may  hope  to  pacify  and  con- 
tent the  people  of  Irelfmd.  What  is 
really  the  chance  of  this  ?  When  I  look 
back  to  the  history  of  Ireland  I  see  three 
influences  at  work  there  very  plainly. 
In  the  first  place,  in  all  historical  times 
Ireland  has  oeen  the  greatest  difficulty 
of  this  country.  Spenser,  the  poet  and 
statesman  of  the  Elizabethan  age,  opened 
his  view  of  the  state  of  Ireland  by  won- 
dering how  a  country  endowed  with  such 
gifts  of  nature  and  soil  should  be  in  such 
a  state  of  desperate  and  hopeless  dis- 
order. So,  too,  the  late  Sir  G^rge  Come- 
wall  Lewis  dwelt  on  the  fact  that  if  there 
were  only  20  bad  persons  in  a  barony  of 
Ireland  it  would  be  enough  to  set  on  fire 
the  whole  county,  so  inflammable  are 
the  people.  Secondly,  I  know  that  just 
in  proportion  as  the  government  of  Ire- 
land has  been  according  to  Irish  ideas, 
so  has  been  the  misffovemment  and 
misery  of  society.  Ana  just  in  propor- 
tion as  there  has  been  a  nrm  and  kindly 
Government,  so  has  prosperity  returned. 
Every  one  of  those  outrages  which  heive 
been  happening  in  Ireland,  which,  if 
they  did  not  justify,  yet  caused,  in  a 
great  measure,  this  legislation,  are,  down 
to  their  minutest  det^ls,  of  ancient  date. 

Th  Emrl  ^f  Cmm«trv<m 


They  have  been  ooourringfer  genenlknft 
past.  The  only  difference  has  been  that 
in  former  times  you  had  a  strong  and 
effective  Government  that  gave  no  ooan« 
tenance  to  this  notion  of  governing  Ire- 
land by  Irish  ideas.  And  this,  with  one 
exception,  has  been  the  invariable  case 
in  Ireland.  That  exception  was  the 
period  when  Tyroonnel  was  in  power. 
Now,  unfortunately,  a  different  method 
has  been  adopted,  and  I  have  very  great 
doubt  of  the  result.  When  Tyxoonnd 
governed  the  country  aooording  to  Irish 
ideas  I  need  not  tell  your  Lordships  that 
of  all  the  miserable  and  diagraoefnl  pages 
of  English  and  Irish  history,  the  page 
recording  his  Administration  was,  per- 
haps, the  worst  and  most  disoreditaole. 
But  I  am  free  to  admit  that  when  you 
have  a  very  exceptional  state  of  thmge 
your  remedy  must  sometimes  be  excep- 
tional. Ghreat  advantaffee  are  purchased 
by  great  sacrifices ;  and  it  is  an  extrava- 
gant price  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ask  Parliament  to  pay.  My  Lords, 
nature  has  bound  together  these  two 
Islands  in  an  unhappy  and  ill-assorted 
union.  It  would  have  been  better  had 
Ireland  been  1,000  miles  away  from  the 
English  coast.  But  this  has  not  been  so; 
and  the  great  qualities  which  exist  on 
either  side  of  the  Channel — qualities 
which  mi^ht  enrich  and  make  happy 
both  peoples — have  been,  by  unhappy 
misrule  and  the  malice  of  demagogues, 
perverted  from  a  blessing  into  a  cnrse. 
if,  indeed,  this  Bill  comd  set  straight 
all  the  difficulties  in  the  relations  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland,  great  as 
the  price  we  are  called  on  to  pay,  I 
should  not  think  it  too  great.  JBut,  so 
far  as  I  can  understand  it,  l^e  Bill  will 
only  aggravate  every  one  of  the  diffi- 
culties and  dangers  with  which  we  have 
to  deal.  I  will  mention  one  of  these  to 
which  little  illusion  has  been  made  in 
this  House.  For  the  last  40  or  50  yean 
no  one  point  has  been  more  agreed  to  by 
men  of  all  opinions  than  that  a  greet 
source  of  mischief  and  danger  to  Ireland 
arises  out  of  what  has  been  called  ab- 
senteeism. But  this  Bill  makes  absen- 
teeism, hitherto  occasional,  permanent. 
You  cannot  expect  that  any  landlord 
who  is  henceforward  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  measure  will  care  to 
retain  either  his  residence  or  his  pro- 
perty in  that  country  if  he  can  avoid  it. 
Who  can  hope  that  any  improvements 
will  be  made  by  landlords  which  csn 
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possibly  1>6  avoided?     If  yon  expro- 
priate the  landlords,  yon  at  the  same 
time  expel    capital  from  Ireland ;  but 
there  is  mnch  more ;  remember  that  in 
all  times  the  landlords  have  been  the 
mainstay  of  the  English  connection.  And 
when  you  have  practically  expropriated 
tiiem,  with  their  improvements,  their. 
better  machinery,  their  better  cultiva- 
tion, I  ask  the  House  to  consider  what 
will  be  the  means  of  maintaining  the 
connection  between  England  and  Ire- 
land, except  what  Mr.  Burke  calls  **  that 
iristis  et  tuetuosa  sueeetsio — a  miserable 
series  of  Coercion  Bills  and  English 
bayonets?"  What  better  illustration  of 
tiiat  than  the   course  adopted  by  Mr. 
Pamell  and  other  Members  of  his  Party  ? 
Yon   have  already  got,   not  to  a  re- 
valuation or  a  reduction  of  rents,  but 
to  a  cry  for  no  rents  at  all;    and  in- 
stead of  a  message  of  peace  you  have 
incendiary  proclamations  and  the  ship- 
ment  of  imemal  machines.     Is  there 
any  reason  then  to  hope  that  when  this 
BiU  becomes  law  it  will  fulfil  the  san- 
guine anticipations  of  its  promoters  ?    I 
believe  there  is  scarcely  a  person  out- 
side this  House-— I  am  sure  there  is  no 
one  inside  its  walls  if  I  except  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Treasury  Bench — who  expects 
that  this  Bill  will  produce  the  least  im- 
provement in  Ireland.    I  ask,  therefore, 
again,  how  is  the  Queen's  Government  to 
be  carried  on  ?  I  am  sure  this  Bill  will  do 
nothing  to  maintain  it ;  it  is  a  terrible 
problem,  one  sufficient  to  tax  the  strength 
of  tiie  strongest  and  the  wisdom  of  the 
wisest.      I  venture  to  think  that  this 
House,  though  it  has  been  called  ''  the 
House  of  Landlords,"  has  dealt  with  this 
measure  with  the  ability  and  knowledge 
whidi  a  House  composed,  in  a  great 
measure,  of  landlords  must  possess.    I 
believe  that  this  House  has  had  this 
question  long  before  its  mind,  and  that 
it  has  endeavoured  to  look  at  it  in  the 
broadest  and  lai^est  point  of  view.     But 
I  am  persuaded  that  the  question  in- 
volved is  not  merely  a  change  in  the 
relations  of  landlord  and  tenant,  but  the 
far  larger  question  how,  in  ^ture,  Ire- 
land is  to  be  dealt  with.    I  will  not  pur- 
sue that  subject;  but  I  will  only  say 
this — ^that  if  we  turn  to  the  temper  of 
the  people,  the  result  is,  to  mymind, 
verylitue  more  enoouraffing.     We  see 
a  forgetfulness  of  all  authority,  and  the 
betief  that  if  men  will  not  obey  the  law, 
the  law  must  be  altered  for  them.  Never 

YOL.  OOLXIY.      [tsibd  sebiss.] 


since  society  began  did  any  good  proceed 
from  such  a  combination  as  this.  But 
we  are  in  a  great  difficulty,  a  difficulty 
which  no  man  can  overlook,  and  which 
no  sober  person  can  under-estimate. 
We  are  on  the  verge  of  civil  war ;  and 
though  I  deplore  the  madness  of  the 
people  and  the  weakness  of  the  Oovem- 
ment,  still  I  think  this  House  has  acted 
wisely  in  accepting  this  measure,  and  in 
now  sending  it  down  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  We  accept  it  as  an  experi- 
ment— a  very  great  experiment.  If  that 
experiment  should  issue  in  prosperity 
and  peace,  in  better  relations  between 
England  and  Ireland,  and  the  happiness 
which  flows  from  a  united  and  contented 
people,  then  there  will  not  be  one  indi- 
vidual in  this  House  who  will  not  rejoice 
in  such  a  result,  whatever  his  own  pro- 
phecies and  convictions  may  have  been. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  if  this  Bill  be- 
comes with  the  Irish  people  the  ground 
for  fresh  demands,  frirther  aritation,  and 
greater  friction  between  Ireland  and 
England ;  if  affairs  'grow  worse  instead 
of  better,  more  irritating,  dangerous, 
serious,  then  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  not  this  House  alone,  will  have  to 
face  the  alternative — either  a  total  sever- 
ance of  their  relations  with  England,  or 
a  return  to  the  older  and  more  severe 
method  of  government. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE:  I  wish,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  to  make  a 
few  observations  on  the  speech  we  have 
just  heard.  The  noble  Earl  opposite 
began  his  remarks  by  asking,  with  an 
air  of  innocent  wonderment,  what  this 
Bill  was  for.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  your  Lordships,  who  unanimously 

Eassed  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
ave  some  greater  idea  of  its  purpose 
and  contents  than  the  noble  Earl.  There 
is  another  question  that  I  should  like 
to  ask.  I  should  like  to  know  what  this 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  at  this  stage  of 
our  proceedings  is  for  ?  I  own  I  am  at 
a  loss  to  understand  this,  except  what 
I  may  gather  towards  my  enlightenment 
from  my  own  personal  experience.  I 
lately  had  a  smart  attack  of  gout — which 
your  Lordships  kindly  took  a  sympa- 
thetic interest  in.  That  attack  came 
out,  I  am  grateful  to  say.  What  might 
have  happened  if  it  had  been  driven  in 
I  do  not  know;  but  it  did  come  out, 
however,  and  now  I  am  here  more  or 
less  able  to  stand  on  my  legs.  I  can 
only  explain  my  noble  Friend's  speech 
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by  this.  If  I  have  any  remark  to  offer 
upon  my  noble  Friend's  political  career, 
it  is  that  he  has  generally  been  in  too 
great  a  hurry  and  too  impulsive  in  what 
he  was  about.  But  in  this  case,  whe- 
ther under  compulsion  or  not,  he  has 
evidently  delayed  a  carefully  elaborated 
and  prepared  speech  for  the  second  read- 
ing until  this,  the  last  stage.  What  the 
result  would  have  been  if  this  speech 
had  been  entirely  driven  in,  and  had  not 
come  out  at  all,  I  leave  your  Lordships 
to  ima^ne.  The  noble  Earl  having  had 
the  advantage  of  hearing  everything 
that  has  been  said  on  the  subject  in  your 
Lordships'  House— lan  advantage  which 
it  has  been  my  misfortune  not  to  have 
had,  though  I  have  carefully  read  the 
report  of  all  that  has  been  said — made 
a  great  point,  indeed,  of  this — that  it 
was  now  admitted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  this  Bill  gave  &e 
*'  three  F's."  I  am  not  aware  that  any- 
one made  an  admission  to  that  effect. 
I  certainly  consider  the  speech  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  not- 
withstanding the  contemptuous  allusion 
which  the  noble  Earl  thought  fit  to  make 
in  regard  to  every  speech  in  favour  of 
the  Bill,  was  a  very  admirable  statement 
of  the  objects  and  arguments  in  favour 
of  this  BUI.  In  the  course  of  that  speech, 
my  noble  Friend  said  that  he  himself 
was  not  very  greatly  afraid  of  the  ''three 
F's;"  but  he  particularly  stated  that 
the  two  first  F's  were  in  this  Bill,  and 
that,  although  great  security  was  ob- 
tained for  the  tenant,  fixity  of  tenure 
was  not  in  it.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
right  to  weary  your  Lordships  with  a 
discussion  of  all  the  details  of  the  mea- 
sure. Your  Lordships  are  aware  that 
nearly  all  the  ablest  Members  of  this 
House  have  spoken  on  this  subject,  and 
unlike  the  noble  Earl,  who  is  so  con- 
deomatory  of  those  who  have  opposed 
him,  it  appears  to  me  that  most  of  those 
speeches  were  even  above  the  average 
ability  of  the  speakers  who  made  them. 
Some  of  these  speeches  were  made,  I 
consider,  with  great  severity ;  others,  I 
think,  were  made  with  very  great  and 
marked  moderation,  though  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill.  Indeed,  it  is  perfectly 
obvious  that  to  the  great  majority  of 
your  Lordships  the  Bill,  abstractedly  con- 
sidered, is  displeasing;  but,  influenced  by 
the  large,  liberal,  and  statesmanlike  views 
put  forward  by  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess   of  Salisbuiv), 
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your  Lordships  thought  right  not  to  do 
that  which  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
really  went  to,  if  it  went  to  anything  at 
all — the  complete  rejection  of  what  he 
termed  an  inefficient  and  revolutionary 
measure.  Your  Lordships  thought  it 
better  to  ffive  a  second  reading  to  a  Bill 
which  I  have  not  the  sli&^htest  doubt 
you  are  going  to  read  a  third  time.  It  is 
not  for  me  to  criticize  the  number  and  the 
imj^rtance  of  some  of  the  Amendments 
which  your  Lordships  have  introduced 
into  it.  Very  weighty  advice  was  given 
to  your  Lordships  not  to  increase  the 
number  of  these  Amendments;  but 
your  Lordships  have  taken  a  course 
which  you  thought  it  was  your  dut^  and 
your  right  to  take.  The  Bill  will  go 
down  to  ''another  place."  It  will  be  care- 
fully considered  by  Her  Maj  esty's  Go  vern- 
ment  what  proposals  they  will  have  to 
make  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
on  the  subject.  There  will  be  no  feeling 
of  hostility  to  your  Lordships.  But  your 
Lordships  will  feel  that  when  they  are 
told  that  this  is  a  measure  which  your 
Lordships  pass  somewhat  unwillingly, 
but  which,  for  large  and  liberal  reasons, 
your  Lordships  think  ought  to  be  passed, 
leaving  the  whole  responsibility  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  carry  out  the 
measure;  that,  in  the  interests  of  Ire- 
land, it  is  of  the  greatest  possible  im* 
portance  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment should  carefully  consider  and  weigh 
those  Amendments  that  have  been  made. 
Tbip  Eakl  of  PORTARLINGTON 
said,  that  the  country  was  looking  with 
the  greatest  hope  for  the  passing  of  the 
measure  then  under  the  consideration 
of  their  Lordships,  which,  he  believed, 
would  do  incalculable  good.  The  priests 
of  Ireland  had,  in  many  instances,  joined 
the  Land  League  because  their  people 
had  done  so,  and  that,  therefore,  mey — 
the  priests — ^feared  they  would  lose  their 
hold  over  them  if  they  did  not  also  join 
it.  It  would  be  bad,  and  a  hard  thing, 
if  the  priests  lost  their  hold  over  the 
people.  The  moment  the  Bill  passed 
the  priests  would  say  to  their  flocks  that 
it  was  a  large,  a  wise,  and  a  generous 
measure,  and  they  would  make  the 
farmers  understand  its  value  and  induce 
them  to  abandon  the  Land  League.  But 
the  Land  League  was  receiving  some 
£90,000  a-year.  That  was  at  present  a 
financial  success  which  the  League  would 
not  like  to  give  up;  but  that  snooess 
would  eyentiudly  wither.    He  expected 
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Aat  ihflrs  would  be  sreat  oontentment, 
and  that  the  BQl  woud  oat  to  the  reiy 
eantre  and  tend  to  destroy  that  spirit  of 
maniet  which  had  so  muoh  troubled 
Iraand  daring  the  last  few  years.  While 
approring  of  the  Emigration  Clause,  he 
womd  saggest  to  the  Government  that, 
in  preference  to  it,  they  should,  by 
means  of  a  grant,  endeavour  to  more 
fblly  develop  the  fisheries  of  Ireland, 
fliareby  a£BDraing  employment  to  a  lar^ 
snmbOT  of  persons;  and  then  there  would 
be  no  neea  for  emigration. 

Iiord  HouGHTOK  and  Lord  Bra- 
BOTTBaa  rose  together,  and  there  were 
loud  calls  for  both.  Neither  giving 
way, 

Thb  Dukb  ofNOBTHITMBEBLAND 
moved  that  Lord  Braboume  be  heard. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

LoBD  BBAB0T7BNE  said,  that  as  no 
one  in  that  part  of  the  House  had  spoken 
inthisdebate,  and  as  he  had  endeavoured 
to  form  an  independent  judgment  on  the 
Bill,  he  was  anxious  to  address  a  few  re- 
marks to  their  Lordships.  He  refi^etted 
the  speech  which  they  had  heard  from 
die  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon), 
for  aa  they  had  agreed  to  pass  the  Bill 
the  leea  they  inveighed  against  it  the 
better.  As  he  understood  it,  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure  was  the  formation 
of  a  new  Court  in  Lreland — a  Triumvirate 
—that  was  to  manage  the  distribution  of 
the  property  of  the  country.  All  he 
eoold  say  was  that  he  hoped  that  the 
ffBealtieB  which  would  beset  that  tri- 
bunal would  not  approximate  to  the 
diiBcaltieB  with  which  the  Triumvirate 
of  Miniaters  who  took  care  of  the  Bill 
in  its  passaffe  through  their  Lordships' 
Hooae  had  nad  to  contend.  Of  course, 
he  did  not  say  that  the  Lord  Privy  Seal, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
aod  Ihe  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
WooLmckhad  riiown  no  ability  in  argu- 
ment ;  but  they  were  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion <tf  difficulty.  Assailed  in  front  by  the 
noble  ICarquess  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position, and  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
(Ead  Cairns),  taken  in  the  rear  at  the 
nine  time  by  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Haxqaesa  of  Luisdowne)  and  the  noble 
Diike(theDake  of  Argyll),  their  late  Col- 
loegnee ;  and  oppressed  throughout  with 
fta  incomprehensibility  which  seemed 
iaherant  to  the  very  nature  of  this  Bill, 
fti^hadi  indeed,  deserved  the  pity  of  the 


House.  But,  in  truth,  these  noble  Lords 
had  an  impossible  task  to  perform.  They 
had  to  show,  not  only  that  the  same 
property  could  at  the  same  time  belong 
to  two  different  persons,  but  that,  with- 
out diminishing  the  total  value  of  that 
property,  it  was  possible  to  increase  the 
value  of  the  portion  which  belonged  to 
one  person  without  any  diminution  of 
the  value  of  the  portion  which  belonged 
to  the  other.  Their  difficulty  was  in- 
deed great,  and  the  chief  fear  he  had 
was  that  two  years  would  not  elapse  be- 
fore the  difficulty  of  working  the  Bill 
would  turn  out  to  be  so  great  that  it 
would  become  absolutely  necessary  to 
introduce  another  measure  to  explain 
and  amend  it.  He  did  not  wish  to  say 
anything  more  against  the  Bill.  His 
principal  reason  for  rising  was  to  state 
what,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  their  Lord- 
ships had  really  done.  In  five  sentences 
he  thought  he  could  tell  their  Lordships 
what  they  had  done,  and  why  what  they 
had  done  ought  to  be  accepted  and  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  they 
had  determined  that  property  legally 
purchased  and  duly  paid  for  should  not, 
to  the  loss  of  the  purchaser,  be  handed 
back  to  the  seller  as  a  free  gift  by  the 
Legislature.  Secondly,  they  had  deter- 
mined that  contracts  entered  into  in  strict 
compliance  with  the  law  should  not  bo 
broken  upon  the  application  of  one  of 
the  parties  to  such  contracts.  Thirdly, 
having  constituted  a  new  Court,  they 
had  provided  that  the  parties  who  wore 
to  make  use  of  it — namely,  the  landlords 
and  tenants — should  come  before  it  upon 
something  like  an  equal  footing,  and 
that  the  &ndlord  should  not  be  obliged 
to  increase  his  rent  as  a  preliminary 
stop  to  applying  to  the  Court.  Fourthly, 
they  had  given  to  the  Court  some  indi- 
cation— although  no  express  direction — 
as  to  the  principles  upon  which  it  was  to 
proceed,  and  they  had  struck  out  words 
which  had  a  tendency  to  confuse.  Fifthly, 
their  Lordships  had  given  an  appeal 
from  the  decisions  of  this  new  Court ; 
and,  considering  that  some  of  the  ques- 
tions which  would  come  before  it  were 
questions  which  had  never  come  before 
a  Court  before,  upon  which  there  was 
no  strict  rule  of  law  to  direct  and  no 
previous  decisions  to  guide  the  Court, 
the  refusal  of  such  an  appeal  would  have 
been  nothing  but  an  injustice.  He  had 
already  seen  hard  words  used  against 
their  Lordships  generally,  and  against 
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the  noble  Marquess  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  particular.  He  had 
formed  an  entirely  opposite  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  action  of  the  noble 
Marquess.  [^Ironical  laughter  from  the 
Ministerial  Benches,'^  He  was  sorry  that 
noble  Lords  were  incapable  of  appre- 
ciating nobility  of  action  on  the  part  of 
an  opponent.  But  the  moderation  which 
the  noble  Marquess  had  shown  in  de- 
ferring his  own  opinion  to  the  opinion  of 
the  large  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  of  the  Irish  Bepresentatives, 
the  discretion  he  had  shown  in  only  at- 
tempting to  eliminate  from  the  Bill  those 
provisions  which  mostflagrantlyoffended 
against  the  principles  of  law,  justice,  and 
equity,  and  the  clearness  with  which  he 
placed  the  real  issues  involved  in  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  entitled  him 
to  the  thanks  of  their  Lordships  and 
the  gratitude  of  his  countrymen.  One 
more  thing  he  (Lord  Braboume)  desired 
to  say.  His  noble  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  had  recently  taunted  them 
with  being  a  House  of  landowners.  He 
(Lord  Braboume)  had  sometimes  read 
such  taunts  in  the  columns  of  second- 
rate  newspapers,  or  in  the  speeches  of 
irresponsiole  orators  upon  Provincial 
platforms.  He  supposed  it  was  his  in- 
experience of  their  Lordships'  House 
which  caused  him  to  feel  great  surprise 
when  such  a  taunt  was  uttered  by  a  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown.  For  what  did  it 
really  mean,  if  it  meant  anything  at  all  ? 
A  tailor  was  not  held  to  be  disqualified 
from  judging  of  clothes  because  he  was  a 
tailor — the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon 
the  Woolsack  was  not  disqualified  for 
makinglawsbecausehewas  a  lawyer;  and 
when  it  was  said  or  insinuated  that  be- 
cause their  Lordships  were  landlords,  and 
consequently  knew  a  great  deal  about  land 
and  its  management,  they  were  disquali- 
fied for  this  kind  of  legislation,  what  was 
really  meant  was  that  their  minds  were 
too  much  warped  and  prejudiced  to  en- 
able them  to  deal  honestly  with  the 
question,  and  this  he  (Lord  Braboume) 
believed  to  be  an  utterly  uzgust  charge, 
and  one  which  they  would  all  repudiate. 
He  had  only  to  add  that  he  believed 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemment  fairly 
considered  the  Amendments  made  in  the 
Bill  they  would  find  that  they  ^eatly 
improved  the  measure,  and  that  if  they 
were  adopted,  and  the  Bill  suffered  to 
pftM  into  law  as  it  left  their  Lordships' 

Z9riBrahiirn0 


House,  it  would  be  a  measure,  not,  in- 
deed, conspicuous  for  its  fair  dealing 
with  all  parties  concerned,  but  one 
which  had  been  brought  by  their  Lord- 
ships to  bear  at  least  some  distant  re- 
semblance to  an  equitable  settlement  of 
a  difficult  question. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  that  there 
had  been  strong  representations  to  them 
from  the  Government,  showing  the  pain- 
ful position  in  which  they  were  placed 
durmg  the  last  few  months  ;  and  he  de- 
fied them  to  say  that,  in  any  part  of  any 
country  of  the  world,  the  landlords  could 
have  exhibited  so  much  moderation  and 
good  humour  as  the  Lrish  landlords  had 
done  in  Committee  of  that  House.  He 
did  not,  like  his  noble  Friend  who  had 
just  sat  down,  hold  in  any  special  ad- 
miration the  conduct  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury). But  it  had  been  characterized 
by  a  total  absence  of  anything  like  vio- 
lent speeches  or  altercations.  He  could 
not  but  think  that  their  Lordships  had 
been  considerably  influenced  in  their 
decisions  by  the  circumstance  that  this 
Bill  had  come  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons almost  with  universal  consent. 
Why  had  it  been  so  ?  It  was  because 
the  House  of  Commons  contained  a  verr 
large  number  of  most  important  Irisn 
landlords,  and  the  bulk  of  them  had 
been  generous  and  appreciative  towards 
the  BHI.  The  measure  would  go  to  Ire- 
land as  a  message  of  peace  and  concilia- 
tion from  the  landed  proprietors  to  the 
Irish  tenantry,  and  he  dud  not  concur 
with  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Braboume) 
that  within  two  years  it  would  fail.  It 
was  the  dut^  of  everyone  to  give  the 
measure  a  fair  trial ;  and  the  Bill,  in  his 
opinion,  would  commend  itself  to  the 
political  feeling  of  all  classes. 

Lord  ELLENBOROUGH  wished  to 
say  that  he  trusted  the  Bill  would  not 
in  the  future  be  regarded  as  a  prece- 
dent. Having,  with  a  vast  number  of 
Peers  on  his  side  of  the  House,  fore- 
gone his  better  judgment  in  consenting 
to  this  measure,  he  regretted  that  there 
should  be  indications  uiat  the  hope  upon 
which  his  conduct  had  been  based  might 
not  be  fulfilled.  The  hope  was  that  the 
Bill  would  produce  tranquillity  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  it  had  been  rendered  fainter 
during  the  last  fbw  days  by  the  remarks 
that  had  been  made  by  the  agitators 
who  were  responsible  for  the  Ssoirde^ 
reigning  in  Ireland, 
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LoKD  DENMAN  would  say  <'Not 
Content,"  to  enable  him  to  enter  a  pro- 
test on  tiieJoomals  of  the  House  affamst 
thiB  defeotiTe  measure.  He  compudned 
that  the  constitution  of  the  Oourt  was 
Tery  limited  without  the  co-operation  of 
Boards  of  Guardians,  and  contained  no 
proTisions  for  retiring  pensions  for  the 
tk>inniis8ioners,  except  for  the  chief,  who 
was  made  a  Judge  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice.  At  the  same  time,  he  sincerelj 
hoped  that  Ireland  would  before  long 
enjoy  g^reater  happiness  than  any  which 
ever  oould  be  expected  from'^the  effects 
alone  of  the  measure  now  before  their 
Lordships. 

On  i^nestion,  reiolv$d  in  the  affirma- 
iw4;  Bill  read  3^  accordingly,  with  the 
Amendments,  and  pasted  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

Home  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

before  Fiye  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  Bih  August,  1881. 


MINTTTE8J— Supply— tfoiMtilwwf  in  Committ4$ 
— CmL  SimvicBs,  daas    IV.— Bpucation, 
SomccB,  AND  Aat. 
Bs9olmium9  rAuguat  6]  reporUd. 

"Wats  akd  aLmjM^—wntidered  in  CktmtnittM— 
£21,695,712,  Consolidated  Fund. 

PuBuo  Bills — Ruolution  [August  61  reporUd 
—Ord0r§d—Fir9t  lUatUnff—lSMt  Indian  Bail- 
way  (Bedemption  of  Annuities)  *  [244]. 

Orisrtd  Firti  J^foifiii^- Expiring  Laws  (Con- 
tinuance* [2451. 

Second  iZ#sififia— Patriotic  Fund  [240] ;  Solent 
NaTigation*[207]. 

CbMMttt«#—Apywr<— National  Debt  [236-243]; 
Indian  Loan  of  1879  «  [237J.! 

Third  Mtttdina  —  Ckmyeyanctng  and  Law  of 
Property  ♦  hu\  and  paeted, 

IFitfMr««rf»— Parliamentary  Rerision  (Dublin 
Oo«nty)*[20S]. 

QUESTIONS. 


PROTECTION   OF  PERSON   AND   PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— MESSRS. 
ICURPHT  AND  CAMPION,  PRISONERS 
UNDER  THE  ACT. 
Mm.  ABTHUB   O'CONNOB  asked 

tht  Chief  Seoretazy  to  the  Lord  liea- 


tenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  will  state  what 
are  the  grounds  on  which  Messrs.  Mur- 
phy and  Campion  of  Bathdowney,  in 
the  Queen's  County,  have  been  sent  to 
NaasOaol? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
the  grounds  on  which  the  persons  named 
in  the  Question  were  arrested  were  that 
they  had  incited  other  persons  to  intimi* 
date  tenants  not  to  fulfil  their  lawful 
contracts  by  paying  their  rents. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
was  aware  that  both  these  men  empha- 
tically denied  having  directly  or  mdi* 
rectly  ever  sanctioned,  or  otherwise 
assisted  in,  any  proceedings  of  this 
nature?  

Mb.  W.  B.  FORSTER  said,  that  he 
had  not  exactly  that  statement  before 
him. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that  Mrs. 
O'Halleron,  wife  of  Mr.  Martin  O'Hal- 
leron,  a  ''  suspect "  under  the  Coercion 
Act,  of  KetuUo,  Athenry,  county  Qal- 
way,  who  has  a  large  family  to  support, 
has  received  no  relief  since  the  arrest  of 
her  husband  in  March  last,  except  ten 
shillings  that  was  granted  her  about 
three  weeks  affo;  and,  whether  the 
Loughrea  Board  of  Guardians  was  pre- 
vented from  receiving  the  grant  by  the 
refusal  of  the  chairman  to  put  a  motion 
on  the  subject  to  the  meeting  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
it  was  true  that  Mrs.  O'Halleron  had 
received  10«.,  and  no  more  than  10«., 
out-door  relief,  which  was  granted  on  the 
9th  ultimo.  On  the  23rd  ultimo  the 
presiding  Chairman  refused  to  allow  the 
question  of  further  relief  to  the  family 
to  be  put  to  a  meeting  of  the  Guardians. 
The  case  was,  however,  investigated, 
and  it  was  decided  at  a  subsequent 
meeting  to  refuse  relief  to  Mrs.  0  Hal- 
leron,  on  the  ground  that  she  possessed 
six  acres  well  cropped,  a  cow,  and  a 
heifer.  He  would  also  refer  tiie  hon. 
Member  to  the  3rd  section  of  the  Relief 
of  Distress  Act,  1880,  under  which 
statute,  as  the  hon.  Member  was  doubt- 
less aware,  matters  of  this  kind  were 
left  to  the  dedsiou  of  the  Ghiardians. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  cause  inquiry  to 
be  made  into  this  matter,  as  to  wheuier 
tiiere  was  no  prejudice  aminst  this 
woman  on  aooount  of  her  husband's  act; 
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and  if  he  would  send  down  an  order  that 
relief  should  be  slanted  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  he  thought 
there  was  nothing  to  warrant  any  further 
inquiry.  The  Chairman  of  the  Guardians 
had  at  first  refused  to  authorize  a  dis- 
cussion through  a  misapprehension  of 
the  law.  At  the  next  meetmg  a  majority 
of  the  Guardians  decided  against  giving 
the  relief,  and,  for  all  he  knew,  it  might 
have  been  a  unanimous  decision.  There 
could  have  been  no  animu9  in  the 
matter. 

SPAIN— THE  ZAMORA  WATERWORKS. 

Mb.  J.  E.  YOBEE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afifairs, 
If  Her  Majesty's  Qt)vemment  have  re- 
ceived any  communication  from  the 
Spanish  Government  as  to  the  persis- 
tent refusal  of  the  local  authorities  to 
carry  out  the  repeated  sentences  of  the 
Spanish  Courts  on  the  subject  of  the 
Zamora  Waterworks;  and,  what  steps 
Her  Majesty's  Government  propose  to 
take  in  face  of  this  continued  denial  of 
justice  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  this 
matter  has,  from  time  to  time,  been  ur- 
gently pressed  uDon  the  Spanish  Go- 
vernment by  Her  Majesty's  Kepresenta- 
tive  at  Madrid ;  and  on  the  receipt  in 
April  last  of  a  letter  from  the  agents  of 
the  Company  in  England,  from  which  it 
appeared  that  their  client's  claim  was 
still  unsettled,  Mr.  West  was  again  in- 
structed to  press  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment to  take  immediate  measures  for 
its  settlement.  The  result  of  this 
representation  was  that  on  the  18th 
of  June  last  Mr.  West  received  a  Note 
from  the  Spanish  Minister  for  Foreign 
Affairs  stating  that  positive  orders  had 
been  sent  to  the  Civil  Governor  of  Za- 
mora to  carry  out  the  Eoyal  order  for 
compelling  the  Municipality  to  pay  the 
sum  due  to  the  Company,  and  that  un- 
less this  order  were  complied  with  the 
severest  measures  would  be  adopted 
against  the  Corporation. 

ARMY—PENSIONERS  OF  THE  ROYAL 
MARINES. 

SiB  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  pensioners  from  the  Boyal 
Marines  serving  on  the  Militia  Staff 
will  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  at 
their  fimd  retirement  fbom   theSer-, 
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vice  as  Pensioners  firom  the  Begolar 

Army?  

Me.  OHILDBRS:  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
Question  which  he  has  raised  was  con- 
sidered and  decided  in  the  negative  b^ 
my  Predecessor  on  an  application  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Nortn  Shropshire 
(Mr.  Stanley  Leighton)  in  1879.  I  will 
communicate  with  the  Admiralty  on  the 
subject ;  but  I  cannot  hold  out  much  hope 
of  so  recent  a  decision  being  altered. 

PAEKS  (METROPOLIS)— PADDINGTON 
PARK. 

Sir  THOMAS  CHAMBERS  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether,  looking  at  the  great  import- 
ance of  preserving  the  land  forming 
part  of  tne  Paddington  Estate,  and  at 
present  unbuilt  on,  as  a  Park  for  the 
people,  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
will  for  a  reasonable  time  withhold  their 
consent  to  any  operations  which  may 
lead  to  the  erection  of  buildings  on  the 
land  and  thus  to  the  prevention  of  any 
possibility  of  its  preservation  as  an  open 
space ;  and  give  such  other  facilities  for 
the  carrying  out  of  the  project  in  the 
way  of  the  price  of  the  land  and  other- 
wise as  may  be  in  their  power  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  Sir,  every- 
body  must  approve  the  object  which  the 
Committee  over  which  the  hon.and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Becorder  presides  has  in 
view — namely,  securing  a  public  park 
for  Paddington;  and  although  I  have 
been  unable,  owing  to  their  dispersion 
for  the  Becess,  to  communicate  with 
my  Colleagues  since  this  Question  ap- 
peared on  the  Paper,  I  feel  sure,  from 
my  knowledge  of  their  sentiments,  that, 
assuming  the  pecuniary  interests  of 
which  they  are  guardians  to  be  duly 
protected,  they  would  be  most  desirous 
to  give  ail  proper  facilities  for  attaining 
it.  The  Ecclesiastical  Commissionexa 
have  already  informed  the  Paddington 
Park  Committee  of  their  readiness  to 
part  with  their  interest  in  the  land  on 
certain  named  terms  per  acre;  and  I 
feel  sure  that  if  an  agreement,  whether 
conditional  on  the  money  being  raised 
within  a  specified  time  or  otherwise,  be 
come  to  on  behalf  of  the  Paddii^^n 
Park  Committee,  the  Commissioners 
would  be  quite  ready  to  afford  a  rea- 
sonable time  for  carrying  ont  any  pro- 
posed arrangement. 
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'  XJltrrED  STATES-CONStTt.A;a  CON- 
VENTION. 

Mb.  OOTTBLET  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Bosrd  of  Trade,  What  progress 
he  has  niade  towards  oompietiiiff  a 
Consular  Conventioii  with  the  ITnited 
States  P 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  his  hon.  Friend  was  doubtless  aware 
that  this  question  had  been  for  liie  last 
seyen  or  eiRht  years  sleeping  ;  but  Her 
Majesty's  Ooremment  were,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  engaged  in  waking  it. 
They  had  taken  the  initial  step  of  ask- 
ing the  Foreign  Office  to  do  something 
in  the  matter.  He  was  sanguine  that 
dnxing  the  Becess  they  would  be  able 
to  report  a  successful  issue. 

Mb.  QOUELEY:  Will  my  hon. 
Friend  place  the  Correspondence  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  so  far  as  it  has 
gone?  

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY :  There  is 
no  Oorreapondence  with  the  Foreign 
Office  on  the  subject. 

AEMY  (ATJXILIABY  FORCES)— MIUTLL 
UNIFORMS. 

Mb.  bound  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  Field  Officers 
of  Bifle  Kegiments  of  Militia,  who  have 
retired  with  permission  to  wear  tiieir 
nnifontiy  may  continue  to  wear  such' 
uniform,  although  their  Beg^ment  is 
to  be  changed  into  an  ordinary  Begi- 
ment?    

Mb.  GHILDEBS  :  Yes,  Sir. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  TECHNI- 
CAL  EDUCATION— THE  REPORT. 

Mb.  AXDEBSON  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Ooundl,  If  Professor 
Leone  Levi  has  sent  in  a  Beport  on 
Technical  Education  in  Italy  and  else- 
where,  and  what  course  is  to  be  taken 
with  it? 

Ma.  MUNDELLA:  Yes,  Sir;  Pro- 
feasor  Leone  Levi  has  made  a  yery  ela- 
borate Beport  upon  the  state  of  techni- 
cal education  in  Italy  and  elsewhere. 
He  has  spent  three  months  of  this  year 
abroad,  and  I  purpose  to  refer  the  Be- 
port to  the  Boyal  Commission  which  is 
about  to  be  appointed. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— THE  MAGIS- 
TRACY—ME. R.  P.  LAURIE, 
lb.  PBlfBHBTON  asked  Mr.  Attbi- 
ney  Qeaeanl,  Whether  he  has  any  ob- 


jection to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Ooinr  of  the  Oorrespondenoe 
between  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  B.  P. 
Laurie,  Esq.  late  Member  of  this  House 
for  the  City  of  Canterbury,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  removal  of  that  gentleman 
from  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for 
the  county  of  Kent? 

The  ATTOENET  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Henby  James),  in  reply,  said,  heunaer- 
stood  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  no 
objection  to  the  production  of  the  docu- 
ments referred  to  in  the  Question ;  but 
he  put  it  to  the  hon.  Member  whether 
it  would  be  justifiable  to  incur  the  large 
expense  that  would  be  incurred  in  the 
publication  of  them  as  a  Parliamentary 
Paper. 

FIRES  (METROPOLIS). 

Mb.  FIBTH  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  on  July  21st  a  fire  broke  out 
in  Ladbroke  Grove  Boad,  Notting 
Hill,  but  that  no  water  could  be  ob- 
tained firom  the  Water  Company's 
main;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  in 
case  of  a  London  fire  it  is  necessary  to 
invoke  five  separate  authorities  having 
no  unity  of  action : — 1.  The  Police, 
controlled  by  the  Home  Secretarv;  2. 
The  Water  Companies ;  3.  The  Salvage 
Corps,  controUea  by  the  Insurance  Com- 
panies ;  4.  The  Fire  Brigade,  controlled 
oy  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works ; 
and  5.  The  Streets,  controlled  by  the 
Vestries ;  and,  if  he  will  consider  whe- 
ther these  authorities  might  not  be 
amalgamated  for  the  purpose  of  fire  ex- 
tinction ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  seen  a  report  on  the 
subject,  fit>m  which  it  appeared,  not 
that  there  was  a  scarcity  of  water,  but 
that  it  was  not  at  high  pressure,  owing 
to  an  accident  to  the  mam.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, he  had  to  say  that  the  police  were 
not  directly  concerned  in  extinguishing 
fires,  having  merely  to  keep  order ;  that 
the  Salvage  Corps  was  employed  in  the 
private  interest  of  the  Insurance  Com- 
panies ;  while  the  Vestries  were  not  con- 
cerned at  all.  When  the  question  came 
to  be  determined  on  whom  the  duty 
of  supplying  water  to  the  Metropolis 
should  devolve,  it  would  certainly  be- 
come necessary  to  consider  whether  the 
Fire  Brigade  should  not  also  be  placed 
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under  the  same  control  as  the  water 
service. 

METROPOLITAN  VESTRY  ACCOUNTS— 
THE  PADDINGTON  VESTRY. 

Mb.  FIETH  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Auditors  of  Pad- 
dington  Yestry  have  entered  on  the  ac- 
count books  of  such  vestry  a  statement 
to  the  effect'  that,  having  in  view  the 
statement  made  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  the  effect 
that  no  method  exists  for  enforcing  a 
surcharge  of  Metropolitan  Vestry  Ac- 
counts, they  regard  the  examination  of 
the  parochial  accounts  of  the  parish  of 
Paddington  as  useless ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  such  accounts  contain  heavy 
charges  for  refreshments  which  ought 
to  be  surcharged;  and,  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  leave  the  London  Vestries 
to  expend  ratepayers'  money  in  any 
manner  and  for  any  purpose  they  think 
fit,  or  what  remedy  he  intends  to  apply 
to  this  state  of  thin^  ? 

Mr.  DODSON:  Sir,  I  have  received 
a  communication  from  the  auditors  of 
the  Paddington  Vestry  that  they  have 
appended  to  the  accounts  of  the  Vestry 
a  statement  that,  under  the  existing  con- 
dition of  the  law,  the  examination  by 
them  of  the  parochial  accoimts  is  practi- 
cally of  no  effect,  as  the  Act  gives  them 
no  power  to  enforce  payment  of  the  sur- 
charges. I  have,  however,  no  informa- 
tion from  the  auditors  whether  or  not 
such  accounts  contain  charges  for  re- 
freshments ;  but  I  perceive  from  a  news- 
paper extract  that  in  the  accounts  for 
the  year  ended  the  25th  of  March,  1880, 
the  auditors  disallowed  J&57  15«.  6(f.  for 
refreshment,  of  which  £26  appears  to 
have  been  for  the  erection  of  a  tent  in 
which  a  dinner  was  given  at  the  open- 
ing of  a  slop  tank.  If  such  expenditure 
had  appeared  in  the  accounts  which  are 
audited  by  the  auditor  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  he  would  have  had 
power,  not  only  to  surcharge  these  ille- 
gal payments,  but  to  recover  the  amount 
summarily  from  the  persons  by  whom 
they  were  authorized.  Unfortunately 
for  the  ratepayers,  the  auditors,  under 
the  Metropolis  Management  Act,  have 
no  such  power ;  but  the  question  as  to 
how  the  present  defect  in  tne  law  should 
be  remedied  is  rather  for  the  consi- 
deration of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Seoretaiy  of  State  for  the 
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Home  Department,  as  I  have  no  juris* 
diction  under  the  Metropolis  Manage- 
ment Act. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEGRAPH  CLERKS. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHT  rfor  Mr. 
Parnell)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  meeting  of  the  Oork  telegraph  derks, 
held  on  Saturday  the  2nd  July,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  act  in  conjunction 
with  the  derks  at  the  various  offices 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom ;  whe- 
ther the  postmaster  of  the  Oork  office, 
upon  seeing  a  report  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  meeting  in  the  Cork  papers  on 
Monday  the  4th  instant,  gave  instroo- 
tions  mat  any  derk  who  had  taken  a 
prominent  part  in  the  meeting  should 
not  be  engaged  in  the  performance  of 
special  or  relief  duties,  which  involYO 
extra  pay ;  and,  whether  it  is  with  his 
sanction  that  these  instructions  hare 
been  issued  ?   

Mb.  FAWOETT,  in  reply,  said,  his 
attention  had  not  been  called  to  this 
matter  previously;  but  he  had  made 
careful  inquiry,  and  was  convinced  that 
no  such  instructions  as  those  mentioned 
in  the  Question  were  issued  or  acted 
upon. 

STATEOF  lEELAND— THE  MAGISTRACY 
—MR.  A.  E.  HERBERT,  J.P. 
Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland» 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  language  of  Mr.  A.  E.  Herbert^ 
J.P.  in  the  fofiowing  Eeport  from  the 
"  Kerry  Sentinel,"  of  28th  July,  in  the 
case  of  persons  charged  at  Brosna  Pet^ 
Sessions  with  attacfing  a  bailiff.  Gon« 
stable  Oarroll  deposed : — 

''That,  on  account  of  the  attitade  of  the 
people,  tiiey  went  hcu^k  to  one  of  the  honaeB, 
escorted  by  the  polioe,  and  took  down  one  of 
the  writs  which  he  had  posted. 

"  Mr.  Herbert— And  no  stones  thrown  ? 

"  Witness — Ko  stones  thrown. 

'<  Mr.  Herbert— I  may  teU  you  if  I  was  then 
I'd  know  what  to  do. 

''  One  of  the  defendants  cross-examined  Con- 
stable  Carroll,  who  admitted  that  he  and  m«a 
were  supplied  with  plenty  of  new  milk  by  the 
people  on  whom  the  writs  were  served. 

«<Mr.  Herbert— I  think  the  poUoe  on  that 
day  were  like  a  flock  without  a  shepheid; 
I  think  they  were  aU  the  time  drinking  mUk 
from  this  riotous  and  terrible  mob.  I  always 
roeak  for  myself,  and  that  is  my  opinion  of 
the  Royal  msh  Oonstabulary  on  tLat  day. 
Drinking  new  milk  from  this  riotous  and  dit* 
orderly  mob ;  '* 
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wkether,  in  a  croBS  case  against  the 
polioe,  liaiy  Oaliill  and  Elten  Oahill 
were  examined,  and  deposed  that,  when 
the  police  fixed  swords  protecting  the 
baililf,  Constable  Carroll  stabbed  the 
complainant  in  the  thigh ;  whedier  Mr. 
Heroert  dismissed  the  case  wiUi  the  re- 
mark that 

"  He  WM  aoRT  the  polioe  acted  with  so  much 
forbeAzmiice.  If  he  himself  was  there  he  would 
order  the  mob  to  be  *  skivered,'  and  he  would 
hare  buckshot  used  on  them.  There  would  be 
no  peace  in  the  Country  until  such  people  were 
•  aUTered ;  •  " 

whether  such  language  was  used ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  has  made  any  repre- 
sentations to  the  Lord  Chancellor  on  the 
subject,  or  has  taken  any  action  in  re- 
gard to  it  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TER:  Sir,  I  have 
seen  the  report  in  the  newspaper  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers ;  but  I 
have  no  means  of  verifying  it.  The 
whole  of  the  cases  in  which  Irish  magis- 
trates are  concerned  are  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
I  have  communicated  with  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  upon  the  matter. 

Mb.  HEALT  wished  to  know  if  there 
was  any  proper  authority  in  the  House 
to  which  hon.  Members  could  appeal  in 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  magistrates  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEB  :  The  Lord 
Chancellor  is  the  official  whose  business 
it  is  to  consider  these  questions ;  and  if, 
after  allowing  sufficient  time  to  elapse, 
the  hon.  Member  will  ask  me  what  the 
Ix>rd  Chancellor  has  done  in  this  case, 
IwillteUhim. 

Mb.  HEALT  said,  he  would  ask  the 
Question  on  Friday.  He  also  wished  to 
blow  if  this  same  magistrate  was  ar- 
Yosted  some  time  since  for  drunkenness 
and  disorderly  conduct  at  Farranf ore  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  It  is  only 
jostioe  to  Mr.  Herbert  to  state  that  I 
never  heard  of  that  charge  being 
brought  against  him. 

WATER  SUPPLY  (METROPOLIS)— 
THE  GRAND  JUNCTION  WATER 
COMPANY. 

8iB  HENBY  HOLLAND  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
^oard.  If  he  lias  received  Colonel  Bol- 
ton's Report  on  the  Grand  Junction 
Water  Company ;  and,  whether  he  will 
**y  »  Copy  of  it  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  DODSON,  in  reply,  said,  that  he 
had  only  just  received  the  Report  re- 


ferred to,  and  had  not  had  time  to  eza« 
mine  it  As  far  as  he  was  aware,  there 
was  no  objection  to  laying  a  copy  of  it 
upon  the  Table ;  but  he  must  consider 
the  matter  before  he  gave  any  under- 
taking on  the  subject. 

SMALL-POX  (METROPOLIS)— HOSPITAL 
SHIPS  ON  THE  RIVER  THAMES. 

Babon  henry  DE  worms  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Gt>vemment 
Board,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
smallpox  hospital  ships  now  moored  off 
(Greenwich  are  so  close  to  the  shore  that 
there  is  great  danger  of  their  causing 
the  epidemic  to  spread  to  the  adjoining 
districts ;  that  before  thev  were  placea 
in  their  present  positions,  thereby  greatly 
impeding  the  free  use  and  value  of  the 
wharves  in  front  of  which  they  are 
moored,  no  notice  was  given  to  the 
owners  of  those  wharves;  and  that, 
owing  to  the  serious  inconvenience  caused 
by  the  presence  of  these  ships  to  the  fr^e 
navigation  of  the  River  Thames,  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board  and  the 
Metropolitan  District  Asylum  Board 
of  Managers  were  and  are  in  favour 
of  their  being  moored  lower  down  the 
river ;  if  so,  whether  any  steps  are  to 
be  taken  to  remove  these  vessels  from 
their  present  positions,  and  thus  to  ob- 
viate me  danger  of  the  epidemic  spread- 
ing among  the  numerous  workmen  em- 
ployed in  the  various  shipbuilding  and 
other  yards  abutting  on  the  shore  r 

Mb.  DODSON :  Sir,  I  cannot  admit 
that  it  is  a  fact  that  these  ships  are  so 
dose  to  the  shore  that  there  is  great 
danger  of  their  spreadinp^  small-pox  to 
the  adjoining  di^cts;  in  fact,  I  was 
distincUy  advised  by  one  of  the  Medical 
Inspectors,  who  has  had  great  expe- 
rience in  these  epidemics,  that  no  such 
danger  need  be  apprehended.  No  direct 
notice  was  given  to  the  owners  of  the 
wharves  in  front  of  which  the  ships 
were  moored ;  but  the  preparations  for 
their  removal  were  publicly  known  for 
some  time  before  the  ships  were  placed 
ther^,  and  no  objections  were  made 
against  the  course  proposed.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  serious  inconvenience  to 
the  navigation ;  and,  so  far  from  the 
Thames  Conservancy  Board  objeotinff 
to  the  position,  the  spot  was  adopted 
on  their  suggestion.  The  Metropontan 
Asylum  Miuutgers  did  propose  to  place 
the  ships  maSh,  lower  down  the  riTeat, 
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but  not  for  the  reason  suggested.  I  was, 
however,  advised  that  acute  cases  could 
not  without  serious  risk  and  danger  be 
removed  to  such  a  distance;  and,  there- 
fore, the  ships  were  moored  off  Ghreen- 
wich,  dose  by  the  spot  where  the  Dread- 
nought  hospital  ship  lay  on  a  previous 
occasion,  and,  as  far  as  we  are  aware, 
without  any  ill  effect.  With  respect  to 
the  removal  of  the  vessels,  it  is  only  in- 
tended that  they  shall  remain  there 
during  the  pressure  of  the  present  epi- 
demic. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
state  the  distance  which  the  ships  were 
from  the  shore,  and  whether  ne  was 
aware  that  the  sewage  passed  into  the 
river  there  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Not  having  measured 
it,  I  should  not  like  to  say  what  the  dis- 
tance is ;  but  I  have  been  on  board  the 
ships  myself. 

MALTA—PETITION  FOR  EEF0EM8. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Underse- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Oolonies,  If  the 
Colonial  Office  has  had  before  it  the  Peti- 
tionpresented  by  him  to  this  House,  from 
the  Committee  of  Inhabitants  of  Malta ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
means  to  grant  its  prayer,  or  to  concede 
to  the  Mcutese  any  of  those  reforms  re- 
commended by  Mr.  Rowsell  and  Sir 
Penrose  Julyan,  and  some  of  which  were 
about  to  be  conceded  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  a  copy  of  the 
Petition  has  been  obtained  and  is  under 
consideration,  as  well  as  a  Memorial 
transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State; 
but  it  is  not  possible  to  state  at  present 
the  answer  which  will  be  returned.  The 
administrative  changes  recommended  by 
Sir  Penrose  Julyan  have  been  in  con- 
siderable part  already  carried  out. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1870— THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION 
—THE  REPORT  AND  EVIDENCE. 

Sm  WILLIAM  PALLISER  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy,  By 
whose  authority  and  direction  it  was 
that  the  dates  were  expunged  from  all 
the  rebutting  statements  which  were 
sent  in  writing  by  the  Lish  Landlords 
to  the  Bessborough  Commission,  and 
which  had  been  inaidvertently  stated  and 
incorrectly  supposed  to  have  been  printed 
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in  Appendix  C  when  the  Report  was 
signed,  and  what  was  the  object  sought 
to  be  attained  by  expunging  the  dates 
in  question  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  means 
of  giving  an  answer  officially  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  nor  do 
I  think  it  very  desirable  that  the  Qo- 
vemment  should  institute  an  examina- 
tion into  the  matter.  I  would  rather 
recommend  the  hon.  Member  to  oom- 
municate  with  the  officers  of  the  Com* 
mission,  who,  I  have  no  doubt,  will  gire 
him  the  most  accurate  account  of  the 
matter.  At  the  same  time,  if  the  hop. 
Member  wishes,  the  Government  wiU 
ask  for  the  information  lie  requires. 

ARMY— VOTE  OF  THANKS-SIR 
EVELYN  WOOD. 

Mb.  BBOADHUBST  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  Parliament  have 
from  time  to  time  passed  Votes  of  Thanks 
to  Generals  of  the  Army  for  suocesBfol 
triumphs  in  War,  he  will  propose  a  Vote 
of  Thanks  to  General  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
for  the  distinguished  services  which  he 
has  recently  rendered  to  this  Countiy  in 
South  Africa  by  peaceful  means  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  in  answer  to 
this  Question,  I  must  say  that  General 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  is  not  the  only  person 
who  has  rendered  service,  and  excellent 
service,  to  the  Crown  and  the  country  in 
South  Africa;  but  the  time  has  not  ye* 
arrived  when  we  can  regard  the  import- 
ant transactions  in  which  they  h&re 
been  engaged  as  being  altogether  con- 
cluded ;  and,  therefore,  the  time  has  not 
yet  arrived  fpr  considering  any  such 
matter  as  that  indicated  by  the  hon. 
Member's  Question.  I  ought  also  to 
say,  as  my  hon.  Friend  probably  knows, 
that  the  Votes  of  this  Mouse,  although 
not  absolutely  limited  to  military  ser- 
vices, yet  are  by  precedent  in  ever^r  case 
limited  to  military  service  or  to  auxiliaiy 
services  in  connection  with  militaxj  ssr* 
vice.  But,  as  the  hon.  Member  has 
referred  to  the  name  of  Sir  Ereljn 
Wood  in  particular,  I  think  that  it  is 
only  right  that  I  should  state  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  the  highest 
sense  of  the  zeal,  the  ability,  the  judg' 
ment,  and  the  tact,  as  well  as  right 
feeling  with  which  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  has 
conducted  the  matters  intrusted  to  his 
control  in  circumstances  of  very  great 
difficulty  indeed. 
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officer,  whioh  entirely  confirmed  Dr. 
Oarte's  statement  that  life  would  be 
endangered  by  fmther  confinement. 
That  being  the  case,  I  thought,  and  my 
Oolleagues  agreed  with  me,  that  our 
duty  was  to  do  what  we  should  have  done 
with  any  other  prisoner  under  the  cir- 
cumstances— order  his  immediate  dis- 
charge. We  did  not  think  it  a  case  in 
which  we  ought  to  make  that  discharge 
dependent  on  the  signing  of  any  oondi- 
tions. 

Mb.  HEALT:  Does  the  doctor  sav 
that  his  life  has  been  endanffered  through 
the  confinement  he  has  undergone  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TEE :  I  have  given 
the  exact  statement  I  received,  and  it 
was  the  first  intimation  I  had.  The 
doctors  would  have  been  failing  in  their 
duty  if  they  had  not  informed  us  of  the 
facts. 


STATE  OF  IRELAND— RELEASE  OF 
MR.  JOHN  DILLON,  M.P. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Chief 
Secretaxy  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  an- 
nouncement made  in  the  morning  papers 
that  Mr.  John  Dillon  had  been  rdeased 
from  Kilmainham  Oaol  was  correct  ? 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  that  before 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  answered  the 
Question,  he  wished  to  ask  him  whether 
Ur.  Dillon  bad  been  released  uncondi- 
tionally, or  whether  he  had  been  obliged 
to  sign  some  conditions  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Yes,  Sir;  it 
is  true  that  Mr.  Dillon  has  been  released 
from  Kilmainham,  and  I  suppose  the 
House  would  wish  me  to  give  the 
grounds  of  that  release.  A  letter  was 
sent  yesterday  to  the  Governor  of  Kil- 
mainham, in  the  following  terms : — 

"I  am  directed  hj  the  Lord  lieutenant  to 
iolonn  you  that  a  repreeentation  haying  been 
made  to  his  Excellenoy  that  Mr.  John  Dillon's 
life  would  be  endangered  by  furUier  confine^ 
nent,  his  £xcellexicy  has  been  pleased  to  order 
hif  release.  Therefore,  upon  the  receipt  of  this 
ktter,  discharge  Mr.  Dillon,  and  give  him  a 
copy  of  this  letter." 

That  letter  was  written  for  this  rea- 
»n— On  Thursday  last  I  received  a 
Eeport  from  Dr.  Carte,  the  medical 
officer  of  the  prison,  stating  that  he  be- 
lieved Mr.  Dillon's  life  would  be  endan- 
gered by  further  oontinement.  I  was 
surprised  to  get  that  letter,  because,  al- 
though the  health  of  Mr.  Dillon  is 
not  strong,  the  last  information  I  re- 
eeiyed  was  from  the  Inspector  of  the 
prison,  Mr.  Barlow,  who,  on  the  8th  of 
Joly,  reported  that  he  had  seen  Mr. 
Dillon,  who  told  him  that  he  was  well, 
and  that  he  did  not  think  his  health  had 
mffered  since  he  entered  the  prison. 
Mr.  Barlow  said  that  Mr.  Dillon  seemed 
to  him  to  be  very  delicate,  but  did  not 
appear  to  be  more  so  than  when  he  first 
saw  him  in  prison  three  months  ago. 
On  receiving  that  Beport,  I  telegraphed 
at  once  to  two  independent  medical  gen- 
tlemen, of  undoubted  standing,  to  go 
dovn  to  Kilmainham  and,  after  consul- 
tation with  Dr.  Carte,  to  make  a  Be- 
port. They  saw  Mr.  Dillon;  but  he 
politely,  but  firmly,  refused  to  allow 
pinwelf  to  be  examined.  After  consult- 
^g  with  Dr.  Carte,  and  after  seeing  his 
Report  and  obtaining  all  the  information 
^ey  amid,  they  saw  the  Beport  of  Dr. 
Senny^  Mr.  DiUon's  private  medical 


LAW  AND  POLICE— DEATHS  FROM 
DROWNING. 

Mb.  OOUBLEY  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  has  seen 
the  Beturn  of  Loss  of  Life  issued  at 
the  instance  of  the  honourable  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester,  showing  the  number 
of  deaths  from  drowning  in  mercantile 
and  non-mercantile  waters  of  the  United 
Kingdom  to  have  been  in  1879,  3,690 
lives ;  if  this  includes  the  loss  of  life 
from  sea-coast  bathing,  if  not,  if  he  can 
state  what  this  was  for  the  same  year ; 
and,  if  he  can  state  what  measures  he 
intends  adopting  for  the  purpose  of 
compelling  local  inland  and  sea-coast 
authorities  at  all  public  bathing  places 
to  provide  boats,  hfe-buoys,  and  watch- 
men during  the  bathing  season  ? 

Mr.  D0D80N :  Sir,  the  Beturn  does 
not,  as  I  believe,  include  the  loss  of  life 
from  sea-coast  bathing ;  and  there  is  not, 
as  far  I  can  ascertain,  any  information 
collected  to  show  the  extent  of  loss  for 
the  year  to  which  the  Beturn  refers.  At 
present  there  is  no  power  to  compel  local 
mland  and  sea-coast  authorities  to  pro- 
vide boats,  life-buoys,  and  watchmen 
during  the  bathing  or  any  other  season. 
These  authorities  can  make  bye-laws, 
subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  with  respect  to  public 
bathing  and  the  regulation  of  bathinff 
machinee ;  but  they  are  not  authorized 
to  mi^e  any  provision  of  this  kind  from 
the  local  rates,  or  to  require  that  the 

Sroprietors  of  the  bathing  machines  shall 
o  so.    This  defect  has  been  brought 
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under  the  notioeof  the  Board,  who  oon- 
template  dealing  with  the  matter  when- 
ever a  suitable  opportunity  offers  for 
amending  the  law. 

AFGHANISTAN— CANDAHAB. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  had  seen  the  telegram  from  Lahore 
in  The  Timee  of  the  6th  instant,  in  which 
the  Correspondent  of  that  journal,  after 
stating  that  the  Ameer's  EuToy  passed 
through  Lahore  on  his  way  to  Simla, 
went  on  to  say — 

"  I  am  aasnred  that  he  oomeB  at  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Viceroy,  and  bean  a  message  in 
which  the  Ameer  reminds  the  Viceroy  that  he 
had  earnestly  and  repeatedly  begged  the  Qo- 
▼emment  to  hold  CSandahar  for  one  year,  in 
order  to  enable  the  Ameer  to  make  his  position 
secure.  It  is  clear  from  the  Envoy's  account 
that  the  Ameer  began  to  lose  heart  at  hearing 
of  the  news  of  the  evacuation  of  Gandahar ; " 

and  whether  he  was  in  a  position  to  con- 
tradict the  truth  of  these  assertions  ? 

The  Mabqusss  of  HABTINGTON  : 
I  haye  not  receiyed  from  the  Goyem- 
ment  of  India  any  information  respect- 
ing the  position  of  the  Enyoy  from  Cfabul 
to  Simla.  I  am,  therefore,  unable  to 
say  what  message  he  may  have  been 
charged  to  deliver,  or  what  statement  he 
may  have  made.  But  I  have  referred 
to  the  Correspondence  which  has  passed 
between  the  Ameer  and  the  Government 
of  India,  and  it  certainly  is  not  the  case 
that  the  Ameer  had  earnestly  and  re- 
peatedly asked  the  Government  to  hold 
Gandahar  for  one  year,  in  order  to  enable 
him  to  make  hisposition  secure. 

Sm  HENRY  TYLER:  Was  a  request 
ever  made  to  that  effect  ? 

The  Mabqtjess  of  HARTINGTON  ; 
No,  Sir ;  nothing  of  the  kind. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATH  (MR.  BRAD- 
LAUGH.) 

Mb.  LABOUGHERE  wished  to  ask 
the  Prime  Minister  a  Question  with  re- 
gard to  the  position  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh. 
For  himself,  he  might  explain  that  he 
had  a  Resolution  on  going  into  Gom- 
mittee  of  Supply,  which  praoticidly  was 
to  rescind  the  Kesolution  come  to  in 
April  last.  He  believed  that  that  Reso- 
lution precluded  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from 
taking  the  Oath,  together  with  a  subse- 

Suent  Resolution  passed  precluding  Mr. 
tradlaugh  from    coming    within   this 
House,  were  both  Sessional  Ordersi  and 
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that  they  would  lapse  at  the  end  of  this 
Session.  The  result,  of  course,  would  he 
that  at  the  commencement  of  next  Ses- 
sion Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  present  him- 
self at  the  Table  of  the  House  and 
endeavour  to  take  the  Oath  and  his  seat, 
as  he  believed  he  had  a  right  to  do. 
Now,  what  he  would  ask  was  thiB-> 
whether,  when  Mr.  Bradlaugh  took  that 
course,  he  mi^ht  hope  that  he  would 
be  supported  oy  the  Oovemment,  in 
what  ne  believ^,  and  some  in  thu 
House  believed,  to  be  his  Constitational 
rights  ?  In  that  case,  as  it  was  near  the 
close  of  the  Session,  and  he  had  no  wish 
to  inconvenience  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site— ^f  or  it  was  quite  possible  his  Motion 
might  inconvenience  them,  as  they  did 
not  know  when  it  might  be  brought  on 
— ^he  would  withdraw  his  Motion  and 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  next  Ses- 
sion. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  lundezvtand 
from  my  hon.  Friend  two  things^that 
he  has  investigated  the  matter,  and 
ascertained  that  the  Resolution  which 
forbids  Mr.  Bradlaugh  taking  the  Oath 
at  the  Table — I  do  not  mean  the  Reso- 
lution debarring  him  from  access — ii  a 
Sessional  Resolution  which  expires  with 
the  Session.  I  understand,  that  being  80» 
it  is  possible,  according  to  my  hon. 
Friend^s  view,  that  Mr.  Sradlaugh  maj 
again  present  himself  and  claim  to  take 
the  Oath  at  the  commencement  of  next 
Session.  I  take  these  two  propositions 
simply  as  given  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
I  assume  them  to  be  correct.  If  he  should 
so  present  himself,  and  so  claim  to  take 
the  Oath,  and  should  opposition  there- 
upon arise,  undoubtedly  Her  Majes^'s 
Government  would  deem  it  their  duty 
to  consider  the  question  with  a  viev 
to  the  termination  of  the  controversy. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Speaker 
whether  it  was  the  fact  that  the  Order 
forbidding  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  the 
Oath  did  expire  at  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  would  require  to  be  renewed 
at  the  beffinning  of  ue  next  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  understand  the 
right  hon,  and  learned  Member  to  leta 
to  the  Resolution  of  10th  May.  That 
is  not  a  Standing  Order,  and  would  ter- 
minate at  the  end  of  the  Session. 

Mb.  MAGFARLANE  asked  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Ghair  whetner 
the  Resolution  of  the  20th  of  April, 
which  prednded  Mr.  Bradlaogh  aom 
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taldng  the  Oafli,  would  lapse  at  the  end 
of  the  Seseion? 

Kb.  SPEAITRK:  The  Besolntion  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  was 
not  made  a  Standing  Order,  and  there- 
fore wonld  expire  with  the  Session. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  reference  to  the  an- 
swer he  had  given  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  whe- 
ther, when  ne  brought  in  a  measure 
dealing  with  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  he  would 
take  means  to  secure  the  attendance  and 
the  vote  in  its  favour  of  the  Liberal 
Members  of  the  Liberal  majority  by 
whose  defection  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
been  ezdnded  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  do  not 
know  if  I  have  gone  too  far  in  answer- 
ing the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Labouchere) ;  but  I  did  it  simply  on  the 
groond  that  everyone  must  feel  desirous, 
at  a  time  when  we  are  beginning  to 
hope  we  may  very  soon  disperse,  to 
know  whether  they  are  likely  to  be 
called  upon  again  to  vote  on  a  subject 
of  Mr.  bradlaugh  during  the  present 
SeBsion.  But  as  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  has  a  reference  to  a  future 
Senon,  and  a   contingency  only  sup- 

Ked  to  arise   then,   I  hope  he  will 
dij  exercise  his  patience  until  the 
future  Session  arrives. 

Mb.  PULESTON  asked  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  whether,  after 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister,  he 
wonld  go  on  with  his  Besolution  ? 

MB.LABOTTCHEEE:  Certainly  not. 
Sir. 

PABLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESa 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  Prime 
Unister  if  he  could  give  the  House  any 
information  respecting  the  course  of 
?ablic  Business,  and  specially  the  Navy 
Estimates? 

.  Mb.  AETHUB  O'CONNOR  asked 
if  it  was  intended  to  take  the  Lish  Votes 
in  Class  IV.  to-night? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH  : 
It  is  our  intention  to  take  the  whole  of 
QaasIY.,  including  the  Irish  Votes, 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  it  is  al- 
wsdy  understood — and  what  has  hap- 
ponei  dnoe  I  last  spoke  on  the  subject 
voold  rather  sustain  and  confirm  the  im- 
pwrion— that  the  proceedings  in  the 
House  of  Lords  may  terminate  to-night 
vithrespeot  to  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  and, 
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therefore,  that  we  shall  be  in  a  position 
to  consider  the  question  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments  to-morrow  as  the  first  and 
principal  Business  for  Tuesday  evening. 
How  long  they  will  take  I  do  not  know; 
but  we  shall  propose  to  proceed  with 
the  Navy  Estimates  immediately  after 
the  conclusion  of  the  question  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  if  it  was  impos- 
sible to  get  the  Lords'  Amendments  that 
night,  so  as  to  give  time  to  consider 
them  prior  to  the  meeting  of  the  House 
on  Tuesday  ?  He  presumed  there  would 
be  no  Morning  Sitting. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  The  Lords' 
Amendments,  I  understand,  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  to-morrow  morning. 
There  will  be  no  Morning  Sitting.  I  do 
not  entertain  any  doubt  that  any  Mem- 
ber can,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  obtain 
a  copy  of  the  Lords'  last  print  of  the 
Bill ;  but  we  have  no  power  to  make  an 
order  requiring  copies  of  that  print  to 
be  furnished  to  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  generally. 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  BAT. 


SUPPLY.— 'COMMTTTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

EDUCATION  DEPAKTMENT— THE 

BEVISED  CODE. 

DBPABTICSNTAL  STATBMBRT. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  rose  to  make  his 
Statement  on  the  Education  Vote. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether,  after  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  his  State- 
ment on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply, 
any  other  hon.  Member  could  speak  on 
the  Motion  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply  ? 

Ito  SPEAKER  :  It  will  be  open  for 
any  hon.  Member  to  speak  on  the  Mo- 
tion that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  beg  to 
thank  the  House  for  allowing  me  to 
make  my  Statement  with  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair.  My  reason  for  asking  this 
favour  of  the  House  is  two-fold.  Not  for 
the  sake  of  the  Sstimates  wUch  I  am 
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able  to  submit  to  the  Housei  and  -which 
I  should  be  quite  prepared  to  submit  in 
the  usual  way.  But  it  will  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  that  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  when  the  Code 
under  which  the  conditions  of  the  grant 
for  education  are  made  was  carried,  a 
distinct  pledge  was  giyen  to  both  this 
and  the  other  House  of  Parliament  that 
before  the  close  of  this  Session  we  would 
submit  proposals  for  the  reform  of  the 
Code,  and  it  is  upon  that  ground,  before 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply,  that  I 
uiall  make  a  double  Statement — ^the  one 
relating  to  the  ordinary  business  of  the 
past  year,  and  the  proposed  financial 
statement  for  the  coming  year,  and  the 
principles  on  which  we  propose  to  revise 
the  Code.  All  that  relates  to  the  expen- 
diture of  the  past  year  I  shall  endeavour 
to  condense  into  as  short  a  space  as  pos- 
sible, in  order  not  to  trespass  upon  the 
time  of  the  House.  The  expenditure  in 
1880  was  as  follows : — The  sum  granted 
was  £2,535,967,  and  the  expenditure 
£2,525,769,  the  result  being  a  saving  of 
£10,808  upon  the  Estimates.  The  charge 
for  annual  grants,  which  was  estimated 
at  £2,217,348,  reached  £2,213,673,  an 
increase  of  £120,231  on  the  previous 
year,  the  details  of  which  are  as  follows : 
— The  estimate  of  average  attendance 
was  2,800,480  children,  and  the  actual 
average  was  2,814,000;  the  estimated 
grant  was  15«.  8(/.,  and  the  grant  really 
made  was  lbs.  l^d.  The  estimate  for 
the  evening  schools  for  the  average 
attendance  was  52,530  children  and  an 
estimate  of  9«.,  and  the  result  was  41,500 
at  8«.  6i</.,  a  falling  off  in  numbers  of 
11,000,  and  in  the  grant  of  bd.  in  the 
year.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  Estimates 
that  the  House  will  be  asked  to  vote  to- 
night for  the  current  year  1881-2.  The 
sum  required  this  year  is  £2,683,958, 
as  compared  with  £2,535,967  granted  in 
1880-1.  Thisis  an  increase  of  £147,991, 
and  it  produces  a  difference  of  £93,000 
increase  on  the  Estimates  of  1880-1. 
Although  at  first  sight  this  difference 
will  appear  to  be  considerable,  it  will  be 
understood  that  the  increase  in  the  ex- 
penditure was  really  an  over-estimated 
expenditure  in  the  year  1 879-80.  The  in- 
crease on  the  Vote  for  1880-1  would  have 
stood  £140,000,  instead  of  £55,000  on 
the  Estimates;  therefore,  the  increase 
on  the^  Estimates  1881-2  is  £144,794, 
and  it  is  a  little  more  than  an  increase 
in  the  last  year,  vhich  was  really 
£140,000.     The  increase  on  the  oom- 
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ing  year  1881-3  ooonn  almost  enlirdjf 

under  the  head  of  annual  grants.    Thm 

amount  of  the  Votes  is  £2,862yl43y  u 

increase  of  £144,794  for  the  grant.     3j|  ^^"'^ 

will  be  necessary  that  I  nhoM  show  |U|  ^ 

House  the  expenditure  for  annual  grai^^J 

and  the  comparison  of  this  special  head 

for  the  past  three  years  shows  that  the 

increase  asked  for  is  not  an  extensive 

one.     The  annual  grant   made   to   the 

elementary     schools     in     1878-9     wba 

£1,961,000,  or  an  increase  of  £267,000 

on  the  preceding  year.    In  1879-80  it - 

was    £2,093,000,    or    an    increase 

£132,000;    in    1880-1,    £2,2ia,O00, 

an  increase  of  £120,000;  and  in  1891 

it   is    £2,862,000,   or    an    increase 

£144,794.     It  will  be  noticed  by  Ihm 

figures  set  forth  that  there  is 

large  increase  in  1878-9,  and  that  was-        _ 

occasioned  by  the  passing  of  the  Act  o|      — ^^ 

1876,  which  only  came  into  pract^ 

operation    in    1878-9.      Amoiagst 

other   items,   there    is    an  increase; 

£7,670  for  expenditure  this  year, 

by  the  addition  of  six  I&speotoni 

nine  Inspectors'  Assistants,  and  l^ 

usual  number  of  Inspectors  being 

titled  to  the  increment.     The  Inspeol 

were  appointed  after  the  details  of  i 

Estimates  had  been  made  for  last 

and  they  come  into  the  present 

There  is  only  one  more  item  in  refe; 

to  the    expenditure    that  I  ought 

trouble  the  House  witii,  and  that  ia  j 

building  mnt  on  the  Aot  of  1870^ 

£670,  and  it  is  the  last  year  of 

grant.     I  now  invite  the  House  to  i 

sider  the  real  educational  progresij 

the  past  year.     I  may  say,  before  i 

into  that  part  of  the  question,  that  1 

is  no  new  or  striking  feature  in « 

course  of  the  year.    There  have 

no  new  forces  brought  into   ope_. 

during  the  year ;  we  have  been  woii 

steadily  and  quietly  under  the  . 

1870  and  1876,  and,  as  the  Act  of 
as  to  general  compulsion  did  not 
into  operation  until  the  1st  of  Jonn 
this  year,  the  statement  of  progress  1 
I  have  to  make  is  the  more  gratify 
because  the  same  steady,    continuo 
and  unbroken  progress  of  education  hs 
been  going  on  since  the  pacing  of 
Act  of  1870.      The  principal   feafc  , 
which  I  have  to  mention  are  as  follows  i 
Accommodation  is  now  a£Ebrded  4,240^4 
children,  showing  an  increase  of  98^0 
school    places    during    the    year  j 
scholars    on    the    register,    3,895^(1 
showingaremarkaUeinoreaseofl  85,(1 
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■bholajsinaTerageattttidaaoe,  8,751,000, 
bdnff  an  inorease  in  attendanoeof  1 56,000 
im  the  preyions  year ;  the  scholars  indi- 
Tidaally  examined,  1,904,000,  being  an 
increase  of  144,000  in  one  year.    The 
percentage  of  passing  in  the  three  B.'s, 
vhich  is  one  of  the  real  tests  of  the  work 
done,  is  81*2  as  against  80*4  last  year. 
Hiey  have  now  tonohed    the    highest 
point  they  have  ever  reached  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  Department.  The  proportion 
df  adiolars  examined  in  Standard  lY. 
and  upwards,  which  is  very  interesting 
to  several  Members,  and  my  hon.  Friena 
the  Member  for  Wolyerhampton  (Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler),  who,  I  am  glad  to  see  in  his 
usual  place,  is  24*61  as  against  22*1  of 
last  year — a  very  large  amount  indeed. 
We  do  not  bring  the  children  up  to  the 
higher  standard;    we  are  doing  very 
liifie  in  the  arrears  of  thorough  educa- 
tion.   I  am  aa  dissatisfied  as  any  man 
in  this  House  about  them ;  but  still  it  is 
gratifying  to  find  this  year  that  the  pro- 
portion 01  scholars  examined  is  increas- 
mg.     Well,  we  have  41,426  masters, 
b^ng  nearly  3,000  more  than  heretofore, 
aad  we  have  33,733  pupil  teachers,  and 
that  gives  an  increase  of  538.    The  cost 
for  maintenance  for  scholars  in  Board 
schools  is  £2  1«.  llfi/.,  being  a  decrease 
of  \d,  per  head ;  and  voluntary  schools, 
£l  ]4f.  7jJ.,  or  an  increase  of  l^d.  per 
head.    The  rate  of  the  grant  earned  is, 
for  Board  schools,  lbs.  7id,  per  head, 
an  increase  of  4^i.  on  the  previous  year; 
and  £Dr  voluntary  schools,  15«,  6 J.,  or 
an  increase  of  I  id.  per  head.      It  is 
the  first  time  since  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1870  that  the  Board  schools  have 
shown  any  substantial   increase    over 
the  yolontary  schools.     Now,  in  these 
figores  there  are  two  or  three  points 
we  have  of  interest,  and  the  first  is  the 
number  of  scholars  on  the  registers. 
Although  these  have  gone  on  increasing 
year  by  year  from  1,693,000  in  1870  to 
8,895,000  in  the  past  year,  it  shows  a 
snhstantial  increase  of  185,000  during 
the  past  year.    Now,  the   normal  in- 
o^eaae  according  to  the  growth  of  the 
popnlation  will  be  about  70,000  in  the 
year ;  but  we  continue  to  receive  into 
our  schools   nearly    three  times    that 
increase  every  year,  and,  at  this  mo- 
ment that  I  am  addressing  the  House, 
the  probability  is  that  there  are  over 
4,000,000  of  children  on  the  reg^ters  of 
the  schools,  and  we  have  every  reason  to 
expect  that  within  the  next  10  yeara^ 
irnentheAotof  lastjrear  comes  into  full 


operation,  the  numbers  will  not  be  far 
short  of  5,000,000  children.  The  next 
question  to  whiphi  must  call  attention  is 
uiat  we  have  gone  from  1,793,000  to 
above  4,000,000  ;  and  we  are  calculating 
on  something  like,  after  this  year,  a  con- 
tinual increase  of  200, 000  children  a-year. 
The  average  attendance  has  now  reached 
70*6,  and  this  includes  infants — the  vast 
number  of  children  who  only  attend  hplf- 
time,  and  who  are  permitted  by  the 
School  Board  when  they  pass  the  Stand- 
ard to  be  employed  hm-time.  If  they 
were  full  time  they  would  not  detract 
very  much  from  the  average  of  the  whole, 
ana  it  must  make  a  difference  in  the 
average  of  the  year.  Considering  that 
every  year  we  are  passing  in  more  of 
the  children  of  their  regmar  dass,  and 
that  the  compulsion  reaches  the  more 
neglected  of  the  lower  classes,  it  is  more 
satisfactory  to  find  that  the  average  at- 
tendance is  higher  to-day  than  it  has 
ever  reached  before.  That  is  an  indica- 
tion of  real  and  substantial  progress. 
We  have  not  reached,  by  any  means, 
what  we  hope  to,  and  may,  attain,  and 
the  best  proof  of  that  is  what  Scotland 
has  already  done.  Scotland  has  already 
reached  76  per  cent  average  attendance, 
including  half-time  ;  and  there  is  this  to 
be  said  about  Scotland,  that  the  Scotch 
children  go  to  school  later,  but  stay 
later  than  the  English  children.  That 
is  owing  to  dimate,  and  that  infant 
schools  are  not  so  general  as  in  Eng- 
land ;  and  it  is  a  most  satisfactory  re- 
sult in  the  School  Board  in  Scotland 
that  they  have  already  brought  un  the 
average  attendance  to  76  per  cent.  Now, 
compulsion  has  done  this.  It  has  suc- 
ceeded in  bringing  a  larger  number  of 
children  to  attend  schools  for  at  least  a 
portion  of  their  time,  and  has  improved 
the  average  attendance  to  the  point  to 
which  I  have  stated.  I  have  a  table 
here  which  shows  that  it  has  had  the 
effect  of  causing  a  very  considerable 
increase  of  the  number  of  scholars  who 
attend  sufiBiciently  regular  to  bring  the 
grant  to  the  schools.  Out  of  every 
Too  scholars  on  the  register  in  England 
and  Wales  there  were  62  per  cent,  and 
they  were  qualified  by  attendance  in  the 
proportion  of  40*2.  In  1880,  at  the 
same  stage,  68*3  on  the  register,  and 
they  were  qualified  by  attendance  to  the 
extent  of  52*2.  This  shows  a  number 
of  children  who  get  the  grant  in  Scot- 
land. I  am  bound  to  ^y  the  result  is 
much  better.    They  had  been  in  1874 
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64-9,  and,  at  the  present  moment,  they 
have  reached  73*6,  who  make  full  school 
attendance.  I  am  approaching  that 
which  I  regard  as  the  most  satisfactory 
feature  of  the  year,  and  that  is  the  re- 
sult of  last  year's  examinations,  and  it  is 
to  this  point  I  invite  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton.  The  chil- 
dren examined  did  better  in  the  three 
B's  than  in  the  previous  year,  the  per- 
centage of  passes  having  risen  from 
80*4  to  81-2;  whilst  the  proportion  of 
scholars  examined  in  Standards  lY.  to 
YI.,  compared  with  the  total  number  of 
scholars  individually  examined,  rose 
from  22*1  per  cent  to  24*61  per  cent. 
Now,  in  order  to  show  the  change  which 
was  gradually  coming  over  our  educa- 
tional experience,  I  will  ask  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  this  fact — that  the  per- 
centage of  passes  to  the  number  of  chil- 
dren examined  fell  steadily  during  the 
first  six  years  after  the  passins^  of  the 
Act  of  1870.  The  number  of  ignorant 
and  neglected  children  brought  in,  and 
the  number  of  elder  children  who  were 
unable  to  pass  the  Standard,  was  so 
large  that  there  was  a  steady  fall  in  the 
percentage  of  passes  through  England 
and  Wales.  In  1872  the  following  were 
the  percentages  : — Passes  in  1872,  81*1 ; 
in  1873,  80-8;  in  1874,  80;  in  1876, 
79*7;  in  1876,  78*8;  and  here  in  1877 
we  ended  the  trouble.  There  had  been 
a  steady  fall ;  then  came  the  rise,  and 
the  recovery  was  due  to  this,  that  more 
attention  was  paid  to  the  teaching  of 
the  infant  children.  The  interest  taken 
in  the  schools  had  begun  to  effect  a  great 
change  in  the  children's  passing  in  the 
upper  Standards,  and  the  number  of 
backward  children  g^ew  less  and  less. 
In  1878  the  number  rose  to  79*5  ;  in 
1879  to  80*4;  in  1880,  81*2.  This  is 
the  highest  point  at  which  the  number 
has  ever  stood  in  Standards  IV.  to  VI. 
Now,  the  test  is,  what  do  you  pass  in  the 
upper  schools  ?  There  are  bye-laws  and 
Factory  Acts  which  affect  these.  The 
bye-laws  and  the  Factory  Acts  take  half 
our  children  in  the  Fourth  Standard  out 
of  schools  every  year.  That  is  to  say, 
that  50  per  cent  of  the  children  who  pass 
the  Fourth  Standard  in  any  year  pass  at 
once  out  of  school.  That  is  one  reason 
why  we  cannot  pass  our  children  to  the 
higher  Standards,  because  the  Standard 
of  the  Factory  Act  is  the  Fourth  Stand- 
ard, and  the  Standards  throughout  the 
countzy,  eepeoially  the  rural  districts, 
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are  from  11.  to  IV.,  or  m.  to  V.,  for 
half-time  and  full  time  respectivQlT, 
The  progress  which  had  been  made  m 
the  lugher  Standards  was  one  of  the  fea- 
tures in  the  year  the  most  gratifying.  I 
have  made  out  statements  whicK  £oir 
the  number  of  children  presented  in  the 
higher  Standards  since  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1870.  In  1870  the  number 
who  passed  under  the  Old  Code  was 
191,663  to  all  schools.  Praotically,  ife 
was  102,680,  taking  it  as  compared  with 
the  Code,  as  we  have  since  that  time 
raised  the  Standards.  In  1871  we  hare 
no  record  because  the  Code  changed. 
Then  in  1872, 118,000;  in  1873,  131,000, 
being  an  increase  of  13,000;  in  1874^ 
155,000,  being  an  increase  of  24,000; 
in  1875,  194,000,  an  increase  of  39,000; 
in  1876,  234,000,  an  increase  of  40,000; 
in  1877,  270,000,  an  increase  of  36,000; 
in  1878,  324,000,  an  increase  of  54,000 ; 
in  1879,  388,000,  an  increase  of  64,000: 
and  last  year  468,000,  an  increase  oi 
80,000  children  in  the  upper  Standarcb» 
The  increased  number  passed  throii|^ 
the  upper  Standards  lY.  to  YI.  sines 
1870  was  more  than  400  per  oenl 
That  is  the  best  test  of  the  work  thai, 
is  really  being  done.  However  wed 
we  may  be  doing  with  the  English  school^ 
the  Scotch  are  doing  better ;  and  in  Sod* 
land  this  is  much  more  remarkable  thaa 
among  ourselves.  The  numbers  for 
Scotland — where  they  have  had  the  com- 
pulsory system  in  full  operation  sinoe 
1 872,  while  ours  has  just  come  into  fidl 
operation  —  shows  that  in  1872  thej 
passed  35,502  children,  and  they  finiahel 
in  1880  by  passing  102,259  in  the  upper 
Standards— that^is  to  say,  out  of  304,000. 
the  average  attendance  was  one-third  of 
the  whole,  or  33  per  cent  in  Scotland,  ss 
against  24  percent  in  England.  I  shonU 
like  to  give  a  single  illustration  of  tbe 
way  the  Scotchmen  manage  their  schoolii 
showinfi*  the  wonderful  results  that  are 
accomplished.  I  was  struck  with  the 
case  of  a  school  which  was  placed  in  mj 
hands  some  few  months  ago,  and  it  giTM 
an  illustration  of  what  could  be  dmie 
under  the  most  adverse  circumstanoes. 
It  was  a  school  in  the  village  of  Easdale^ 
in  the  Island  of  Soil,  in  the  ooun^  of 
Argyll.  The  chief  industry  of  the  plaoe 
is  slate  quarries.  Well,  in  1874  the 
Report  was  exceedingly  unfavourable. 
In  1875  the  School  Board  began  a  neir 
school,  and  thev  appointed  a  nev 
teacher,  and  this  is  the  sort  of  progxsii 
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wbioh  has  been  made  sinoe.  In  the 
first  year  only  six  out  of  134  oould  be 
presented  in  the  hieher  Standards.  In 
1876  the  Bobool  had  an  admirable  Ee- 
port ;  in  1879,  when  the  Inspector  oame, 
he  said — 

"  This  IB  one  of  the  beet  schools  I  know, 
^lere  is  no  failure  in  reading  and  writing,  and 
only  two  oat  of  116  failed  in  arithmetic,  and 
when  I  visited  the  place  some  years  ago  the 
education  of  the  children  was  in  a  lamentable 
■Ute.  Thanks  to  the  wise  Dolicy  of  the  Board 
snd  the  ability  of  the  teacher,  it  is  now  the 
best  school  in  Argyll." 

Oat  of  134,   onlyseyen  failed,  and  the 
Insneotor  said  it  was,  in  all  respects,  a 
model  school.     I  think  that  a  school  and 
school  board  making  snoh  marvellons 
progress  as  that  shows    ought  to    be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  given  the  statistics  for 
England  and  Wales  as  to  the  number 
who  have  passed  the  upper  Standards. 
The  grants  earned  in  1879-80  had  risen 
from  15«.  S^d,  to  15«.  7fi.,  an  increase 
of  4id,y  and  the  voluntaxy  schools  to 
15f.  5d.y  an  increase  of  l^d,    I  said  that 
this  is  the    first  time  that  the  board 
schools  show   an    advantage  over  the 
Toluntary  schools ;  but  the  grant  is  not 
always  &e   measure  of  success,  and  I 
say  this  irrespective  of  this  circumstance 
in  reference  to  board  schools  and  volun- 
tary schools.    It  depends  upon  the  num- 
ber of  infants  in  the  respective  schools 
on  tiie  list,  for  the  infants  bring  down 
the  average,  and  the  real  test  is  the 
children  in  the  upper  Standards  and  the 
upper  ages.    Now,  the  average  cost  in 
the  London  School  Board  schools  was 
£2  17«.  7id.  per  head,  and  in  the  volun- 
tary schools  £2   0».  lOid.    The  board 
schools   in     the    Provinces     are    only 
£1  17f.  5id.    1  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  heavy  cost  of  the  London  Board 
schools  raises  the  average  of  the  board 
schools  throughout  the  country.     The 
London    Boairal    school     average    was 
£2  17f .  7id.,  and  the  London  voluntary 
school  £2  Oi.  lO^d.,  against  £1  14«.  2d, 
in  the  country.    I  am  not  going  to  be 
the  u)ologist  for  the  London   School 
Board;  there  is  no  need  for  me  to  take 
up  the  defence  of  the  London  School 
lioard,  as  it  possesses  able  Bepresenta- 
tives  in  this  House.    I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  was  very  much  struck  with  that, 
and  I  made  it  my  business  to  institute 
inqipries  as  to  the  cost  of  the  London 
fioard  schook  as  compared  with  other 
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schools.  Nowy  it  is  only  fair,  whatever 
may  be  said  in  favour  of  voluntary 
schools  or  Board  schools,  that  it  should 
be  fairly  and  honestly  stated.  I  find 
that  the  London  Board  schools  are  in- 
creasing at  the  rate  of  28,000  a-year  for 
the  last  10  years;  that  for  every  year 
they  have  to  furnish  schools  and  charge 
that  upon  the  current  year's  account. 
Then,  again,  unlike  any  other  board 
schools  in  the  country,  they  have  to  bear 
the  expense  without  the  grant  for  this 
23,000 ;  so  that  really,  to  take  thenroper 
average,  we  believe  that  it  would  do  im- 
possible to  get  the  cost  of  the  London 
Board  schools  until  the  London  Board 
schools  have  supplied  all  this  deficiency 
of  education  ana  the  children  are  in 
average  attendance.  Then  the  grant  for 
salaries  is  very  considerable.  Then, 
takinff  the  average  of  the  country 
schools,  no  allowance  is  made  in  the 
salaries,  but  a  residence  is  provided  for 
the  masters;  whereas,  in  London,  the 
residence  of  the  masters  is  to  be  paid 
out  of  their  salaries.  That  is  only  fair 
to  be  borne  in  mind ;  but  to  show  the 
vast  work  which  the  London  School 
Board  has  yet  to  do — for  it  is  a  vast 
work,  for  the  deficiency  is  not  nearly 
supplied,  and  the  new  Census  has  shown 
us  that  Lambeth  alone  has  increased 
nearly  250,000  during  the  last  10 
years — there  is  the  population  of  one 
of  our  great  towns,  and  the  London 
School  Board  have  to  keep  up  with  the 
growth  of  the  population,  and  this 
growth  represents  something  like  1,100 
persons  a-week ;  and,  in  order  to  make 
provision  for  the  population,  they  must 
open  one  school  a  month.  That  is  the 
only  way  in  which  the  population  of 
London  can  be  provided  for.  The  only 
wonder  is  that,  looking  at  the  vast 
work  already  done,  and  yet  remains  to 
be  done,  how  we  could  have  remained 
content  with  such  a  state  of  things  as 
must  have  existed.  The  total  expendi- 
ture on  education  for  last  year  amounts  to 
£5,078,259;  to  this  sum  the  endowment 
has  contributed  £143,000,  the  voluntary 
contributions  about  £731,000;  the  rates 
£726,000.  Though  it  is  fair  to  notice 
that  the  contributions  are  still  in  excess 
of  the  rates,  it  is  a  most  creditable  fea- 
ture. The  children's  pence  contributed 
£1,431,000,  and  the  Government  grant 
£1,982,000,  and  the  receipts  from  other 
sources  were  £55,000.  I  am  bound  to 
quote   these  figures  to  consider  what 
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would  be  the  grant,  and  what  most  be 
the  rate  to  make  up  the  enormous  de- 
ficiencies which  would  result  from  these 
two  sources — the  Exchequer  and  the 
ratepayers.  I  hare  now  stated  every- 
thing which  relates  to  the  educational 
work  of  the  past  year,  and  I  hope  that 
the  House  will  be  satisfied  that  we  are 
really  making  progress.  I  may  say  that 
the  highest  grant,  taking  the  schools  in 
their  denominations,  was  made  by  the 
Wesleyan  schools.  There  are  one  or 
two  points  with  respect  to  the  working 
of  the  Act  that  I  should  like  to  say  a 
few  words  upon.  I  believe  that  those 
great  results  which  I  have  been  able  to 
lay  before  the  House,  and  which  I  hope 
will  be  still  greater,  have  been  the  result 
of  compulsion ;  without  it  we  could 
never  have  achieved  such  results.  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  there  are  still  serious 
obstacles  to  the  future  working  of  that 
Act.  Only  this  day  I  had  a  letter  from 
a  School  Attendance  Committee  that 
less  than  half  the  children  in  the  dis- 
trict were  not  in  attendance,  and  the 
reason  of  only  half  the  children  being 
at  school  was  that  when  the  cases  were 
brought  before  the  magistrates  the 
magistrates  had  resolved  not  to  convict, 
and  these  people  set  the  law  at  defiance. 
In  many  instances — and  this  was  most 
surprising  in  London — the  magistrates 
seem  to  think  that  they  were  almost 
above  the  law,  aud  they  do  absolutely 
set  the  law  at  defiance  in  hundreds  of 
cases.  It  is  remarkable  when  we  con- 
sider with  what  general  assent  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  passed  the  Act 
last  year.  Both  Houses  of  the  Legis- 
lature had  allowed  the  Act  to  make 
compulsion  general  throughout  the  land 
to  pass  without  the  slightest  sign  of 
amendment  or  opposition,  and  I  think 
it  was  a  very  good  omen,  and  it  showed 
the  general  assent  of  the  Legislature  to 
the  compulsory  working  of  the  Educa- 
tion Acts.  At  the  time  of  passing  the  Act 
there  were  about  16,500,000  in  England 
and  Wales  under  the  bye-laws,  and  by  the 
1st  January  it  was  required  that  every 
Union  and  every  local  authority  should 
make  an  application  for  bye-laws.  I 
am  elad  to  report  that  on  the  31st  De- 
cember last  the  whole  of  the  Unions  and 
local  authorities  throughout  England 
and  Wales,  except  a  small  remnant 
numbering  only  about  260,000  inhabit- 
ants, had  applied  for  bye-laws,  and  now 
there  was  no  district  throughout  the 
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land  where  those  bye-laws  have  not 
come  fairly  into  operation.  But  still 
there  are  some  things  that  must  be 
amended  if  the  compulsory  system  is  to 
be  efiBiciently  worked.  One  is  the  cost 
and  difiBiculty  of  proceeding  under  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act.  The  cost  to 
the  locality  of  taking  out  summonses, 
and  the  difficulties  which  have  been  un- 
expectedly imposed,  have  raised  very 
serious  obstacles  to  the  working  of  com- 
pulsory education.  I  do  think  that 
parents  who  are  so  neglectful  of  their 
duty  as  those  who  will  not  take  the 
trouble  to  send  their  children  to  school, 
and,  worse  still,  those  who  have  come 
under  the  operation  of  the  Industrial 
Schools  Act,  should  be  punished.  There 
were  cases  recently  where  the  man  has 
neglected  his  own  family  and  allowed 
them  to  run  in  the  streets  till  they  were 
sent  to  an  industrial  school,  and  was, 
at  the  same  time,  getting  good  wages 
and  keeping  another  family,  and  not 
contributing  a  farthing.  They  set  the 
law  at  defiance,  because  they  had  no 
goods  to  distrain  upon.  I  do  trust  that 
something  will  be  done  in  order  to 
overcome  this  difficulty.  A  great  deal 
has  been  said  about  taking  out  sum- 
monses. I  am  bound  to  say,  from  the 
cases  which  have  come  under  my  no- 
tice in  the  Education  Department,  that 
the  school  boards  make  very  few  mis- 
takes. I  have  had  particulars  furnished 
me  of  the  amount  of  summonses  taken 
out  by  the  London  School  Board  with  a 
view  to  enforcing  compulsory  attend- 
ance. There  is  a  periodical  published 
which  makes  it  a  subject  of  censure, 
and  says  that  the  London  School  Board 
is  very  harsh  with  parents.  Under  the 
bye-laws,  the  well-known  **  B  "  notice, 
where  the  parents  are  admonished  for 
not  sending  their  children  to  school, 
there  were  79,715  notices  sent  outlast 
year,  and  out  of  that  number  only  7, 722 
were  summoned,  and  the  number  of 
cases  dismissed  was  only  four.  Under 
Section  11 — that  is,  to  meet  the  case  of 
habitual  neglect — there  were  3,871  sum- 
monses, and  the  cases  dismissed  were 
only  11.  The  employers  summoned 
were  22,  and  only  one  case  was  dis- 
missed. I  think  that  is  a  fair  illustra- 
tion of  the  working  of  compulsion,  and 
this  disproves  the  constant  allegationa  of 
the  hardships  undergone  by  parents  at 
the  hands  of  the  school  boards.  We  arg 
asked  what  are  the  moral  results  of  th^ 
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•dnofttumon  whiohfhe  oountzy  is  spend- 
ing £5,000,000  a-year.  We  hear  a  good 
deal  of  dedamation  ag^nst  our  present 
syrtem  aa  being  irreligious.  I  am  quite 
Hire  that  neither  the  noble  Lord  the 
ICember  forLiTerpool  (YisoountSandon) 
nor  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
ICiddleeex  (Lord  Gheorge  Hamilton), 
vho  have  ^resided  in  the  Department, 
vill  say  tnat  they  are  irrebgious.  I 
know  in  the  town  of  LiTerpool,  which 
the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Bandon)  re- 
presents, that  both  the  school  board 
and  the  voluntary  schools  work  heartily 
together,  and  prizes  are  given  in  re- 
li^oos  instruction  in  that  town,  and  the 
xesolts  have  astonished  some  of  the  op- 
ponenta  of  the  school  boards  when  they 
eome  to  see  the  answers  of  the  children. 
The  same  thing  was  told  me  in  Mau- 
dieeter  of  the  papers  submitted  to  the 
aehool  board,  and  one  who  is  well  known 
far  his  opposition  to  school  boards  admits 
he  was  taken  quite  aback  by  the  exa- 
mination papers,  and  had  no  conception 
of  the  amount  of  Biblical  knowledge 
which  had  been  attained  by  the  children 
m  school  board  schools.  If  I  wanted 
to  disprove  the  statement  about  the  de- 
cline of  religious  teaching,  I  could  bring 
a  few  facts  to  the  notice  of  the  House. 
The  total  number  of  children  in  volun- 
tary schools  in  1870  was  1,449,000,  the 
totel  in  1880  was  2,759,000,  showing 
HmX  the  numbers  receiving  very  distinct 
laUgiona  instruction  in  voluntai^  schools 
.hadincreased  by  811,000  children.  Of 
theae  there  was  an  increase  in  the 
Ghnich  schools  of  627,000 ;  in  the  Homan 
Cbtholio  schools  of  79,000 ;  in  the  British 
and  Wesleyan  schools  of  127,000 ;  and 
in  the  Board  schools  of  1,085,000,  show- 
ing a  totid  of  1,900,000,  or  a  total  in- 
araase  of  nearly  2,000,000.  This  total 
inaoaflo  of  nearly  2,000,000  of  children 
in  the  sohools  of  the  country,  and  a  very 
laige  proportion  in  voluntary  schools  of 
the  ooontiy,  are,  except  a  sniall  number, 
laoemn^  religious  teaching.  Then  in 
Beotland  die  school  boards  adhere  to 
the  old  system.  After  that  statement, 
who  can  say  that  there  is  no  religious 
tsaohing  nven  to  the  children  ?  On  the 
aontnuT,  X  think  that  there  never  was 
so  mmia  religious  teaching  given  to  the 
duUran  of  the  country  as  at  this  mo- 
aunt^  and  that  it  was  never  so  well 
JMiglii  gmd  so  well  understood  as  since 
tibe  Aet  of  1870  was  i>assed.  As  to  the 
.nflfal  imaolti  at  the  Act,  we  have  abun- 


dant evidence  of  them.    I  have  heard 
from  the  Chief   Inspector  of   London 
Police  the  wonderful  change  that  he  be- 
lieves to  be  brought  about  by  the  vast 
number  of  wretched  children  taken  from 
the  streets.    In  the  town  of  Birmingham 
Major  Bond  says  that  the  effect  has  been 
to  get  rid  of  the  young  ruffians  who  used 
to  stand  at  the  street  comers,  and  whose 
coarse  language    and    coarse   manners 
caused  a  scandal  in  all  our  large  towns. 
There  was  a  great  diminution  in  that 
respect  and  in  juvenile  crime,  and  the 
same  thing  was  reported  from  all  parts 
of  the  country.     We  have  been  going 
on  during  the  last  1 0  years  making  pro- 
gress towards  civilizing  and  humanizing 
those  who  have  been  neglected  in  the 
past.     I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
as  to  the  devotion  of  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands of  noble  men   and   women  who 
have  taken  part  in  the  cause  of  educa- 
tion.   It  is  extraordinary,  and  the  noble 
Lord   opposite   (Viscount  Sandon)  will 
bear  me  out,  that  in  towns  like  Liver- 
pool, Manchester,  Birmingham,  and  else- 
where, when  they  take  up  this  work  they 
become  absorbed  in  it,  and  they  devote 
their  lives  and  their  energies  and  a  great 
deal  of  their  money  to  it.     The  volun- 
tary effort  brought  into  the  school  board 
svstem  has  astonished   me.     In  Man- 
chester,   Liverx)ool,    Birmingham,   and 
elsewhere,  we  lind  men  and  women  who 
are   doing    honour  to  themselves    and 
sacrificing  their  time  and  means  to  the 
educational  interests  of  the  rising  gene- 
ration.    Having  concluded  what  I  have 
to  say  in  that  respect,  I  proceed  now  to 
that  part  of  the  Statement  which  refers 
more  immediately  to  the  Papers  which  I 
have  laid  on  the  Table.   The  House  will 
be  aware  that  a  year  ago,  when  I  made 
myAnnual  Statement,  we  were  somewhat 
under  the  censure  of  the  Upper  House. 
The  subject  had  scarcely  been  a  month 
before  the  country  before  Resolutions 
were  made  in  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature  denouncing  the  Code  as  am- 
bitious and  entirely  uncalled  for.     My 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  IVesident  of  the 
Council   (Earl   Spencer)    promised    the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  I  pro- 
mised this  in  my  Statement,  that  during 
the  coming  year  we  would  make  full 
inquiry  into  the  operations  of  the  Code  ; 
and  if  we  found  that  it  was  not  for  the 
advantage  of  education,  and  not  calcu- 
lated to  bring  out  the  best  possible  results 
for  the  expenditure  and  the  devotion 
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given  to  it,  that  we  would  come  down  to 
the  House  and  frankly  state  what  was 
the  result  of  our  inquiry,  and  I  have 
now  here  fulfilled  that  pledge.  I  may 
say  that  we  have  had  complaints  as  to 
the  Code  from,  I  think,  everybody  who 
takes  an  interest  in  education.  The 
teachers  complain  that  it  gives  too  little 
freedom  to  teaching,  that  it  gives  unne- 
cessary clerical  labour,  and  that  it  does 
not  distinguish  between  good  and  bad 
teaching  and  good  and  bad  schools, 
that  schools  that  display  no  skill  get  as 
much  as  those  where  the  work  is  tho- 
roughly well  done.  From  that  time  to 
this  we  have  been  receiving  suggestions 
from  all  quarters,  and  obtaining  evi- 
dence to  enable  us  to  arrive  at  a  wise 
solution.  I  cannot  enter  upon  this  sub- 
ject without  speaking  of  the  great  assist- 
ance we  have  received,  and  the  ability 
and  zeal  shown  by  the  officials  in  the 
permanent  branch  of  my  Department. 
Fersonally,  I  cannot  but  express  my 
obligation  for  what  they  have  done  in 
this  matter,  and  the  way  in  which  they 
have  set  themselves  to  accomplish  this 
reform.  I  should  have  been  unable  to 
make  such  a  statement,  or  to  have  laid 
it  on  the  Table  in  the  shape  I  now  place 
it,  had  it  not  been  for  the  intelligence 
and  ability  of  the  permanent  staff  with 
which  I  have  been  associated.  It  is  due 
to  them  that  I  should  acknowledge  the 
assistance  they  have  rendered  in  getting 
out  the  scheme  which  I  have  laid  on  the 
Table.  In  the  first  place,  we  had  Memo- 
rials from  school  boards  and  from  per- 
sons connected  with  education  who  made 
suggestions  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Code.  We  found  ourselves  able  to  agree 
upon  certain  principles,  and  then  papers 
were  prepared  by  20  or  30  of  our  prin- 
cipal Inspeotors,  and  we  elicited  from 
them  the  freest  possible  criticism,  and 
asked  them  to  give  suggestions  as  to  the 
best  system  which  their  long  experience 
enabled  them  to  give.  Havmg  received 
those  Reports,  we  were  enabled  to  make 
a  draft  Report,  and  we  agreed  further 
that  the  matter  should  be  thoroughly 
sifted  and  the  detail  worked  out  by  a 
Committee.  The  House  would  like  to 
know  the  process  by  which  we  arrived 
at  that.  Sir  Francis  Sandford,  Mr. 
Sykes,  and  Mr.  Cumin  represented  the 
three  chiefs  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment;  Mr.  Warburton,  Mr.  Sharpe,  and 
Mr.  Fitch,  the  three  Inspectors  repre- 
senting the  great  Training  Colleges— 


Mr.  Warburton  for  his  experience  in 
smaller  schools,  and  Mr.  Sharpe  for 
the  larger  schools.  I  presided  over  this 
Committee  myself,  and  Mr.  Hodgson 
acted  as  Secretary,  and  we  had  many  a 
long  and  laborious  day's  work  in  ar- 
riving at  the  scheme  which  we  have  now 
submitted  to  the  House.  When  we  had 
accomplished  that,  we  felt  that  we  must 
put  our  work  through  a  finer  sieve  and 
must  call  in  additional  critics,  and  we 
added  to  the  Committee  Mr.  Matthew 
Arnold,  Mr.  Moncrieff,  Mr.  Oakeley,  and 
Mr.  Blakiston,  and  Lord  Spencer  him* 
self  presided  over  that  Committee,  and 
the  result  is  that  which  I  have  laid  on 
the  Table.  I  must  say,  in  laying  it  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  that  I  do  so  with 
great  hope  and  great  confidence.  But 
we  do  not  ask,  and  we  shall  not  ask  the 
House  to  assent  to  it  as  it  stands.  We 
simply  submit  it  as  the  proposals  to  form 
the  basis  of  the  future  Education  Code  of 
the  country.  We  ask  that  it  shall  receive, 
not  only  the  fullest  criticism,  but  we  hope 
that  it  will  receive  fair  consideration.  It 
is  not  to  be  made  a  Party  question.  Bat 
we  must  all  assist  in  the  good  work.  It 
is  not  a  Party  question  with  us.  We 
will  take  good  care  that  we  deal  with  aU 
schools  on  an  equality,  treating  them  aU 
alike,  whether  voluntary  or  boara  schools, 
and  they  will  come  under  the  same  r^^- 
lations  and  receive  the  same  grant  if  th^ 
have  the  same  capacity.  What  we  wish 
to  arrive  at  is  sound  educational  prin- 
ciples, and  if  we  arrive  at  sound  edu- 
cational principles  we  can  deal  with  the 
money  payment  afterwards.  We  do  not 
want  to  go  into  the  question  of  whether 
we  pay  Zd,  too  much  for  this  or  U.  too 
much  for  the  other ;  but  what  we  want 
to  know  is  what  will  present  the  best 
results  and  the  most  thoroughly  sound 
education.  I  can  only  say  that  I  trust 
that  during  the  Recess  I  shdl  receive 
suggestions  from  all  parts  of  the  House, 
and  I  can  promise,  on  behalf  of  the  De- 
partment, that  they  shall  receive  our 
candid  and  careful  attention.  Now  I 
shall  submit  a  few  heads  of  the  scheme. 
Under  the  first  head  we  deal  with  the 
attendance.  It  is  proposed  to  adopt  Uie 
average  attendance  in  each  school  as  the 
basis  of  the  grants  which  have  hitherto 
been  made  on  account  of  individual 
scholars,  whether  infants  under  seven 
years  of  age  presented  to  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  for  collective  examination,  or 
children  above  seven  presented  for  es^ 
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minatioii  in  reading,  writing,  and  arith- 
metic.   The  next  is  that — 

"  Two  hundred  and  fifty  attendances  will  be 
no  longer  requred  as  a  condition  of  examination ; 
bat  all  scholars  who  have  been  on  the  register 
for  six  months  will,  unless  there  is  a  reasonable 
excnae  for  their  absence,  have  to  bo  presented  to 
the  Inspector." 

Now,  with  reference  to  that,  I  have  to 
Bay  that  this  is  the  fairest  measure  of 
the  work  of  the  school.  The  grant  now 
depends  too  much  upon  chance  circum- 
BtfuiceB  and  accident  over  which  teachers 
and  managers  have  no  controh  For 
infltance,  a  wet  day  for  inspection,  or  a 
snowy  day,  or  the  absence  of  some  of 
the  principal  children,  immediately  af- 
fects the  grant,  and  the  school  suffers 
for  one  year  in  consequence  of  these  cir- 
cumstances. Another  reason  is  that  it 
will  keep  the  work  of  the  school  equal. 
The  failure  in  any  part  will  affect  the 
whole  school ;  and  it  will  tend  to  make 
the  teachers  take  an  interest  in  the  good 
and  bad  scholars  alike,  and  will  lead 
them  to  take  as  much  interest  in  the 
proficient  and  non-proficient,  and  in  the 
quick  and  the  dull  scholars.  The  change 
is  in  the  interest  of  the  children  gene- 
rally. There  are  constantly  cases  coming 
before  me  of  loss  to  teachers  from  the 
causes  I  have  indicated.  There  was  an 
erent  which  came  before  me  the  other 
day  of  a  loss  arising  from  the  removal  of 
a  battery  of  artillery.  These  are  hard 
ships  which  are  constantly  arising ;  but 
there  is  something  more  serious.  We 
ahall  remoTC  the  temptation  to  tremen- 
dous fraud.  It  was  the  most  painful 
part  of  my  duty  to  have  to  sit  in  judg- 
ment on  teachers  who  had  been  tempted 
to  make  one  or  two  strokes  of  the  pen 
which  had  brought  them  imder  the 
charge  of  fraud,  and  the  inevitable  con 
sequences  followinfi^,  that  their  certifi- 
cates are  Buspended  and  their  characters 
blasted,  and  their  careers  blighted  or 
ruined.  I  had  a  case  on  Satuinday  last 
where  it  only  required  one  single  stroke 
of  the  pen  to  complete  the  number  of 
attendances  of  one  bov.  He  attended 
249  times,  and  the  scnoolmaster  made 
that  one  stroke.  What  was  the  differ- 
ence in  that  school  ?  That  single  stroke 
made  £16  difference  to  that  school,  be- 
cause it  just  brought  that  boy  into  the 
list  of  boys  to  be  presented.  It  brought 
them  wimin  the  20  per  cent,  and  it  made 
just  £  1 6  difference.  We  have  had  cases 
where  two  strokes  have  made  £10  and 
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£20,  and  even  £30  and  £40  difference  to 
the  school;  and  when  the  master  has 
done  all  he  can,  and  the  boys  fail  him  at 
the  last  moment,  I  must  say  that  the 
temptation  is  very  strong  to  bring  up  the 
attendance  of  the  school,  and  I  think  that 
that  temptation  ought  to  be  removed. 
Abolishing  those  250  attendances  will 
remove  the  strain  on  the  teacher's  mind  ; 
and  it  will  be  the  fairest  way  to  obtain 
payment  by  results,  and  I  am  quite  satis- 
fied that  it  will  give  great  elasticity  of 
teaching  and  improve  the  whole  system. 
Now  we  say,  imder  the  3rd  clause,  that 
grants  will  be  so  assessed  that  the  pre- 
sent average  rate  of  aid  will,  as  far  as 
possible,  be  maintained.  The  fair  school 
will  receive  nearly  the  same  grant,  the 
bad  school  will  receive  a  little  less,  and 
the  good  school  a  little  more ;  and  thus 
we  discriminate  between  the  various 
schools.  Then  there  will  be  grants  com- 
mon to  all  Bchools.  As  to  music,  we 
propose  that  the  full  g^rant  will  be  paid 
if  the  singing  is  satisfactorily  taught 
from  notes,  or  according  to  the  Tonic 
Sol-fa  system.  Only  one-half  will  be 
paid  if  the  singing  is  taught  by  ear. 
Then  there  is  a  sewing  schedule,  which 
we  felt  we  might  make  a  little  lighter  for 
the  younger  scholars.  We  felt  that  it 
was  too  much  for  the  younger  scholars, 
and  the  fancy  sewing  was  not  exactly 
what  we  wanted.  Clause  6  is  also  com- 
mon to  all  schools ;  and  this  is  called  the 
Special  Merit  Clause.  This  is  a  clause 
which  will  do  more,  perhaps,  to  lift  the 
tide  of  education  than  any  other  in  the 
scheme. 

'*  The  Inspector  shall  have  regard  to  (i»)  the 
organization  and  discipline ;  (b)  the  employment 
of  intelligent  methods  of  instruction ;  and  (c) 
the  genexal  quality  of  the  work  in  each  school, 
especially  in  the  standard  examination ;  and 
shall  have  power  to  recommend  an  additional 
grant  on  the  average  attendance,  varying  in 
amount  according  as  the  school  is,  in  these  re- 
spects, fair,  good,  or  excellent." 

There  wiU  be  a  special  merit  grant  on 
these  three  heads.  Now,  I  think  the 
House  will  say — **  You  are  placing  great 
powers  in  the  hands  of  the  Inspectors.'' 
Well,  I  will  show  how  that  is  proposed 
to  be  done  when  we  complete  the  organi- 
zation for  inspection ;  and  by  it  we  hope 
to  insure  greater  economy,  and  ei^eater 
efficiency,  and  much  greater  uniformily 
than  hitherto.  I  now  come  to  infant 
schools;  these  also  have  an  average  at- 
tendance, and  where  the  infants  in  a 
school  amount  to  40  a  separate  adult 
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teacher  will  be  required  for  their  in- 
struction. For  more  than  60  infants  a 
certificated  teacher  will  be  required. 
We  cannot  have  infants  committed  to 
the  charge  of  monitors  or  young  pupil 
teachers.  We  must  insist  upon  better 
infant  school  teaching — the  foundation 
of  all  teaching — and  we  propose  also 
that  part  of  the  grants  will  be  made  to 
depend  upon  the  infants  being  taught 
by  special  methods,  something  akin  to 
the  Kindergarten,  giving  appropriate 
and  varied  occupations ;  suitable  instruc- 
tion in  the  rudiments  of  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic ;  and  a  systematic  course 
of  simple  lessons  on  objects — and  we 
want  that  carried  right  through  the 
school — and  on  the  phenomena  of  nature 
and  of  common  life.  Then  infants  be- 
tween six  and  seven  may,  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Inspector,  be  examined  indi- 
vidually according  to  Standard  I.  of  the 
Code  of  1 870 ;  and  if  any  scholars  in  an 
infant  school  are  taught  in  Standard  I., 
they  will  be  examined  and  paid  for  as 
in  schools  for  older  children.  Then  we 
come  to  boys'  and  girls'  schools.  Pay- 
ments on  the  passes  of  individual  scho- 
lars will  be  abolished,  and  250  attend- 
ances will  b6  no  longer  required  as  a 
condition  of  examination.  Then  we 
stipulate  that — 

**  AU  scholars  on  tho  registor  shall  be  present 
at  the  inspection,  unless  there  is  a  reasonable 
excuse  for  absence ;  and  all  such  children  who 
have  been  six  months  and  upwards  on  the  regis- 
ters are  to  bo  presented  for  examination." 

Then,  as  to  the  mode  of  assessing  the 
grant — 

"  The  grant  will  be  calculated  on  the  results 
of  the  examination  of  these  scholars.  It  will  bo 
basc'd  upon  tlie  proportion  of  passes  actually 
made  to  those  that  might  have  been  made  by 
the  scholars  examined." 

I  cannot  claim  credit  for  this  invention ; 
it  is  one  of  the  simplest,  and  it  saves  an 
immense  amount  of  labour.  Let  me  ex- 
plain it.  It  states  the  proportion  of 
E asses  actually  made  to  those  that  might 
ave  been  made.  Now,  supposing  you 
had  100  children ;  the  maximum  they 
might  make  would  be  300  passes.  Sup- 
posing they  make  270  passes,  that  is  90 
per  cent ;  and  supposing  they  make  240 
passes,  that  is  80  per  cent,  they  will  be 
paid  for  thus— 10«.  when  they  make  100 
passes  per  cent ;  then  9«.  and  8«.  when 
they  made  90  and  80  passes  per  cent. 
But  the  House  will  see  that  there  will 
be  no  longer  that  temptation  to  poah 
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forward  children  who  can  make  a  certain 
percentage ;  it  will  be  based  upon  the 
work  of  the  school,  and  upon  the  special 
merits  of  the  school;  and  I  believe  in 
that  respect  we  may  expect  a  vast  im- 
provement, and  get  better  results  out  of 
the  teaching.  In  Standards  I.  and  IX. 
we  propose,  unless  either  of  them  is  a 
Standard  for  half-time  labour,  that  in- 
stead of  examining  every  child — and 
there  are  3,000,000  or  4,000,000  children 
scheduled  in  the  Education  Department 
— instead  of  examining  them  mdividu- 
ally,  the  Inspectors  will  examine  such  a 
number  of  scholars  as  will  enable  them 
to  estimate  the  qualitr  of  the  instruction 
in  each  of  the  three  elementary  subjects. 
The  Inspector  may  take  10,  20,  or  80 
children,  just  as  hepleases.  When yoa 
get  to  Standard  III.,  where  the  pasaes 
are  important,  and  where  the  parents 
like  to  know  how  their  childx^n  are 
getting  on,  then,  for  the  present  at  least, 
all  scholars  presented  in  Standard  III. 
and  upwards  will  be  examined.  More 
than  1,250,000  of  the  children  are  ez». 
mined  in  Standards  I.  and  11.,  and  the 
examination  of  those  little  children  under 
seven  years  of  age  in  the  very  simplest 
elements  imposes  upon  the  Inspectors  an 
amount  of  labour  perfectly  imnecessary, 
and  this  amount  of  drudgery  we  propose 
to  relieve  the  Inspectors  of.  WeU,  then, 
we  propose  to  add  a  Seventh  Standard. 
We  had  six  Standards;  but  what  was 
the  result?  In  many  a  rural  school, 
when  a  boy  has  passed  the  Sixth  Stan- 
dard and  wants  to  stay  a  little  longer, 
the  teachers  are  anxious  to  get  rid  of 
him.  I  have  complaints  saying — ''  Mr 
boy  has  passed  the  Sixth  Standard,  and 
I  want  to  keep  him  at  school,  and  they 
say  that  they  cannot  keep  him  unlees 
they  double  his  fee,  because  he  does  not 
earn  a  grant."  We  believe  now  that 
we  must  have  seven  Standards.  We 
say  that  if  any  scholar,  over  10  years  of 
age,  is,  after  the  1st  April,  1883,  pre- 
sented in  the  First  or  Second  Standard, 
the  passes  made  by  such  scholar  will  not 
be  reckoned  in  calculating  the  percentage 
of  passes  for  the  purpose  of  a  grant. 
Then  I  come  to  a  very  difficult  question 
— the  question  of  class  subjects.  I  have 
satisfied  myself  that  specific  subjects  in 
the  Fourth  Standard  lead  almost  entirely 
to  cram.    They  are  simply  used  for  tiie 

Eurpose  of  getting  a  grant,  and  we  have 
ttle  physiologists  and  little  geologists 
of  nine  or  ten  years  of  age  who  get  up 
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dome  teclinical  words  wMcli  they  do  not 
nnderstand,  and  that  has  done  very  much 
to  the  neglect  of  thoroughness  in  other 
sabjects.  Now,  there  are  some  things 
that  children  should  know,  some  common 
&cts  thott  children  ought  to  be  made 
acquainted  with.  I  want  the  House  to 
bear  in  mind  we  have  to  work  and  take 
the  condition  of  the  labour  market  into 
consideration,  and  the  state  of  the  Acts, 
and  Ihe  fact  that  the  majority  of  our 
passes  are  in  the  Fourth  Standard,  and 
the  children  who  pass  the  Fourth  Stan- 
dard we  want  to  learn  something  more. 
There  are  some  things  that  they  ought 
to  learn,  and  they  ought  to  have  some 
standard  work,  and  acquire  a  knowledge 
of  certain  specific  subjects  in  addition.  I 
think  it  is  better  to  remove  the  specific 
sabjects  to  the  Fifth  Standard.  The 
school  will  be  regarded  as  made  up^  of 
two  divisions  —  in  the  lower  division, 
Standards  I.  to  lY. ;  and  in  the  upper. 
Standard  Y.  and  upwards.  Two  class 
sabjects  may  be  taken  in  each  division. 
English  wiUl  be  taken  as  a  class 
subject — that  is  to  say,  grammar  and 
recitation.  A  boy  ought  to  know  some- 
thing of  his  own  language,  and  some- 
thing of  the  poetry  and  literature  of  his 
own  language,  and  we  insist  that  it 
shall  not  be  the  commonplace  stuff  that 
is  to  be  found  in  the  school  books ;  but 
we  propose  that  they  shall  learn  good 
Endish,  and  get  them  to  learn  100  lines 
of  Milton  or  100  lines  of  Shakespeare; 
and  instead  of  taking  a  fourth  or  fifth- 
rate  obscure  poet,  we  intend  them  to 
read  Milton  and  Shakespeare  in  the 
Fifth,  Sixth,  and  Seventh  Standards. 
We  say  that  geography,  including  phy- 
ncal  geography — in  fact,  the  two  sub- 
jects must  be  taught  together.  Mr. 
Fearon,  who  represents  the  physical 
geography,  has  a  proposition.  He  pro- 
poses Uiat  in  the  First  Standard  they 
shall  know  the  meaning  and  use  of  the 
map.  A  plan  of  the  school  and  the 
playground  will  be  given,  and  he  de- 
sires that  they  shall  know  the  four 
cardinal  points.  Then  they  shall  go  on 
to  the  size  and  shape  of  the  world; 
geographical  terms  will  be  explained 
and  illustrated  bv  reference  to  the  map 
of  England ;  and  physical  geography, 
with  reference  to  rivers,  and  so  on. 
What  thev  do  learn  they  shall  learn 
not  merely  from  books.  My  risht 
hoD.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
fot  the  TTniversity  of  Dublin  said  that 
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he  never  meant  that  they  should  be 
taught  merely  from  reading  books,  but 
that  they  should  have  illustrations.  We 
propose  that  they  shall  have  illus- 
trations. Then  we  pass  on  to  what 
we  call  elementary  science.  English — 
grammar  and  recitation;  geography — 
including  physical  geography — and  ele- 
mentary science  will  alone  oe  recognized 
as  class  subjects  in  the  lower  division, 
and  if  only  one  class  subject  is  taken  in 
the  lower  division,  it  shall  be  English ; 
if  two  are  taken,  the  second  shall  be 
geography  or  elementary  science.  The 
upper  division  may  take  as  class  sub- 
jects any  of  the  three  subjects  to  which 
the  lower  division  is  restricted,  or  his- 
tory, or  a  specific  subject,  treated  and 
examined  in  as  a  class  subject.  The 
grant  for  class  subjects  will  be  made,  as 
now,  on  the  average  attendance,  and  an 
increased  grant  wul  be  paid  if  20  per 
cent  of  the  scholars  examined  are  pre- 
sented in  Standard  lY.  and  upwards. 
We  propose  that  one  of  the  reading 
books  in  each  Standard  must  be  an  his- 
torical reading  book,  adapted  to  the 
ages  of  the  scholars  in  the  Standard. 
Now,  I  do  not  know  why  children  who 
read  something  should  not  have  histori- 
cal reading  books,  so  that  a  child  may 
know  something  of  the  history  of  his 
own  country.  Then  there  are  specific 
subjects.  We  say  that  no  scholars  shall 
be  examined  in  specific  subjects  if  the 
percentage  of  actual  to  possible  passes 
m  the  elementary  subjects  of  the  pre- 
vious inspection  was  less  than  75 — that 
is,  unless  75  per  cent  of  them  pass  in 
Standards ;  we  say  that  they  shall  not 
take  up  specific  subjects  until  they  have 
done  this.  I  now  pass  on  to  the  night 
schools.  They  are  thoroughly  on  the 
decrease.  Their  decline  is  something 
like  from  70,000  or  80,000  to  40,000  in 
this  year.  The  teaching  of  merely  the 
three  B'd  in  the  night  school  has  ceased 
to  be  attractive.  Children  are  taught 
them  in  the  day  school,  and  then  the 
condition  of  boys  who  have  been  pre- 
sented in  a  higher  Standard  in  the  day 
school  has  gone  a  long  way  to  ruin  the 
night  schools,  and  I  think  our  night 
schools  may  be  said  to  be  in  a  most 
miserably  declining  condition.  Now,  we- 

Propose  to  do  this.  We  are  anxious 
!iat  a  boy  whose  short  school  life  in  th» 
Fourth  Standard  ended  at  10  or  11  years 
of  age  may  have  some  chance  of  carry- 
ing on  his  education  during  the  evening. 
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We  do  not  propose  to  make  his  attend- 
ance compulsory ;  a  boy  who  has  worked 
eight  or  ten  hours  cannot  be  compelled, 
he  must  be  attracted.  We  have  laid 
down  three  simple  clauses  for  the  night 
schools. 

"  Grants  will  bo  no  longer  confined  to  read- 
ing, writing,  and  arithmetic,  but  will  be  made 
also  for  proticiency  in  class  subjects." 

As  something  more  than  reading  and 
writing  will  be  taught  hereafter  in 
the  night  schools,  grants  will  be  paid 
in  respect  of  those  children  only  who, 
having  passed  the  Standard  fixed  by 
the  bye-laws  of  their  district  for  total 
exemption,  are  under  no  obligation  to 
attend  school,  and  are  not  day  scholars. 
That  is  to  say,  a  boy  who  has  passed  his 
full  time  Standard,  and  leaves  the  day 
school  before  he  can  receive  the  grant, 
may  attend  a  night  school.  There  is 
another  clause  wmch  I  hope  the  House 
will  agree  to— it  is  that  a  teacher  in  a 
night  school  need  not  be  a  layman.  I 
know  that  the  Nonconformist  ministers 
may  help  the  teachers  of  the  night 
schools,  whose  burden  is  heavy  enough. 
Often  in  the  rural  districts  the  only  in- 
telligent person  who  can  assist  the  school- 
master might  be  the  Nonconformist 
minister,  and  I  ask  that  he  shall  be 
allowed  to  assist  the  schoolmaster.  At 
present  we  allow  none  but  laymen  to 
teach  in  the  day  schools ;  and  1  see  no 
reason  why  a  Christian  brother,  or  a 
local  preacher,  should  not  assist  at  a 
night  school.  I  see  no  reason  why  a 
clergyman  who  wishes  to  be  useful  can- 
not be  allowed  to  assist  in  a  night  school. 
But  if  there  is  any  blame  or  any  merit 
duo  to  that  suggestion  it  is  due  to  me. 
I  am  x)roparod  to  take  the  full  share  of 
discredit,  if  any,  for  that  suggestion. 
I  know  from  my  experience  in  my  earlier 
youth  that  all  the  knowledge  of  natural 
history  I  obtained  was  at  a  night  school 
taught  by  a  clergyman,  who,  at  the 
same  time,  taught  a  friend  of  mine,  now 
one  of  the  greatest  naturalists  living, 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Royal  Geographi- 
cal Society,  Dr.  Bates.  At  the  last  meet- 
ing of  the  British  Association  at  Sheffield 
there  were  several  clergymen  who  desired 
to  teach  botany  to  children ;  and  those  men 
found  that  they  were  excluded  from  the 
schools,  and  they  had  to  take  the  children 
to  their  own  houses  to  give  them  lessons. 
I  think  that  the  House  will  not  misin- 
terpret my  desire  to  utilise  all  those 
forces.    Special  grants  to  pupil  teachers 
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will  be  continued.  Not  more  than  three 
pupil  teachers  wiU  be  allowed  in  any 
school  or  department,  whatever  number 
of  certificated  teachers  may  be  employed. 
The  number  of  pupil  teachers  to  oe  em- 
ployed as  teachers  are  now  in  excess 
considerably,  and  there  will  be  some 
76,000  school  teachers  without  hope  of 
employment  when  they  have  fimshed 
their  apprenticeship.  We  also  abolish 
the  stipendiary  monitors.  They  have 
not  been  a  success.  Candidates  for  ap- 
prenticeship as  pupil  teachers  will  be 
required  to  pass  Standards  Y.  and  YI. 
Then,  as  to  the  staff  in  the  school,  an 
assistant  teacher  will  count  as  sufficient 
for  60  scholars  instead  of  80,  as  hereto- 
fore; and  no  teacher  examined  at  or 
after  Christmas,  1882,  will  be  allowed 
to  have  pupil  teachers  who  has  not 
passed  in  papers  of  the  second  year. 
We  wish  to  raise  the  status  and  qualifi- 
cation of  the  teacher.  We  are  closing  a 
side-door  by  which  incompetent  persona 
enter  the  profession,  and  I  shall  tell  you 
how  we  intend  to  open  another  door. 
By  Clause  38  we  make  a  fair  and  right 
concession  to  the  schoolmaster.  TbB 
annual  entries  made  by  Inspectors  on 
teachers'  certificates  will  be  diaoon- 
tinued  after  they  have  been  raised  to 
the  first  class.     We  often  have  oom- 

Slaints  that  a  young  Inspector  will  en- 
orse  the  certificate  of  an  old  teacher  in 
a  way  very  disheartening  to  the  teacher 
in  his  work.  If  a  man  has  once  attained 
his  first  class,  he  can  always  get  from 
the  Department  a  record  of  his  services, 
and  he  will  be  entitled  to  claim  from  the 
managers  of  his  school  a  certified  oopv 
of  the  Inspector's  yearly  Beport  when  it 
is  entered  in  the  log  book.  We  propose 
to  open  another  avenue  to  the  teaching 
profession.  In  my  experience  in  the 
Education  Department  I  have  applica- 
tions by  the  dozen — almost  by  the  hun- 
dred— from  University  men  who  want 
some  occupation.  We  are  multiplying 
very  largely  the  number  of  men  who 
attend  the  University.  All  our  grammar 
schools  have  scholarships.  That  bridges 
the  gulf  between  elementary  schools  and 
the  Universities.  In  the  town  of  Bir- 
mingham the  system  is  so  complete  that 
you  have  a  perfect  network  of  eWientaiy 
schools.  Then  you  have  tiiie  higher 
schools  for  those  who  have  to  pass  out 
in  the  14th  or  15th  year;  and,  fdrtheri 
you  have  your  middle-class  soholarshipe 
fbunded  by  King  Edward's  foundation. 
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The  same  thing  takes  place  in  Man- 
chester, LiTerpooI,  and  Nottingham,  and 
if  we  can  only  get  the  endowments  of 
the  country  appucable  to  their  proper 
ohjects,  if  we  can  only  get  the  endow- 
ments dealt  with  with  any  degree   of 
rapidity,  we  shall  have  a  complete  system 
of  middle-class  education  which  will  meet 
the  wants  of,  and  gives  a  stimulus  to, 
the  elementary  schools.    This  brings, 
moreoyer,  more  men  to  the  Universities. 
A  man  going  to  the  University  in  Scot- 
land carried  his  University  teaching  into 
business;  but  in  England  a  man  who 
had  been  at  the  University  thought  he 
must  be  a  professional  man,  or  a  servant 
of  the  G-overnment,  or  have  some  em- 
ployment that  is  not  in  the  ordinary 
line  of  common  employment.    We  pro- 
pose to  open  the  doors  to  those  who 
oome  from  the  University,  and  to  make 
them  teachers.     We  say  that  graduates 
of  any  University  in  the  United  Eang- 
dom,  and  women  who  have  passed  cer- 
tain of  the  higher  examinations  held  by 
the  Universities,  may  be  recognized  as 
assistant  teachers,  and  will  be  admissible 
to  examination  for  certificates  after  serv- 
ing as  assistants  for  one  year  in  a  school 
under  inspection  if  the  Inspector  reports 
fi&?ourably  of  their  skill  in  teaching  and 
reading,  and,  in  the  case  of  women,  of 
needlework.     We  require  them  to  come 
to  work  for  a  year,  and  offer  them  a  fair 
field,  and  it  will  be  a  field  through  which 
they  will  pass  to  the  schools.     It  will 
bring  up  the  whole  profession,  and  raise 
the  tone  of  the  teachers  of  the  elemen- 
taiy  schools  by  the  qualifications  which 
these  teachers  will  possess.    I  am  now 
about  to  conclude.    Certificates  will  be 
no  longer  gpranted  without  examination  ; 
and  no  certificate  will  be  cancelled,  sus- 
pended, or  reduced  until  the  Department 
nas  informed  the  teacher  of  the  charges 
against  him,  and  has  given  him  an  oppor- 
tunity of  explanation.    Now,  I  have  two 
questions  about  which  my  noble  Friend 
flie  Uember  for  Liverpool    (Viscount 
Sandon)  has  some  difficulty,  and  as  to 
wldch  I  know  that  whatever  merit  there 
ism  them  is  due  to  my  noble  Friend; 
but  I  believe  they  were  made  to  meet  a 
Btate  of  things  that  is  now  passing  away. 
The  payment  of  honour  certificates  will 
bedifloontinued.  The  noble  Lord  thought 
the  honour  system  stimulated  the  attend- 
ance of  children,  and  that  it  was  one  of 
the  means  of  indirect  compulsion.     He 
ttpected  that  it  would  be  liurgely  availed 


of,  and  it  was  thought  there  would  be  a 
payment  of  £50,000  a-year;  instead  of 
which,  owing  to  the  objection  that  it 
was  always  to  be  a  rewaid  in  the  future, 
and  that  it  was  prospective  and  not  re- 
trospective, the  honour  certificate  has 
caused  a  great  deal  of  heartburning  and 
a  great  deal  of  difficulty,  and  I  know  of 
nothing  that  has  caused  so  much  trouble 
to  the  Department.  A  person  feels  that 
the  child  at  the  end  of  the  year,  if  he 
does  not  receive  his  payment  back,  is  in 
some  little  difficulty,  and  that  it  is  a 
wrong  done  to  the  children.  Now,  there 
is  no  need  of  this  stimulus  any  longer, 
and  I  think  it  can  be  better  employed 
in  bringing  them  into  the  night  school 
than  in  spending  £50,000  a-year,  which 
goes  mainly  to  the  children  of  the  lower 
middle-class.  Then  there  is  another 
question.  The  production  of  a  Child's 
School  Book  will  no  longer  be  required 
as  a  condition  of  the  payment  of  annual 
grants.  Now,  the  school  book  was  meant 
to  keep  a  record  of  the  age  and  attain- 
ments of  [the  child,  so  mat  it  might 
be  a  record  for  all  purposes,  whether  as 
a  record  for  labour,  or  on  passing  from 
school  to  school.  I  was  very  sanguine 
myself,  and  I  know  I  spoke  very  strongly 
on  this,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
nearly  all  over  the  ooimtry  it  is  a  com- 
plete failure.  In  a  town  like  Birming- 
ham not  2  per  cent  of  the  school  books 
have  been  used.  Some  of  the  children 
have  three  and  four,  and  as  many  as  1 1 
school  books,  and  I  find  a  statement 
here  where  a  child  has  been  found  with 
three  school  books  with  a  different  age 
in  each  school  book,  that  each  of  the 
ages  was  a  wrong  one,  and  the  Factory 
Inspectors  refused  to  accept  the  school 
book  as  the  real  proof  of  the  child's 
age.  Therefore  The  Child's  School  Book 
must  go,  and  we  no  longer  make  the 

? reduction  of  the  school  book  necessary, 
am  almost  ashamed  to  look  at  the 
clock.  I  have  only  one  more  topic  to 
speak  upon,  and  I  have  no  doubt  1  will 
be  askea  what  are  we  going  to  do  with 
the  system  of  inspection,  for  if  we  are 
going  to  give  special  money  grants  to 
schools,  how  are  you  going  to  deal  with 
individual  Inspectors  who  make  grants 
on  mere  caprice  ?  Well,  now,  our  sys- 
tem of  inspection  is  somewhat  over- 
grown. The  whole  Department  has 
grown  up  so  rapidly,  and  inspection  of 
every  individual  student  has  heen  con- 
sidered BO  important,  that  we  have  a 
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large  number  of  Inspectors — 120  or  130 
— and  an  equal  number  of  Inspectors' 
assistants,  and  if  we  continue  to  examine 
them  we  'must  increase  this  staff  every 
year.  We  have  complaints  from  various 
parts  of  the  country  as  to  the  laxity  in 
some  cases  and  the  want  of  indulgence 
in  others,  and  these  complaints  cause  a 
great  deal  of  trouble  and  anxiety.  What 
we  propose  to  do  is  to  divide  England 
and  Wales  into  districts.  We  shall  take 
from  amongst  our  very  best  and  most 
trusted  Inspectors  a  certain  number  of 
men  to  belnspectorsof  those  districts,  and 
we  shall  place  them  at  the  head  of  those 
districts.  Under  those  Inspectors  there 
will  be  otherlnspectors  who  will  be  subor- 
dinate in  the  district,  and  with  that  In- 
spector they  will  have  to  communicate, 
and  he  will  be  held  responsible  for  their 
work.  We  propose  by  that  to  diminish  the 
higher  grade  of  Inspectors,  and  to  call 
into  existence  another  class  of  Inspec- 
tors. We  have  no  freedom.  Some  of  our 
ablest  and  best  Inspectors'  assistants, 
who  have  taken  University  degrees, 
men  of  high  character  and  ability,  who 
have  spent  a  dozen  years  in  the  service 
of  the  Department,  cannot  earn  any 
considerable  addition  to  their  salary, 
and,  after  doing  good  service,  perhaps 
only  receive  £175  per  annum.  We  pro- 
pose to  get  an  Inspector  between  the 
Inspector  and  the  Inspector's  'assistant, 
and  we  propose  to  have  sub-Inspectors 
recruited  from  the  ranks  of  the  Inspec- 
tors' assistants  and  from  the  ranks  of 
the  schoolmasters.  The  salaries  of  those 
sub-Inspectors  would  have  to  be  fixed 
by  the  Treasury ;  but  they  would  only 
be  called  into  existence  as  sort  of  super- 
numeraries, when  others  retire  or  drop 
off;  but  we  propose  that  the  Chief  Inspec- 
tors of  the  Department — and  there  are  1 2 
or  1 5  of  them — shall  once  a  year  meet  at 
Whitehall,  and  lay  down  a  regular  sys- 
tem of  examination  for  their  respective 
districts.  They  shall  agree  upon  a  plan 
and  upon  their  tests  as  to  good,  fair, 
and  excellent,  and  shall  then  enforce 
that  uniformity  upon  the  Inspectors 
below  them.  We  nope  by  this  means 
to  achieve  much  more  uniformity 
throughout  the  country.  I  do  not  in- 
tend that  any  Inspector  shall  be  em- 
j)loyed  who  has  not  had  ample  prepara- 
tion and  experience  in  the  schools;  but 
we  do  intend  that  there  shall  be  some 
test  exacted  from  Inspectors  as  to  their 
capacity  to  inspect,  ana  as  to  their  ability 

Mr.  MundiUM 


to  descend  to  child-life.  I  must  apolo- 
gize to  the  House ;  and  although  my 
Statement  must  be  rather  dry,  and  haTe 
no  charm  about  it,  yet  I  do  feel  that  the 
Department  with  which  I  am  connected 
is  as  much  associated  with  the  honour 
and  the  greatness  of  England  as  our 
Army  and  Navy. 

ART  AND  INDUSTRIAL  MUSEUMS. 
BESOLUnON. 

Mr.  Jesse  OOLLINQS,  in  moving 
the  following  Eesolution  : — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoiue,  grmU 
in  aid  *of  Art  and  Industrial  Mosemns  diodd 
not  be  confined  to  London,  Edinburgh,  aod 
Dublin," 

said,  he  congratulated  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
on  the  real  and  substantial  progress  in 
education  he  had  shown  in  the  able 
Statement  which  he  had  just  made. 
They  must,  however,  moderate  their 
satisfaction  by  the  fact  that,  after  all. 
with  all  their  machinery,  only  24  per 
cent  of  the  children  examined  had  passed 
in  the  Fourth  Standard  and  upwards. 
He  wished  to  urge  on  the  House  the 
necessity  of  declaring  that  grants  in  aid 
of  Art  and  Industrial  Museums  should 
not  be  confined  to  London,  Edinborgfa, 
and  Dublin.  The  subject  involved  in 
this  Eesolution  was  one  of  great  and 
increasing  importance.  It  was  one  which 
concerned  every  constituency  in  the 
Kingdom.  It  was  occupying  in  a  lai^r 
and  larger  degree  the  minds  of  those 
in  the  Provinces  who  were  interested  in 
the  question  of  industrial  and  other 
art,  and  of  their  bearing  on  the  proe* 
perity  of  their  great  national  indostries, 
and,  therefore,  on  the  prosperity  of  the 
country  generally.  A  Uonference  of  re- 
presentatives of  Municipal  Corporations 
was  held  in  Birmingham  in  1877,  to 
consider  the  claims  of  the  Provinces. 
This  Oonference  met  again  in  Lond(m 
later  in  the  same  year.  About  60  Muni- 
cipal Bodies  were  represented,  and  de- 
putations were  appointed  to  wait  on  the 
Commissioners  of  the  1851  Exhibition, 
the  Trustees  of  the  National  Qallerjand 
of  the  British  Museum.  It  was  under- 
stood  that  the  Commissioners  of  the  1851 
Exhibition  had  nearly  £1,000,000  d 
surplus  at  their  disposal ;  but  the  result 
of  the  interview  was  an  impression  on 
the  deputation  that  nearly  tiie  whole 
amoimt  would  go  to  the  bcoiefit  of  I^n* 
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don,  and  Tory  little  to  the  Frovincee. 
From  the  Trostees  of  the  British  Museum 
and  of  the  National  Gallery  unsatis- 
fiotory  official   replies  were    received. 
The  matter  contained  in  the  Besolution 
was  now  ripe  for  discussion,  and  would 
oome  up  ag^n  and  again  with  renewed 
force    till   it  was   settled.     A   similar 
Besolution  was  moved  in  the  House  in 
1878.     On  that  occasion  the  noble  Lord 
(Viscoant  Sandon),  who  then  occupied 
the  position  of  Vice  President  of  the 
Council,  made  a  speech  in  which  he  fully 
recognized  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tion, spoke  of  the  advantages  that  would 
oome  m>m  Museums  of  Smence  and  Art 
in  the  Provinces,  and  said  that  he  hoped 
during  the  following  Session  to  make 
some  statement  on   the  subject.      He 
trusted  Uiat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
would  g^ve  some    equally  satisfactory 
assurance  that  the  matter  would  receive 
the  attention  of  the  present  Government, 
and  that  some  steps  would  be  taken  next 
Session  in  the  direction  indicated  by  the 
Besdntion.    He  did  not  wish  to  com- 
plain of  the  aid  given  to  the  Provinces 
•s  far  as  art  and  science  teaching  was 
oonoemed.     He  wished  that  the  grant 
for  that  purpose  was  much  larger  than 
it  was ;  but  of  the  amount  granted  the 
Provinces  received  a  considerable  share. 
He  did  not,  however,  regard  this  as  any 
concession  to  the  Provinces,  but  simply 
as  receiving  that  to  which  they  were 
iairly  entitled.     The  question  involved 
in  his  Besolution  was  one  referring  to 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums.    The  Mo- 
tion was  not  made  in  antagonism  to  the 
mnts  made  for  these  purposes  to  Lon- 
don,  Dublin,  and  Edinburgh.     Those 
who  were  acquainted  with  the  unrivalled 
collection  to  be  found  at  South  Kensing- 
ton would  not  begrudge  the  money  spent 
there.    They  would  rather  regret  that 
the  funds  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
managers  of  South  Kensington  had  been 
of  late  years  decreased  rather  than  in- 
creased.   In  making  such  collections  it 
was  now  or  never.     The  field  for  the 
purchase    of    original    specimens    was 
jotting  narrower  and  narrower,  while 
the  collectors  from  all  countries  were 
more  and  more  alert.    What  might  be 
bought  to-day  for  £1  would,  in  a  year 
^  two,  cost  £20,  or,  what  was  more 
^oly,  be  absolutely  unattainable.  What 
^^  wanted  was  to  establish  in  their 
P'ooiinenI  centres  those  appUanoes  which 


were  admitted  to  be  absolutely  necessary 
if  they  were  to  maintain  their  manu- 
facturing supremacy.  To  illustrate  the 
position,  let  him  refer  to  the  town  of 
Birmingham,  which  was  the  centre  of 
the  great  manufacturing  district  in  the 
Midmnds.  He  referr^  to  that  town 
simply  because,  being  for  many  years 
Chairman  of  the  Free  Library  and  Art 
Gallery  Committee,  and  also  intimately 
connected  with  the  manufactures  of  the 
district,  he  was,  in  a  measure,  familiar 
with  its  position  and  needs.  But  that 
which  applied  to  Birmingham  applied 
in  the  same  degree  to  other  towns,  such 
as  Manchester,  Liverpool,  Leeds,  Not- 
tino^ham,  Sheffield,  Bradford,  Leicester, 
and  others.  There  were  writers  and 
lecturers  on  art,  rectors  of  Colleges,  and 
superior  persons  who,  while  disagreeing 
among  themselves  in  many  things, 
seemed  to  unite  in  lecturing,  and  some- 
times in  libelling,  the  English  workman. 
They  were  evidently  imacquainted  with 
the  workshop,  or  with  the  difficulties 
and  disadvantages  under  which  the 
workman  and  manufacturer  lay.  Some 
time  ago  an  important  branch  of  in- 
dustry in  the  Midlands,  giving  employ- 
ment to  many  thousands  of  workmen, 
was  threatened  with  serious  injury  hj 
competition  on  the  part  of  the  Ameri- 
cans. An  American  manufacturer  called 
on  him,  and  he  was  enabled  to  place  be- 
fore him  samples  of  the  English  and 
American  worK  side  by  side,  and  on 
examination  the  American  gentleman 
frankly  admitted  that  he  could  not  com- 
pete. The  English  work  was producedby 
men,  some  of  them  scarcely  able  to  read 
and  write,  with  no  aid  except  from  their 
natural  skill,  industry,  and  perseverance. 
The  conclusion  of  the  American  manufac- 
turer was,  that  if  they — the  Americans 
— ^had  workmen  with  equal  natural 
powers  and  perseverance  they  could, 
with  the  addition  of  the  teaching  and 
help  they  could  give  them,  beat  the 
world  in  these  manufactures.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  English  workman,  for 
natural  capacity  and  perseverance,  was 
the  best  in  the  world.  But  they  did 
little  for  him.  The  Midlands  was  the 
seat  of  the  iron  and  metal  industries, 

giving  occupation  to  thousands.  Tet 
irmingham  had  no  collection  of  iron 
and  metal  work,  no  illustrations  of  what 
was  done  in  olden  times,  or  what  was 
now  being  done  in  other  countries  com- 
peting with  OS.    Birmingham  was  the 


LJiyiu^eu  by 


Google 


1289 


Art  and 


(OOMMONS  [        Muiirial  Jftc^M.        ISiO 


seat  of  the  jewellery  trade.  Most  of 
what  was  called,  and  sold  as  London 
jewellery,  was  made  in  that  much-abused 
town.  Yet  there  were  no  illustrations 
to  speak  of,  no  examples  of  the  manu- 
facture for  educational  purposes.  It  was 
true  that  in  a  quiet  room,  in  a  secluded 
part  of  the  British  Museum,  there  ex- 
isted some  splendid  specimens  of  the 
goldsmith's  art  in  the  snape  of  the  Car- 
tellani  jewels.  The  last  time  he  visited 
them  there  were  six  persons  present, 
two  ladies,  two  gentlemen,  a  child,  and 
the  policeman  or  keeper.  He  was  glad 
that  the  nation  possessed  them  under 
any  circumstances ;  but  were  these  spe- 
cimens subject  to  the  view  and  to  the 
study  of  the  jewellers  in  Birmingham, 
it  was  probable  that  improved  taste  in 
manufacture  would  be  the  result.  He 
ought  go  on  and  speak  of  the  position 
of  the  glass,  japan,  ornamental,  and 
other  manufactures ;  but  the  illustrations 
he  had  given  were  sufficient.  Now, 
they  were  familiar  with  the  argument 
which  the  upholders  of  centrafization 
were  fond  of  using — namely,  that  rail- 
way communication  was  now  so  com- 
plete that  anyone  could  run  up  to  London 
and  see  splendid  examples  of  ironwork 
at  South  Kensington,  jewellery  at  the 
British  Museum,  and  so  forth.  But  the 
utmost  working  men  could  expect  was 
to  go  by  a  day  trip  to  London  once  or 
twice  a-year.  The  great  majority  did 
not  do  tiiat.  Besides,  it  was  an  argu- 
ment which  cut  both  ways.  Suppose, 
for  example,  that  the  finest  collection  of 
cutiery  existed  at  Sheffield,  and  the 
finest  collection  of  lace  at  Nottingham. 
The  railway  arrangements  were  the 
same  and  the  distance  the  same  in  going 
from  London  to  Nottingham  as  from 
Nottingham  to  London.  With  regard 
to  loans,  the  authorities  at  South  l^en- 
sington  were  showing  a  wisdom  and 
liberality  in  that  direction  which  could 
not  be  too  much  commended.  They 
were,  by  this  means,  showing  their  will- 
ingness to  extend  the  advantages  of 
these  collections  to  the  nation  at  large, 
to  whom  these  collections  belonged.  But 
loans,  while  of  great  use,  were  not  suffi- 
cient. There  must  be  permanent  col- 
lections. There  were  iresh  workmen 
cominff  of  age  and  coming  forward  every 
day.  It  was  necessary  that  a  workman 
should  examine  again  and  again  a  piece 
of  work  of  high  excellence  in  order  to 
catch  the  spirit  of  it,  and  the  trick  of 
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the  hand  by  which  it  was  produced. 
They  were  not  asked  for  large  sums  of 
money  to  be  sent  down  to  the  indostnal 
centres  to  be  spent  in  making  a  fonnless 
collection  of  articles  and  curiosities. 
Nor  were  they  asked  that  localities 
should  receive  assistance  which  had 
shown  no  disposition  to  help  themselves. 
But  they  asked  for  grants  to  assist  local 
efforts  in  the  formation  of  Art  and  Li- 
dustrial  Museums ;  in  the  formation  of 
special  collections,  illustrating  certain 
branches  of  industry,  and  meeting  the 
special  requirements  of  the  looality. 
For  instance,  pottery  from  Staffordshire, 
lace  from  Nottingham,  iron,  metal, 
glass,  jewellery  from  Birmingham,  tex- 
tile faorics  from  Manchester,  Leeds,  &c. 
This  could  be  best  done  with  the  co- 
operation or  through  the  agency  of  the 
authorities  of  South  Kensington,  whose 
means  of  collecting  and  general  expe- 
rience gave  them  far  greater  fadlities 
than  lo^  bodies  could  possess.  He  would 
like  to  quote  a  few  words  of  a  gentle- 
man of  the  highest  authority  on  this 
question,  Mr.  J.  0.  Bobinson,  formerly 
Art  Superintendent  of  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum.  He  wrote  last  year  as 
follows : — 

^'  The  pecuniary  resonrcea  of  the  State  mii«^ 
then,  in  aome  shape  or  other,  he  hron^ht  in  aid 
of  local  resources ;  in  other  words,  it  is  for  the 
State  to  concern  itself  with  the  nature  and  con- 
stitution ot  the  typical  Provincial  Museum,  and 
to  assist  in  shaping  such  collections  as  already 
exist  in  forms  of  practical,  yet,  at  the  same 
time,  elevating  influence." 

Mr.  Bobinson  further  remarked — 

"  They  ^Provincial  Museums)  have  a  great 
and  spe^al  work  to  do,  very  complex  and  diffi- 
cult  in  itself,  and  which  nothing  but  liberal 
and  far-reaching  assistance  on  the  part  of  the 
State  will  enahle  them  sufficiently  to  cany 
out." 

He  was  glad  to  find  in  the  Elstimates 
for  the  year  a  smidl  sum  of  £2,000  for 
casts,  electrotypes,  and  reproductions  of 
treasures  existing  in  foreign  countries, 
the  originals  of  which  could  neyer  be 
seen  by  the  mass  of  the  people.  He 
congratulated  his  riffht  hon.  Friend  on 
this  movement  in  the  right  direction. 
The  sum  was  very  small ;  but  he  ho^ 
another  year  that  it  would  be  largely  in- 
creased, and  that  these  reproductions  of 
works  of  art  might  form  part  of  the 
grant  demanded  for  the  Provinces.  He 
contended  that  it  was  a  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  it  was  only  necessary  for  work- 
men to  study industnal  art.  Themenwho 
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had  (nyporttmitieB  of  seeing  and  studying 
paintmgs,  drawings,  and  other  ezam- 
nles  of  what  was  caUed'*  high  art"  would 
be  likelj  to  haye  their  tastes  so  cultivated 
and  their  ideas  of  beauty  so  developed 
as  to  be  the  better  able  to  produce 
shapely  and  beautiful  things  in  the 
branch  of  industry  in  which  they  hap- 
pened to  be  enmged.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  perhaps,  say  that  the 
towns  should  do  aU  that  was  necessary 
by  themselyes  out  of  the  rates.  But  he 
I  must  remember  that  these  localities 
were,  and  had  been,  rating  themselyes 
to  the  utmost  of  their  powers.  Further, 
that  they  were  supplementing  their 
rates  by  individual  efforts  and  sacrifices 
of  the  most  liberal  character.  It  was 
not  sufficiently  known  to  what  a  large 
extent  the  various  towns  were  taxing 
\  themselves  and  what  efiFbrts  they  were 
j  making  for  the  purpose  in  question. 
I  Only  a  week  or  two  ago,  in  the  borough 
\  he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  he  as- 
sisted at  the  opening  of  a  museum  which 
had  cost  about  £10,000,  and  this  in  ad- 
dition to  the  maintenance  of  free  libra- 
ries and  other  work  in  the  smne  direc- 
tion. They  would  take  Birmin^^ham 
simply  as  an  example  of  what  Provincial 
towns  were  doiuff.  In  that  borough 
they  wererai8ineabove£6,000per  annum 
from  the  rates ;  but  this  was  barely  suffi- 
cient for  the  free  libraries  and  left  no- 
thing for  art  purposes.  On  the  security 
of  tms  rate  tney  had  spent  since  1868 
above  £80,000  in  buil<ung,  furnishing, 
and  maintaining  their  libraries.  They 
had  provided  a  small  art  gallery  at  a 
oost  of  £15,000  by  private  subscription. 
In  1878  thej  raised  nearly  £16,000  by 
sabecriptions.  They  had  just  laid  the 
foundation  stone  of  a  new  a^  gallery,  at 
an  estimated  oost  of  £50,000.  Towards 
furnishing  this  gallery  they  had  raised 
subacriptions  to  above  £17,000.  The 
Midland  Institute  stood  on  land  now 
worth  £30,000,  given  by  the  town.  The 
Council  of  the  £istitute  had  purchased 
additional  land,  and  were  enlarging 
th«r  buildings  at  a  cost  of  £45,000,  for 
which  they  had  to  rely  on  private  sub- 
Kiiptions.  While  the  people  of  Bir- 
mingham were  making  these  earnest 
but  insufficient  efforts  to  supply  their 
own  needs,  they  were  actually  taxed  to 
the  extent  of  above  £4,000  per  annum 
for  the  support  of  parks,  museums,  and 
other  institutions  in  London,  towards 
▼hich  the  people  of  l4on4oi(  were  paying 


nothing  whatever  from  their  rates.  As 
an  example  of  how  these  art  galleries 
and  museums  were  prized  and  used  in 
the  Provincial  towns,  he  would  state  tiiat 
in  the  year  1877,  the  year  before  the 
fire  which  destroyed  the  building,  there 
were  394,645  visitors  to  the  Birmingham 
Art  G-allery  and  Museum.  The  number 
of  visitors  to  the  general  departments — 
excluding  reading-room — of  the  British 
Museum  in  the  same  year  was  but 
539,281.  Adding  the  libraries  and 
reading-rooms  in  both  cases  the  number 
of  visitors  to  the  Birmingham  Institution 
was  538,135.  To  the  British  Museum 
699,511.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  ask  them  to  go  for  powers  to  in- 
crease the  rates  for  these  purposes.  But 
it  was  useless  in  the  present  depression 
to  attempt  this,  nor  was  it  fair  to  do  so. 
It  was  overriding  the  willing  horse.  So 
long  as  the  present  method  of  rating 
and  taxation  existed  he  thought  it  would 
be  impossible  to  get  all  they  needed 
without  liberal  grants  from  the  Imperial 
taxes.  The  rates  bore  heavily  on  shop- 
keepers and  others,  who  at  these  times 
found  it  often  difficult  to  make  ends 
meet,  while  many  who  were  far  more 
wealthy  got  off  comparatively  easy.  Be- 
sides, in  the  great  centres  of  industry 
there  were  often  more  people  outside  in 
the  districts  around  than  inside  the 
boroughs.  These  all  used  the  institu- 
tions of  the  borough,  and  it  was  well 
that  they  should  do  so ;  but  they  paid  no- 
thing to  the  rates,  and  cotdd  not,  there- 
fore, contribute  to  the  support  of  the 
institutions  which  they  enjoyed  except 
through  the  general  taxation.  He  found 
from  the  Estimates  of  1880-1  that  the 
total  amount  given  from  the  taxes  to  sup- 
port institutions  in  Dublin  was  £34,174, 
m  Edinburgh  £22,648.  For  London 
the  total  amount  was  £369,329.  Of  this 
sum  above  £100,000  was  for  the  support 
of  London  parks,  £254,757  for  the  mu- 
seums. Not  a  farthing  from  the  London 
rates  went  in  support  of  these  institu- 
tions. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
puted the  claims  of  the  Provinces,  how 
would  he  defend  this  expenditure  in 
London  ?  What  defence  could  he  make, 
for  example,  of  the  £7,000  per  annum 
granted  for  the  Bethnal  Green  Museum, 
a  purely  local  institution  ?  The  growth 
of  population  in  and  around  such  towns 
as  Liverpool,  Manchester,  Leeds,  and 
Glasgow  was  so  enormous  that  it  seemed 
to  him  absurd  to  apply  the  term  natioqal 
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ezoIusiTely  to  institutioiis  maintained  in 
London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin.  This 
question  was  not  a  local  one,  but  one 
involving  a  principle  of  great  public 
policy,  one  affecting  the  trade  of  the 
country  generally,  a  matter  in  which  the 
whole  nation  benefited,  and  towards 
which  the  whole  nation  should  pay. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  on  tlus 
side  who  represented  counties  and  coun- 
try interests  were  as  much  interested  in 
it  as  were  the  Bepresentatives  of  towns. 
I£  the  trade  of  the  towns  was  lost  or 
diminished  then  the  country  must  suffer 
in  consequence.  He  hoped  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be  satisfied 
by  saying  that  they  could  get  examples, 
casts,  &c.,  from  South  Kensin^n  at  a 
ffreat  reduction  on  the  cost  price.  He 
did  not  deny  those  advantages,  and  was 
grateful  for  small  mercies.  But  they 
were  considering  a  far  larger  question 
than  that,  and  they  could  not  remain 
contented  with  the  crumbs  which  fell 
from  the  rich  tables  of  London.  He 
thought  that  when  millions  could  be 
found  for  other  purposes — often  for  very 
doubtful  purposes — there  should  be  no 
difficulty  in  granting,  say,  £200,000  or 
£300,000,  for  a  work  on  which  the  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  of  the  country  so 
largely  depended.  He  would  not  detain 
the  House  by  referring  to  the  social  ad- 
vantages of  these  institutions,  and  to  the 
extent  to  which  they  added  to  the  hap- 
piness of  the  people.  He  believed  that 
it  was  to  institutions  like  these  that  they 
must  rely  in  a  larffe  degree  for  the  solu- 
tion of  many  of  these  serious  problems 
which  affected  and  injured  the  social  life 
of  the  people.  He  had  only  one  thing 
more  to  allude  to  before  sitting  down, 
and  it  was  this.  This  subject  had  occu- 
pied his  mind  very  closely ;  but  he  had 
been  always  met  with  a  great  diffi- 
culty in  the  fact  that  the  management  of 
their  National  Institutions  was  in  such 
a  confused  and  unsatisfactory,  state. 
The  British  Museum  was  imd^r  one 
management,  the  National  Gallery  under 
another,  the  South  Kensingten  Museum 
imder  a  third.  In  the  first  two  Institu- 
tions were  many  treasures  stowed  away 
which  would  give  great  pleasure  and  be 
of  much  educational  value  in  the  Pro- 
vincial towns.  This  confusion  of  manage- 
ment was  such  a  difficulty  that  early  in 
the  Session  he  drew  up  a  Besolution 
affirming  the  necessity  of  placing  these 
and  similar  National  Institutions  under 
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one  responsible  Paiiiamentaiy  manags- 
ment.  But  this  would  not  be  Baffidsiii 
All  their  educational  inBtitntions  were, 
or  ought  to  be,  connected  and  oo-opent- 
ing,  and  he  believed  that  nothing  woali 
meet  the  case  but  the  placing  of  all  edu- 
cational work  under  one  management 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  had 
under  his  care  elementary  education,  the 
importation  of  cattle,  endowed  schools, 
South  Kensington  Museum,  the  Ibol- 
and-mouth  disease,  and  50  other  matters. 
In  next  Session,  if  the  House  would  per^ 
mit,  he  would  venture  to  propose  that 
in  this  country,  where  the  subject  of 
education  in  all  its  branches  was  taking 
a  position  of  more  and  more  importance, 
there  should  be  a  ''Department  of  Pablic 
Instruction  "  receiving  the  whole  atten- 
tion of  a  ''  Minister  of  Education."  The 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
the  Eesolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mb.  SLAGO,  in  seconding  the  Besola- 
tion,  said,  the  present  was  a  very  oppor- 
tune moment  for  discussing  the  important 
question  which  had  been  brought  for^ 
ward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich. 
When  foreign  countries  were  running 
us  so  closely  in  the  industrial  race ;  at  a 
time  when  such  nostrums  as  Beciprocity 
and  Protection  were  dragged  from  their 
graves  and  presented  in  their  ^lastly 
cerements  to  the  living  generation  as 
cures  for  the  evils  under  which  the  conn- 
tnr  was  now  suffering,  the  time  of  the 
House  might  be  very  well  occupied  in 
considering  how  best  to  provide  a  remedy 
to  meet  the  competition  which  Britiflh 
industries  had  now  to  face.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  foreign  nations  were  pay- 
ing a  great  deal  of  attention  to  the  pro- 
motion of  those  arts  and  sciences  which 
related  to  industry,  while  we  in  this  coun- 
try were  doing  very  little  that  was  practi- 
cal in  the  same  direction.  He  did  not  for 
a  moment  wish  to  minimize  the  efforts 
that  were  beinfl^  made  in  education,  art, 
and  science;  but  the  question  which 
had  been  so  very  ably  spoken  to  that 
night  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Jesse 
Oollings)  was  one  which  he  thought  had 
not  hitherto  received  the  due  considera- 
tion of  the  Ghovemment.  He  would  not 
underrate  the  efforts  made  by  the  South 
Kensington  Museum,  and  would,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  oonfiae 
himself  to  a  section  of  the  subject  which, 
he  thought,  might  have  the  practical 
attention  of  the  £duoatioii  D€}mrti9#nk 
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He  referred  principilly  to  the  reproduc- 
tion and  dietribution  of  articles  in  our 
kzge  maeeums.      Thoee    who    visited 
South  Xaneington  would,  he  was  sure, 
be  immenselj  gratified  with  the  collec- 
tion of  reproductions  not  only  of  Eng- 
lish, but  also  of  Ck>ntinental  objects  of 
art  workmanship  from  the   studios  of 
EUdngton  and  Franchi  of  Paris.    These 
dbjeets  had  been  reproduced    by  the 
electrotype  process    in    a    manner    so 
authentio  and  artistic  as  to  be  for  all 
porposesy  except  those  of  connoisseurs, 
quite  as  good  as  the  originals.    At  any 
rate,  for  art  purposes  they  were  so.    He 
wished  that  the  idea  he  threw  out  last 
Beesionihat  it  was  possible  to  reproduce 
these  and  distribute  them  among  the 
museums  of  the  country  without  cost, 
or,  at  all  events,  at  the  smallest  possible 
cost,  should  now  be  carried  out.     He 
▼as  aware  that  at  present  the  art  schools 
obtuned  reproductions  at  a  reduction  on 
cost  price  oi  ^0  per  cent ;  but  that  was 
not  enough.      The  art  schools  which 
were  teaching  drawing  were  doing  com- 
paratively little  towards    teaching    in- 
Qostrial  art.     He  believed  it  was  within 
the  scheme  of  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  to  put  the  art  museums  of  the 
Proyinces  on  the  same  footinfl^  as  the 
art  schools;  and  he   observed  in  the 
Estimates  a  sum  of  £1,500  which  ap- 
peared to  be  intended  towards  this  pur- 
pose.   He  believed  the  Education  De- 
partment had  done  a  great  deal  during 
the  Becess  in  reproducing  several  im- 
portant works  of  art,  a  large  amount  of 
the  best  college  plate  and  the  plate  of 
foreign  countries,  especially  of  Kussia, 
haying  been  copied  and  added  to  our 
National  Collection.    But  he  must  say 
that,  although  these  articles  were  very 
beautiful  and  rare,  they  were  more  inte- 
restmg  as  curiosities    than  as  objects 
which  could  be  usefully  copied  or  advan- 
tageously applied  to  industrial  art.     All 
Artists  and  authorities  on  this  subject 
would  agree  that  nothing  was  so  useful 
tot  training  the  eye  in  the  most  perfect 
manner  and  for  the  guidance  of  taste  as 
the  antique  model,  and  no  country  pos- 
MBsed  such  a  splendid  and  abundant 
collection  of  antique  models  as  existed 
in  the  British  Museum.     Not  only  did 
artists  consider    these    objects   to    be 
the  YBTY   best  for   training    the    eve 
and  judgment  in  design,  but  on  the 
Coutment,  and  especialfy  in  France,  it 
pd  lon^  since  been  discovered  in  their 


industrial  schools  that  when  copied  by 
casts  they  were  the  best  and  surest 
means  of  teaching  the  students  in  mat- 
ters of  desiffn  and  form.  There  were 
also  in  the  British  Museum  unique  and 
magnificent  collections  of  drawings  an  d 
engravings  of  the  old  masters,  of  coins, 
and  also  of  medals.  Many  of  these  coins 
and  medals  had  been  already  copied  in 
an  admirable  manner  by  ihe  electro- 
type pi*ocess.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  for  all  practical  and  educa- 
tional purposes  these  copies  were  quite 
equal  to  the  originals.  The  copies  of  the 
antique  models  were  even  better  than 
the  originals  for  the  practicid  purposes 
of  the  art  student.  Tne  two  museums  of 
London  were,  he  agreed,  the  fittest  home 
for  all  the  origincd  works ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  was  firmly  convinced  that 
it  would  be  an  inestimable  benefit  to  the 
country  if  a  systematic  process  of  repro- 
duction were  entered  upon,  so  that  every 
institution  and  school  and  even  every  indi- 
viduidin  the  Kingdom  should  know  where 
to  apply  successfully  for  a  copy  of  each 
object  of  interest  in  our  National  Collec- 
tion. He  would  not  attempt  to  under- 
rate what  had  already  been  done  at  the 
British  Museum ;  but  many  articles  were, 
as  yet,  not  reproduced.  The  magnificent 
old  engravings  had  not  been  copied  as  far 
as  he  knew.  As  to  having  a  Minister  of 
Education,  he  was  not  in  favour  of  multi- 

gying  the  appointments  of  Ministers, 
e  would  rather  define  their  existing 
appointments  a  little  more  and  develop 
their  functions.  He  did  consider,  how- 
ever, that  it  would  be  a  very  great  ad- 
vantage to  have  a  responsible  and  in- 
dependent head  of  all  Art  Collections, 
who  would  be  enabled  to  command,  in  an 
intelligible  manner,  objects  which  were 
now  scattered  in  a  most  puzzling  wav. 
Such  a  gentleman  should  be  responsible 
for  the  reproduction  scheme,  and  in  his 
functions  he  should  be  assisted  by  the 
best  artistic  power  of  the  British  Museum 
and  the  National  Gallery,  in  order  to 
guide  his  operations.  This  was  not  a 
diUUanU  scheme,  or  one  that  emanated 
from  painters  and  sculptors,  because 
he  had  no  intention  of  facilitating  the 
increase  of  indifEerent  sculptors  and 
painters,  of  whom  there  were  too  many 
already.  His  idea  was  purely  an  in- 
dustrial one,  as  he  wished  to  give  every 
possible  assistance  to  the  development 
of  industrial  arts  and  sciences.  He  would 
briefly  allude,  in  conclusion,  to  another 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1247 


Jrt  and 


(CfOMMONS)        Induitrial  Muieum.       1848 


aspectof  the  case.  In  the  large  over-popa- 
lated  towns  there  were  many  quarters 
where  men  and  women  livea  unlovely 
and  squalid  lives,  apart  altogether  from 
all  influences  of  beauty  and  refinement. 
While  they  complained  that  their  lives 
were  to  some  extent  degraded,  their 
tastes  debased,  and  that  they  had  little 
aptitude  for  the  enjoyment  of  refined 
occupations,  he  thought  they  were  apt  to 
forget  how  few  opportunities  these  people 
had  of  being  brought  into  association 
with  that  which  was  elevating  and  re- 
fining. He  spoke  for  those  who  lived 
in  those  slums,  to  whom  such  associa- 
tions would  be  of  inestimable  value. 
They  would  appreciate  them,  and  that 
they  did  appreciate  them  was  shown 
by  abimdant  evidence,  for  when  these 
collections  were  sent  down  from  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  to  the  large 
towns  people  went  in  crowds  to  see 
them.  Mis  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings)  had 
pointed  out  what  had  been  done  in  Bir- 
mingham to  provide  habitations  for  such 
collections.  In  his  (Mr.  Slagg's)  own 
constituency  a  very  handsome  and  com- 
modious art  museum  had  lately  been 
acquired  by  the  Municipality.  It  was 
impossible  that  they  could  fill  it  them- 
selves. Original  objects  were  daily  be- 
coming more  difficult  to  acquire ;  and 
those  not  purchased  already  would,  it 
seemed  likely,  very  soon  be  bought  up 
by  the  South  Kensington  Museum. 
They  must,  therefore,  look  to  the  repro- 
ductions of  which  he  had  spoken.  They 
wanted  systematic  collections,  and  com- 
plete series  of  these  objects  issued  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  suit  the  especial 
trade  or  industry  of  the  district.  The 
House  was  aware  that  a  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion had  been  appointed  to  investigate 
the  art  schools  on  the  Continent.  He 
had  the  honour  to  be  placed  on  that 
Commission,  and  he  looked  forward 
with  extreme  interest  to  its  proceedings. 
He  believed  it  would  put  the  House  in 
possession  of  facts  which  they  were  not 
aware  of  in  regard  to  the  efforts  of 
foreign  nations.  The  subject  before  the 
House  would  grow  in  importance,  and 
he  hoped  the  Department  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  woiUd  take  time  by  the 
forelock  and  bring  forward  some  scheme 
for  filling  the  museums  in  the  Provinces, 
as  the  time  was  very  near  at  hand  when 
the  Provincial  people  would  demand  such 
aids  to  their  industry  and  manufactures. 

JUr.  aiagg 


Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <<  That"  to  fha 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  tiie  wurdi 
"  in  tiie  opinion  of  this  House,  granta  in  aid  of 
Art  and  Industrial  Muaeuma  ahould  not  be  eoa- 
fined  to  London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin."— 
{Mr,  Jesse  CoUtngs,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proDOsed,  ''  That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Mb.  EOBOYD  said,  he  had  ^est 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  propositioii 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Jesse  Collings).  He  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  giving  such  instmction  to  our 
artizans,  who  were,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, imable  to  compete  witli  their  more 
highly  educated  competitors  abrosd. 
Very  strict  limits,  however,  must  be 
placed  upon  the  aid  so  given,  as  it  was 
not  possible  to  extend  it  beyond  the 
great  cities  and  the  large  towns,  which 
were  the  real  centres  of  our  important  in- 
dustries. Such  an  education  would  have, 
he  was  convinced,  a  most  important  social 
and  political  bearing  on  the  minds  of  the 
people.  Whatever  was  done  to  en- 
courage a  knowledge  of  art  in  great 
cities  and  towns  must  be  done  at  onoe, 
and  would  be  perfectly  justified ;  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  the  results  would 
more  than  repay  the  cost  of  the  aid 
given.  He  quite  agreed  with  tiie 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  as  to  the  ad- 
mirable intelligence  and  industry  whidi 
the  English  workman  threw  mto  his 
work  with  such  success,  uneducated 
though  he  might  be,  in  the  tech- 
nical sense  of  the  word,  as  compared 
with  those  who  had  enjoyed  greater 
advantages.  He  was  glaa  uiat  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Sla^) 
had  supported  the  Hesolution,  althoogn 
he  thought  it  was  quite  unnecessary  that 
he  should  have  dragged  into  the  discos- 
sion  this  matter  of  Beciprocity.  He 
must  confess  himself  that  he  did  not 
know  what  Reciprocity  meant ;  butthow 
who  were  high  authorities  upon  great 
commercial  questions  and  the  conditionB 
of  manufacturing  industry  attached  the 
greatest  importance  to  Beciprocity,  and 
Mr.  Cobden  himself  held  it  out  as  an 
inducement  to  the  countrv  to  adopt  a 
Free  Trade  policv.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester,  nowever,  appeared  to 
have  seen  a  great  deal  farther  than  his 
master,  Mr.  Uobden,  ever  saw ;  hot  he 
did  not  thiok  h9  would  erer  succeed  ia 
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ooaTinning  the  eountiT  that  Bedprooity 
would  be  affeoted  by  me  piopoBal  before 
the  House.  In  so  &r  as  8u<m  teohnioal 
edueation  oould  help  them  in  their  home 
trade,  it  would,  he  readily  conceded,  be 
produotiTe  of  the  greatest  good.  At  the 
same  time,  it  would  neyer  enable  the 
hou.  Member  for  Manchester  to  send 
calicoes  to  India  in  competition  with 
Gtormany  in  face  of  duties  of  50  per 
OMit.  He  felt  great  interest  in  the  state- 
ment the  ziffht  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  had  made,  and 
he  hoped  that  these  alterations  in  the 
Oode  would  be  productiye  of  very  great 
advantage  to  the  country.  As  far  as  he 
oould  understand  them,  they  seemed  to 
be  made  in  a  right  and  reasonable  spirit, 
and  he  had  no  £>ubt  they  would  be  care- 
fully examined  by  all  those  interested 
in  regard  to  education.  He  hoped  that 
nothing  would  be  done  to  ii^*  ure  Toluntary 
schools.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the  sub- 
seriptions  in  aid  of  the  work  of  voluntary 
schools  represented  on  the  part  of  the 
giTors  a  personal  interest  in  education 
which  eomd  nererbe  replaced  by  grants 
made  by  the  State.  He  might  allude  very 
shortly  to  the  question  of  compulsion. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Oentleman  that  the  Question 
before  the  House  is  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  and  that  the 
more  oonyenient  course  would  be  for  the 
House  to  dispose  of  the  Amendment 
before  the  general  subject  of  Education 
is  discussed. 

Ma.  EOEOYD  said,  he  recognized 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ruling,  and 
would  only  add,  in  conclusion,  that  he 
folt  great  interest  in  the  Motion  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
widi,  and  he  sincerely  hoped  the  right 
bon.  Oentleman  would  be  able  to  meet 
the  desires  of  the  great  constituencies 
nferredto. 

Ma.  8T0BY-MASKELYNE  said,  he 
bcped  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Ipswich  would  understand  that  in 
going  counts  to  his  proposition  to  ex- 
pend public  money  to  help  Birmingham 
ae  was  not  without  sympat^  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  objects^  He  did  not 
in  the  smallest  degree  underrate  the  ad- 
▼tntsges  of  the  institutions  of  which  the 
boa.  Member  had  spoken,  whether  from 
thspciat  of  yiew  of  technical  education 
or  from  a  higher  aspect  as  civilizing 
tgsanes  promoting  the  culture  of  the 
people,  i^  the  same  time,  he  should  like 

YOL.  OGLXiy.    [tbikd  ssbibs.] 


to  know  howthe  proposition  he  made  was 
to  be  limited.  How  were  they  to  select 
the  towns  to  which  it  was  to  apply  or  to 
keep  the  expense  within  due  bounds?  Was 
the  hon.  Gentleman  goinfi^  to  give  to  the 
House  a  schedule  of  those  towns  to 
which  his  bencTolence  would  be  applied? 
What  would  he  do  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  free  libraries  ?  If  it  was 
right  to  spend  the  national  funds  on 
Provincial  museums,  simply  because  they 
were  beneficial  institutions,  it  would  be 
equally  right  to  assist  in  providing  every 
small  town  in  England  with  a  free  library 
out  of  the  public  funds  for  the  same  rea- 
son. His  constituents  lived  round  the 
head  waters  of  the  Thames.  They  had 
to  contribute  to  the  restraining  and  civi- 
lizing that  river  in  places  some  way  from 
their  abodes ;  and  because  the  dredging 
of  the  Thames  helped  to  drain  some  of 
their  lands  they  nad  to  bear  the  cost. 
They  did  not  ask  the  people  of  Birming- 
ham to  do  this  for  them.  Why  were  they 
then  to  pay  for  the  civilization  and 
higher  education  of  Birmingham  and  its 
neighbourhood?  Should  not  the  same 
principle  apply  at  Birmingham  as  in  the 
Thames  Valley  ?  Why  should  not  Bir- 
mingham provide  a  Museum  for  itself  ? 
Was  Birmingham  too  poor  to  do  what 
Manchester  had  done  ?  A  half-penny 
rate  levied  on  the  Black  Country  would 
yield  all  that  Birmingham  desired,  and 
why  did  not  the  hon.  Gentleman  ask 
for  powers  to  levy  such  a  rate  ?  On  all 
the  rest  of  the  points  he  was  at  one  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  Indeed,  he  did  not 
rise  merely  to  oppose  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  to  show  how,  in  his 
opinion,  the  great  National  Museums 
could  aid  those  in  the  Provinces.  They 
could  aid  them  with  very  uncostly  but 
very  valuable  reproductions,  and  they 
could  aid  them  by  training  good  men 
to  look  after  their  museums.  Nearly 
every  work  of  art  in  metal  in  the  British 
Museum  and  South  Kensington  could  be 
so  reproduced  that,  for  all  educational 
purposes,  the  copy  would  be  as  good  as 
the  ori^nal ;  and  those  which  could  not 
be  copied  might,  £rom  time  to  time,  be 
sent  down  to  Provincial  towns  for  exhi- 
bition. His  own  experience  justified  him 
in  saying  that  a  really  good  curate  of  a 
museum  oould  not  be  made  in  a  day ; 
and  in  setting  about  establishing  mu- 
seums, they  must  remember  mat  it 
was  the  man  who  made  the  collection, 
and  not  the  collection  which  made  the 
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man.  A  collection  was  of  no  use  what- 
ever without  a  man  who  understood  and 
arranged  and  catalogued  it.  When  he 
was  an  officer  of  the^British  Museum  he 
often  wished  there  had  existed  some 
solidarity  between  the  department  of 
which  he  was  keeper,  and  similar  de- 
partments in  local  Museums.  He  could 
have  kept  them  informed  of  oppor- 
tunities as  they  arose  for  purchasing 
mineral  specimens,  and  all  the  more  eco- 
nomically because  on  a  more  consider- 
able scale,  when  the  purchases  might  be 
made  for  several  institutions  simul- 
taneously. While  the  National  Mu- 
seums could  thus  put  the  authorities  at 
Birmingham  or  elsewhere  in  the  way 
of  buying  things  for  their  museum  eco- 
nomically and  well,  he  thought  that 
such  great  towns  ought  to  spend  their 
own  money  for  purposes  of  that  kind ; 
and,  therefore,  if  thehon.  Member  went 
to  a  division  he  should  vote  against  him 
on  that  point. 

Mr.  OAINE  said,  he  had  felt  very 
strongly  on  this  subject  for  many  years, 
and  he  should  have  very  great  pleasure 
in  supporting  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich ;  and  if  any- 
thing were  needed  to  prove  that  some 
intimate  connection  existed  between  the 
great  National  Museum  in  London  and 
those  minor  galleries  and  kindred  insti- 
tutions in  the  Provinces,  it  had  been 
supplied  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Crick- 
lade.  He  had  spoken  of  the  difficulty 
in  limiting  these  centres  of  population, 
and  as  to  whether  the  grants  should  be 
given  in  money  or  in  kind.  For  his 
own  part,  he  thought  more  valuable 
articles  could  be  given  in  kind.  There 
seemed  to  him  little  difficulty  about  the 
limitation.  The  Government  might  sup- 
port by  such  grants  any  town  whose 
Town  Council  had  already  erected  or 
acquired  premises  in  which  such  collec- 
tions could  be  suitably  stored  and 
exhibited,  provided  those  authorities, 
whether  Town  Coimcils  or  otherwise, 
undertook  the  entire  responsibility  of 
their  care  and  safe  return,  insuring  them 
while  there.  He  ventured  to  say  a  word 
in  support  of  using  the  present  collec- 
tions for  the  purposes  of  the  Provinces. 
He  appeided  to  the  GK>vemment  for  some 
ajssistance  in  the  shape  of  loan  exhibi- 
tions for  the  valuable  institutions  which 
the  Earl  of  Derby,  Mr.  Mayer,  and 
otherB  had  so  munificently  given  to 
Liveipool.  He  had  taken  a  close  in- 
terest  in    everything   connected   with 


science  and  art  education  in  Liverpool 
for  many  years,  and  he  had  noticed  now 
all  students  in  science  and  art,  especially 
in  art,  were  handicapped  by  the  want 
of  works  of  art  by  great  masters  which 
they  could  study.  Duplicate  etchings 
and  engravings  could  be  taken  out  of 
the  collections  in  the  British  Museum 
without  interfering  with  the  efficiency  of 
National  Collections,  and  these  might  go 
on  loan  to  the  various  art  gedleries 
throughout  the  country,  to  encourage 
and  foster  one  of  the  most  growing  arts 
in  the  country.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  had  drawn  attention  to  the  great 
amount  of  foreign  competition  inter- 
fering with  their  trade  and  commerce. 
He  did  not  intend  to  enter  upon  tiie 
question ;  but  there  was  one  branch  of 
reproductive  art — that  of  etching — in 
which  competition  from  France  com- 
pletely extinguished  all  native  talent. 
He  attributed  this  to  the  difficulty  that 
art  students  had  in  getting  full  oppor- 
tunities, even  in  the  British  Museum,  of 
studying  it.  He  had  always  held  that  it 
was  the  first  duty  of  the  British  Museum 
to  take  suitable  premises  to  display  a 
series  of  educational  engravins^  and 
etchings,  showing  the  art  from  the  very 
earliest  date  down  to  the  present  day. 
That  could  be  easily  done,  ne  believeay 
and  many  artists  in  Manchester,  Bir- 
mingham, and  Liverpool,  who  were 
givinggreat  attention  to  this  reproductive 
art,  found  it  impossible  to  study  as  they 
would  wish  to  in  consequence  of  the 
difficulty  of  &;etting  access  to  subjects. 
Liverpool  had  made  rapid  strides  witlun 
the  last  10  ^ears  in  this  respect,  and  the 
Art  Gallenes  there  had  been  of  very 
great  service  to  young  artists,  entirely 
owing  to  the  great  energies  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Corporation.  In  establish- 
ing a  permanent  Art  Gallery  in  Liver- 
pool, there  had  sprung  up  a  School  of 
Art  that  was  known  as  the  Liverpool 
School  of  Painting,  especially  of  water- 
colours.  He  thought  a  selection  might 
be  made  from  the  collection  of  etchings 
and  engravings  in  the  Britidi  Museum 
that  might  be  framed  in  strong  frames, 
and  sent  on  circuit  throughout  me  coun- 
try. He  did  not  say  the  British  Museum 
should  part  with  its  treasurers;  they 
should  always  keep  a  hold  of  and 
constant  watch  over  them.  But  they 
might  spare  them  on  loan,  and  do  a 
great  service  to  art  and  every  artistio 
manufacture  throughout  the  oountiy. 
It  WM  impoflfiible  for  young  F^oyin* 
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dal  artists  to  oome  up  to  London  to 

Si  thzon^h  their  art  eduoation  in  the 
etropolis  on  aooount  of  the  expense 
it  entailed.  Throughout  France  there 
were  local  collections  of  art,  which  were 
of  the  greatest  value  technically ;  and  if 
they  were  to  maintain  their  supremacy 
in  art  manufacture,  the  Gk)Temment 
must  take  the  matter  up  and  attempt  to 
settle  it  on  the  lines  of  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ipswich.  It  was  most 
important  that  the  curators  of  all  the 
departments  of  these  great  museums 
should  have  distinct  instructions  given 
them  that  when  collections  came  into 
their  hands  at  fixed  prices,  as  they  gene- 
rally did,  and  for  a  given  time,  those 
offers  should  not  be  parted  with  imtil 
those  in  charge  of  Provincial  museums 
and  Art  GkJieries  had  been  communi- 
cated with.  Liverpool  devoted  £3,000 
or  £4,000  a-year  to  the  purchase  of 
works  of  art,  and  those  in  charge  would 
be  only  too  glad  if  the  authorities  in  the 
British  or  South  Kensing^n  Museums 
would  communicate  with  them  when  any- 
thing came  into  their  hands.  There  was  a 
genmdimpressionin  artisticcirdesthat  in 
the  National  Gallery— in  the  cellars  and 
garrets  —  there  were  hundreds,  if  not 
thousands,  of  etchings  and  water-colours 
by  Turner,  rolled  up  and  never  seen, 
simply  because  there  was  no  room  to 
exhibit  them.  He  trusted  if  that  were 
80,  the  authorities  of  the  National  Gallery 
would  unearth  these  invaluable  works 
of  art  and  have  them  properly  mounted, 
sad  lend,  if  not  give  them,  to  some  of 
those  great  institutions  spoken  of  in  that 
discussion.  The  committee  of  the  Liver- 
pool Corporation  would  only  be  too 
thankful  to  have  a  loan  of  a  number 
of  Turner's  works,  and  he  was  quite  sure 
that  artists  would  take  large  advan- 
tsffo  of  them. 

Mb.  G.  HOWABD  said,  he  was  sony 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gricklade  (Mr. 
Story  -  Maskelyne)  found  it  neceasary 
to  oppose  the  Motion.  He  (1^.  G. 
Howard),  however,  rose  to  correct  the 
erroneous  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Oaine), 
that  there  were  great  stores  of  Turner's 
drawings  hidden  in  the  cellars  of  the 
National  Gallery.  There  was  a  large 
ooUection  of  such  drawings,  which  had 
been  mounted,  and  were  exhibited  in  a 
loom  on  the  ground  floor,  the  only  place 
available  for  the  purpose,  but  which  was 
fairly  lighted.  The  drawings  were  kept 
Vk  flhelvoBy  from  which  tbey  could  be 


conveniently  taken  when  anyone  wanted 
to  examine  them.  It  was  considered 
better  to  keep  them  in  this  way  on 
shelves,  as  they  would  be  liable  to  fade 
if  exposed  to  the  light;  but  a  certain 
number  of  them  were  always  open  to 
public  view.  Three  loan  collections  of 
Turner's  drawings  had  been  formed, 
and  they  were  firom  time  to  time  sent 
on  loan  to  Provincial  museums.  The 
Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery  were 
anxious  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  make 
their  art  treasures  generally  available 
for  the  public  benefit.  At  the  same 
time,  he  would  recommend  that  the 
Soutii  Kensington  Musetun,  which  pos- 
sessed a  valuable  collection  of  moulds 
made  for  the  casts  exhibited  there,  should 
distribute,  as  they  might  do,  at  a  com- 
paratively alight  cost,  a  number  of  the 
best  casts  throughout  the  country. 

Mb.  WIGGIN  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
oer  for  Ipswich.  It  was  impossible  for 
persons  in  the  country  to  come  up  con- 
stantly to  London  to  visit  the  Metro- 
politan museums,  or  attend  the  profes- 
sorial art  and  scientific  lectures.  On 
this  ground  the  Central  Art  Department 
ought  not  only  to  supply  the  Provinces 
with  proper  examples  of  art  manufac- 
ture, but,  further,  ought  to  constitute 
the  Professors  at  South  Kensington  peri- 
patetic, in  order  that  they  might  visit 
the  large  centres  of  industry  in  the 
country.  The  Government  ought  not  to 
hesitate  for  a  moment,  considering  the 
importance  of  the  matter,  to  vote  alarge 
sum  of  money  to  the  Eduoation  Depart- 
ment that  these  objects  might  be  carried 
out. 

Mb.  MAGNIAO  said,  that  although 
a  strong  opinion  had  been  expressed  by 
his  hon.  Friend  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jesse  GoUings),  he  trusted  that  it 
would  not  be  adopted,  because  he  feared 
it  would  interfere  with  the  question 
being  dealt  with  in  its  entirety.  The 
fact  was  that  they  had  not  got  a  really 
National  Museum.  They  had  instead  a 
congeries  of  museums,  each  being  more 
heterogeneous  in  its  collections  than  the 
other.  Their  Governing  Bodies  were 
selected  on  the  most  extraordinary  prin- 
ciples. The  British  Museum  haa  15 
Trustees,  nine  of  whom  were  elected  on 
the  ridiculous  principle  that  they  were 
the  descendants  of  particular  families, 
while  the  balance  were  selected  because 
it  was  supposed  they  possessed  a  fuasi'^ 
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dileUante  knowledge  of  art.  Owinff, 
howeyer,  to  the  system  they  had  to  ad- 
minister, the  institution  was  in  a  state 
of  stagnation.  It  was  not  doing  the 
work  which  it  was  intended  to  do,  and, 
firom  its  constitution,  it  could  not  do  so. 
It  was  managed  under  an  old  Act  of 
Parliament,  which  the  Trustees  had 
never  sought  to  have  altered.  Only 
last  week  he  asked  one  of  the  Trustees 
whether  it  was  contrary  to  law  that  they 
should  lend  for  exhibition  some  of  the 
works  of  art  which  the  museum  con- 
tained? In  reply  to  that  question  he 
was  told  that  it  would  require  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  enable  them  to  do  so. 
But  that  was  a  matter  which  ought  to 
have  been  remedied  long  ago.  It  was, 
he  believed,  the  absolute  duty  of  the 
Trustees  to  have  had  a  Bill  brought  in  to 
ut  an  end  to  that  state  of  things,  and 
e  could  not  doubt  that  the  House  would 
pass  such  a  measure.  Then  they  had  the 
National  Qallery,  which  he  believed  was 
even  more  conservative  than  the  British 
Museum.  What  he  meant  was  that 
there  was  even  a  greater  absence  of 
power  to  act  in  the  Governing  Body  of 
the  National  Gallery  than  there  was  in 
that  of  the  British  Museum.  The  insti- 
tution had  six  Trustees,  one  or  two  hav- 
ing been  Trustees  for  many  years.  One 
was  a  Colonial  Governor ;  and  if  he 
could  manage  the  a£Pairs  of  the  National 
Gallery  whue  in  a  distant  Oolony,  it  was 
evident  that  there  could  not  be  much  to 
do,  or  else  that  everything  was  managed 
on  the  drifting  principle.  Another  held 
an  office  in  the  Foreign  Service,  and  he 
had  been  absent  for  a  long  time  from 
England.  The  Ourator,  by  some  strange 
and  anomalous  arrangement,  was  almost 
invariably  a  past  Boyal  Academician. 
Then  they  haa  the  South  Kensington 
Museum,  where  his  hon.  Friend  could 
find  an  exemplification  of  the  principle 
which  he  desired  to  have  extended. 
But  though  the  Gt)vemiiig  Body  were 
able,  active,  and  zealous,  they  could  not 
do  all  the  good  they  might  do,  and  which 
the  countiy  not  unreasonably  looked  for 
from  them.  He  was  not  able  to  eive 
the  figures  for  the  last  year,  as  the  Ke- 
port  of  the  Museum  for  1880  had  not  yet 
been  presented ;  but  he  saw  by  the  Be- 
port  of  1879  that  through  the  agency  of 
the  circulating  department  of  the  South 
Kensington  Museum  no  fewer  than 
1,670,000  persons  had  been  enabled  to 
visit  exhibitions  of  art  objects  sent  from 
South  Kensington  to  the  large  I^vin- 
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dal  towns.  That  whioh  was  tb 
with  South  Kensinp^n  ought  to  be  the 
case  with  the  British  Museum  and  the 
National  Gallery.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Ipswich  proposed  by  his 
Amendment  to  give  grants  of  sums  of 
money  to  Provincialmuseumsto  purchaae 
works  of  art  for  themselves.  But  he 
should  remember  that  every  acquirer 
looked  upon  every  other  acquirer  with 
feelings  of  hate  and  mistrust;  and  he 
feared  that  those  feelings  would  not  be 
absent  from  the  minds  of  the  oonductora 
of  the  Provincial  museums,  who  would 
thus  be  enabled  to  go  into  the  market 
and  bid  against  each  other. 

Mb.  JESSE  OOLLINGS  said,  his  sug- 
gestion was  that  the  South  Kensington 
authorities  should  make  or  sanction  the 
purchases. 

Mb.  MAGNIAO  said,  there  was  one 
real  remedy  which  ought  to  be  adopted 
— namely,  the  establishing  of  a  central 
department  to  govern  all  those  bodies. 
Tms  was  certain,  that  it  was  impossible 
things  could  be  left  much  longer  in  their 
present  state — some  sufiering  from  stag- 
nation, some  from  incapacity,  and  others 
from  uselessnees.  The  first  thing  the  Cen- 
tral Body  should  do  would  be  to  dasmfy 
all  the  existing  collections.  At  the 
British  Museum,  for  example,  there  was 
a  magnificent  collection  of  etchings,  en- 
gravings, and  drawings  bv  the  ^reat 
masters;  while  many  of  me  origmals 
were  in  the  National  (gallery.  They 
ought  to  be  together,  for  the  object  of 
all  collectors  was  completeness ;  and  the 
same  observation  appued  to  South  Ken- 
sington, which  haa  recently  entered  on 
the  domain,  one  not  its  own,  of  clas- 
sical antiquities.  That  vexy  day  he  had 
seen  in  the  National  Gallery  three  of  the 
most  deplorable  specimens  of  pictures 
that  had  ever  been  placed  there.  Pro- 
bably they  never  would  have  been  placed 
there  at  all  if  we  had  had  a  governing 
authori^  which  was  competent  to  put  its 
foot  down  on  purchases  of  this  kind. 
The  appointment  of  such  an  authority 
would  also  be  a  remedy  for  the  state  of 
chaos  in  which  some  of  our  museums 
were  placed  by  bequests  and  gifts  of  ob- 
jects of  classical  and  mediaeval  anti- 
quity, and  objects  of  art  and  of  natural 
science,  which  were  left  or  presented  on 
the  condition  that  thev  should  all  be 
kept  in  one  place.  Probably  the  objee- 
tion  of  testators  to  the  unnecessary  dis- 
persal of  their  collections  would  be  re- 
moved if  they  knew  that  the  objects  tlugi 
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beqaealshed  would  be  diatributed  in  suit- 
able quarters  by  a  responsible  (ientral 
auihoriijr.  In  conoluBion,  he  would  ex- 
press a  nope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  V  ice  President  of  the  Oouncil 
would  find  time  to  deal  with  tiiis  ques- 
tion. No  method  of  making  nrants  in 
aid,  howoTSr  well  meant,  oould  effeotu'^ 
ally  graDple  with  the  subjeot,  which 
ouffht  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  manner  he 
had  indicated. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  to  interpose  in  the  discussion, 
whiehy  he  admitted,  had  been  produc- 
tiire  of  gpreat  advantage ;  but  he  would 
ask  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ipswich  (Mr.  Jidsse  (Tellings)  to  with- 
draw his  Motion.  He  (Mr.  Mundella) 
fully  recognized  the  importance  of  the 
question,  and  entirely  ^mpathized  with 
tiie  desire  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  that  Municipal  Museums 
should  be  established  in  me  principal 
towns  ia  England  and  shoula  receive 
some  assistance  irotn.  the  central  autho- 
rity. But  assistance  in  the  shape  of 
lending  valuable  works  of  art  could  not 
be  given  by  the  Government  to  all  the 
museums  in  England.  To  the  existence 
fd  the  South  Kensington  Museum  was 
due  the  fitct  that  every  considerable  Pro- 
mdal  town  was  desirous  of  having  a 
nmilar  institution  of  its  own.  Increase 
d  appetite  grew  from  what  it  fed  upon. 
The  question  was,  how  the  desired  ob- 
ject was  to  be  attained  ?  Was  it  to  be 
attained  by  means  of  mints  from  the 
Imperial  Ihcchequer  ?  He  asserted  that 
that  would  be  impossible.  Even  if  the 
tiling  were  possible,  it  would  be  wrong 
to  come  to  the  Exchequer  and  say — 
"You  must  set  up  a  museum  in  every 
great  town  in  England."  The  thing 
was  impossible  owing  to  ihe  rarity  of 
the  obiects— even  the  duplicates — ^to 
be  exhibited,  and  they  were  becoming 
more  scarce  and  costly  every  day.  u 
would  be  utterly  impossible,  for  example, 
to  collect  another  South  Kensington 
Museum.    His  hon.  Friend  asked  that 

rits  for  these  works  of  art  should  not 
confined  to  London,  Dublin,  and 
Edinburgh ;  and  another  hon.  Membet 
^ICr.  Wiffgin)  said  your  Science  Pro- 
nasors  and  your  mining  engineers  should 
aot  be  connned  to  London,  but  should 
be  peripatetic.  ''They  ought  to  go 
into  the  mining  districts,  and  teach  those 
•Bgaffed  in  mining  and  other  industries 
th^bwinesB."  Now^whatdidtheMisiag 


School  in  London  exist  for  ?  Th^re  was 
no  mining  business  in  Lcmdon ;  but  the 
school  was  there  because  it  was  a  great 
centre,  and  it  existed  solely  for  the  Pro-^ 
vinoes  and  other  districts  in  Enffland. 
His  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  thiiuc  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  existed  ex- 
clusively for  the  benefit  of  London.  He 
(Mr.  Mundella)  was  only  responsible  for 
one  portion  of  that  Museum — ^the  Science 
and  Art  Departm^it.  That  Departanent 
existed  infinitely  more  for  the  Provinces 
than  for  London.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Jesse  OoUings)  expressed  surprise.  Let 
him  point  out  to  him  that,  although  he 
put  a  Notice  on  the  Paper,  asking  the 
House  to  declare  that  these  grants 
should  not  be  confined  to  London,  Dub- 
lin, and  Edinburgh,  but  should  be  more 
equally  distributed  to  the  Provinces, 
that  was  exactly  what  was  done  in  the 
case  of  those  grants.  Of  the  Science 
School  and  Science  grant,  £33,842,  or 
84  per  cent,  went  to  the  schools  in  the 
Provinces,  while  £6,386,  or  16  pw  cent 
only,  went  to  the  schools  in  London, 
Duolin,  or  Edinburgh.  Again,  of  the 
aid  grant  to  art  schools,  £22,510,  or  78 
per  cent,  went  to  the  Provinces,  and 
only  £6,461,  or  22  per  cent,  to  London, 
Dublin,  or  Edinburgh.  The  sum  of 
£8,594  was  given  to  the  School  of  Mines, 
practically  for  instruction  entirely  ibr 
the  Provincial  industries.  He  would 
now  take  the  art  training  schools  in 
London,  Dublin  and  Edinburgh,  whi(^ 
h^ned  nearly  all  the  teachers  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  Of  150  and  odd  art 
schools  in  the  country,  the  teachers  in 
about  130  schools  had  been  trained  at 
South  Kensington  Local  Schools,  also, 
had  the  privilege  of  purchasing  works 
of  art  and  necessaries  at  prime  cost. 
Surely  that  was  encouraging  art  in  the 
Provinces.  A  special  Beport  had  been 
published  of  the  circulation  of  art  objects 
belonging  to  South  Kensington  Museum. 
Every  Member  of  the  House  could  as- 
certain what  had  been  done.  They  had 
a  large  staff,  working  at  its  fullest 
strength,  engaged  in  circulating  the 
South  Kensington  works  of  art.  He 
had  no  wish  to  reflect  on  the  British 
Museum  ot  the  National  Galleiy ;  but 
he  would  say,  if  thwe  was  one  institu- 
tion which  cud  its  work  effectually,  and 
which  had  be^i  worked  to  the  very 
fullest  stretch  of  its  capacity,  it  was  the 
South  Kensington  Museum.  Indeed, 
his  own  Mends  were  in  the  habit  of 
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complaiiiiiig  that  whenever  they  went 
to  that  Museum  to  see  some  particular 
work  of  art  the  case  was  empty,  and  a 
label  announced  that  it  was  lent,  to 
Birmingham  or  some  other  Provincial 
town.  The  number  of  art  objects, 
paintings,  and  drawings,  estimated  at 
five  years'  purchase,  alone  circulated 
in  the  Provincial  towns  in  1880  was 
9,437 ;  of  scientific  apparatus,  1,970. 
Examples  were  circulatea  in  55  institu- 
tions. The  cost  of  circulation  amounted 
to  £4,659.  He  thoroughly  agreed  with 
the  Mover  and  the  Seconder  of  the  Be- 
solution  in  reference  to  our  local  indus- 
tries. He  believed  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg),  who  was 
about  to  serve  on  a  Technical  Education 
Commission,  would  find  that  no  country 
in  Europe  was  doing  as  much  for  art,  as 
applied  to  manufactures,  as  was  being 
done  in  this  country  at  this  moment 
through  the  medium  of  the  South  Ken- 
sington Museum.  How  they  could  assist 
these  museums  was  in  the  matter  of  re- 
production. His  hon.  Friend  seemed 
to  overlook  the  fact  that  for  the  first 
time  this  year  a  Vote  of  £2,000  would 
be  taken  for  reproduction  of  works  of 
art,  ancient  and  mediaeval,  and  Votes  of 
£1,500  under  sub-head  4.  Objects  which 
would  cost  £3,000,  and  whose  value 
would  be  more  than  double  that  amount, 
would  be  given  for  the  small  contribu- 
tion of  £1,500  from  the  localties.  If 
the  sum  was  not  larger  it  was  not  his 
fault ;  he  had  done  ms  best  to  make  it 
larger.  His  hon.  Friend  hoped  that 
he  would  not  fall  short  of  the  promises 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
in  1877  ;  but  he  thought  he  had  gone  a 
good  deal  beyond  the  noble  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  on  the  occasion  re- 
ferred to,  that  the  present  was  a  time 
when  the  resources  of  the  country  were 
strained,  and  a  strict  economy  was  very 
properly  exercised  by  those  who  had 
control  of  the  public  expenditure,  so 
that  the  hands  of  Ministers  in  charge  of 
the  various  Departments  were  much 
tied.  The  noble  Lord  added  that  the 
Government  would  not  overlook  the 
matter,  which  would  receive  careful 
consideration,  and  when  it  came  under 
discussion  next  year  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  able  to  g^ve  an  opi- 
nion one  way  or  the  other.  That  was 
what  was  said  by  the  noble  Lord ;  but 
this  year  the  Gbvemment  were  prepared 

Mr.MundeUa 


to  give  £8,00b  for  reprodaotions,  which 
the  Provincial  towns  miffht  have  for 
half  the  cost  if  they  would  only  begin 
to  help  themselves.  When  he  sat  below 
the  Gangway,  for  three  years  in  suoces- 
sion  he  brought  in  a  Bill  to  enable  every 
locality  to  rate  itself  under  the  Free 
Libraries  and  Museums  Act  to  the 
amount  of  2d.  in  the  pound.  The  Muni-^ 
cipalities  ought  not  to  be  fettered  in  the 
way  they  were  at  present.  This  House 
unduly  exercised  a  controlling  power 
when  it  said  that  for  free  libraries  and 
museums  only  a  rate  of  Id.  in  the  pound 
would  be  allowed.  A  second  Id.  would 
pay  for  the  museums;  and,  what  was 
more,  local  liberality  would  be  developed 
to  an  enormous  extent.  Li  Birmingham 
one  person  alone  had  subscribed  £8,000, 
and  a  few  others  £7,000  more.  That 
was  only  a  beginning,  and  he  was  as 
sure  as  he  was  of  his  existence  that  in  a 
few  years  Birmingham  would  have  a 
fine  museum.  Such  institutions  were, 
of  course,  not  built  in  a  day.  The  col- 
lection at  South  Kensington  was  the 
laughing-stock  of  the  country  for  a  longf 
time ;  but  now  the  public  had  come  to 
appreciate  its  value.  It  was  rather  dis- 
creditable to  us  that  we  had  no  gallezy 
of  the  finest  casts.  At  South  Kensing- 
ton they  had  resolved  to  have  a  gallery 
of  casts.  They  were  prepared  to  have 
Votes  year  after  year  for  the  purpose, 
and  if  those  Votes  went  on  increasing 
he  should  be  the  better  pleased.  Hishon. 
Friend  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  what 
had  been  already  achieved.  It  was  doe 
to  the  persistency  and  eloquence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg) 
that  they  had  a  Vote  on  the  Estimates 
this  year.  Let  his  friends  in  Manches- 
ter and  Birmingham  and  elsewhere  ac- 
cept what  the  Government  were  doing 
this  year,  and  next  year  he  should  be 
happy  to  see  what  the  Treasury  would 
do  for  those  most  useftd  institutions* 
The  cultivation  of  the  love  of  beautf 
and  the  feeling  for  art  workmanship 
would  be  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  the 
Provinces.  If  the  matter  was  onoe  set 
on  foot,  local  liberality  would  come  to 
the  aid  of  local  rates,  and  with  sudi 
duplicates  as  the  Department  was  pre- 
pared to  give  the  towns  would  have 
splendid  museums.  He  must  remind 
the  House  that  it  was  not  by  grants 
from  the  State  that  the  great  towns 
of  Italy,  Germany,  and  other  oountrior 
created  their  museums ;  bat  it  was  1^ 
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the  spirit  and  local  patriotism  of  their 
oitizeoiB  which  made  people  proud  of 
thMT  towns.  He  did  not  think  that 
Ltyerpooly  Manchester,  or  Birmingham 
was  aefident  in  that  local  patriotism 
which  characterized  Florence  and  other 
dtiee  which  were  distin^^nished  on  the 
Continent  for  their  devotion  to  and  cul- 
tiration  of  art. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK   said,   he 
hegged  the  House  to  distinguish  between 
what  the  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum 
oould  do  leg^y  and  what  they  could 
not     Several  ^ngs  which  had  been 
alluded  to  on  the  present  occasion  were 
entirely  beyond  their  powers.    The  hon. 
Member    for   Bedford    (Mr.  Magniac) 
wished  that  the  Trustees  should  hand 
over  their  prints  to  the  National  Gal- 
lenr.    The  Trustees  had  no  more  power 
to  hand  over  those  prints  than  his  hon. 
Friend.    They  were  strictly  tied  down. 
He  was   sure  he  might  say  that  the 
Trustees  were  ready  to  consider  any  sug- 
fl;estions  which  might  be  thrown  out; 
out  it  was  hardly  fair  to  blame  them  for 
not  doing  what  they  had  no  power  to 
do.    Then  his  hon.  Friend  said  that  the 
Trustees  might  have  brought  in  a  Bill 
to  enable  them.     He  did  not  think  it 
was  for  the  Trustees  to  do  so.   In  1878, 
an   Act    passed   through    that    House 
enabling    the  Trustees  to    give   away 
duplicates,  and  from  that  moment  they 
were   endeavouring   to    carrv  out  the 
object  of  the  Act  as  faithfully  as  they 
oould.  They  had  in  the  British  Museum, 
perhaps,  the  very  finest  collection  in  the 
world,  of  which  the  nation  might  well 
be  proud.      He  hoped   that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  for  the  present  be  con- 
tented  with    the    discussion   that  had 
been  rdsed,  and  would  not   go  to  a 
division.    There  was  evidently  so  much 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  reconsidering 
the  position  of  the  National  Museums, 
that  the  whole  subject  might,  perhaps, 
be  discussed  with  advantage  another 
year. 

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH  said,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  bear  testimony  to  the 
readiness  with  which  the  authorities  of 
the  South  Kensington  Museum  had  as- 
flisted  the  efforts  which  had  recently 
been  made  to  establish  a  local  museum 
at  Bradford.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Shefiaeld  (Mr.  Mundella) 
had  cheerfully  complied  with  the  request 
which  had  been  made  to  him.  His  non. 
I'aend  the  Member  for  East  Cumbw- 


land  (Mr.  E.  S.  Howard),  with  equal 
readiness,  when  an  application  was  made 
to  the  National  Gallery,  undertook,  on 
behalf  of  that  institution,  to  do  all  that 
he  could,  and  the  residt  was  that  a 
valuable  collection  had  been  lent  to 
Bradford.  It  was  not  known  or  antici« 
pated  at  Bradford  that  these  liberal 
concessions  would  be  made,  and  the 
grants  had  been  received  with  the 
greatest  gratification  and  surprise.  He 
suggested  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
importance  of  letting  it  be  generallv 
known  that  these  collections  at  South 
Kensington  and  elsewhere  were  available 
for  the  use  of  localities  even  if  it  were  only 
for  a  short  period.  But  he  co^essed  that 
he  was  not  altogether  satisfied  with  the 
position  of  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He 
had  said  that  it  was  necessary  to  keep 
the  great  originals  in  London,  where 
they  would  be  sufficiently  guarded.  He 
thought  that  some  of  these  sreat  pic- 
tures and  obiects  of  art  would  be  a  great 
ornament  to  local  museums,  and  it  would 
be  a  relief  in  many  instances  to  over- 
crowded galleries  in  London  to  send 
them  away.  He  thought  that,  so  far  as 
educational  results  were  concerned,  the 
Provinces  would  receive  as  much  benefit 
from  these  exhibitions  as  the  people  of 
London  did.  He  mi&^ht  go  further,  and 
say  that  it  was  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, in  regard  to  the  mdustries  of 
many  parts  of  England,  that  there  should 
be  bigher  education  in  arts  and  science. 
He  quite  agreed  that  the  National  Ex- 
chequer should  not  be  liable  for  the 
whole  of  the  attendant  expense;  but 
wherever  districts  had  shown  a  desire 
to  have  these  collections,  and  to  esta- 
blish a  course  of  art  studies,  such  as 
Manchester,  Liverpool,  or  Birmingham, 
he  thought  the  Department  should  deal 
with  these  localities  in  a  liberal  way. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  pointed  out 
that  a  sum  of  £1,500  for  this  year  had 
been  set  aside  for  the  distribution  of  art 
objects,  in  addition  to  £2,000  for  their 
reproduction ;  and  he  held  out  that  as 
an  earnest  of  better  things  to  come. 
He  must  say  that  to  him  the  sum  ap- 
peared to  be  contem]^tible.  An  hon. 
Friend  sitting  near  him  had  said  the 
figure  must  be  £150,000.  He  should 
have  been  satisfied,  too,  if  that  had  been 
the  figure.  The  sum  of  £1,500  was  alto- 
gether inadequate,  and  almost  an  insult 
to  the  country.  He  must  ask  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  bring  greater  pressure 
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upon  the  Treasury;  and  he  suggested 
that  if  economy  were  to  be  practised, 
as  he  argued  was  desirable,  it  should  be 
carried  out  in  the  direction  of  saving 
the  tons  of  gunpowder  that  were  blown 
away  in  gunnery  experiments  and  such 
like.  It  had  been  said  that  London  was 
a  convenient  centre  for  these  collections, 
and  that  the  art  objects  there  exhibited 
were  accessible  to  persons  from  all  parts 
of  the  country.  But  there  were  many 
struggling  young  men  throughout  the 
country  who  would  be  eager  to  avail 
themselves  of  these  treasures  if  they 
were  within  a  short  distance  of  their 
homes ;  but  the  expense  of  a  journey  to 
London  and  of  remaining  there  for  such 
a  time  as  to  make  their  studies  valuable 
was  a  very  serious  matter. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  wished,  in  the  first 
place,  to  acknowledge  in  the  strongest 
terms  the  manner  in  which  the  South 
Kensington  Museum  authorities  assisted 
with  loans  and  articles  for  exhibition 
those  locajities  which  desired  such  as- 
sistance. He  had  occasion  recently  to 
go  with  a  deputation  from  Glasgow  to 
the  Department  on  this  subject,  and 
he  could  assure  the  House  they  were 
met  more  than  half-way.  The  Depart- 
ment was  now  engaged  in  making  a 
selection  of  most  valuable  articles  of 
Oriented  art  to  be  sent  down  to  an  exhi- 
bition in  Glasgow.  He  did  not  think,  how- 
ever, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
really  met  the  question  before  the  House. 
There  was  a  want  of  management  in 
connection  with  the  great  museums — 
the  National  Gallery  and  the  British 
Museum — which  was  very  much  to  be 
condemned.  Only  the  other  day,  two 
pictures  by  David  Roberts  were  be- 
queathed to  the  nation ;  but  the  National 
Gallery,  having  already  pictures  by  that 
artist  on  its  walls,  refused  to  accept  them. 
Why  could  not  these  pictures  have  been 
taken  by  the  nation,  put  into  a  circulating 
department  with  others,  and  sent  round 
the  country  ?  Simply  because  the  Na- 
tional Gallery  happened  to  be  crowded, 
valuable  pictures  of  this  kind  were  de- 
clined as  a  bequest.  The  main  point  of 
his  hon.  Friend  TMr.  Jesse  CoUings)  was 
the  treatment  oi  the  Provinces  as  com- 
pared with  London,  and  that  was  a 
complaint  which  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  had 
been  making  ever  since  he  came  into 
the  House.  London  had  everything  done 
for  it,  and  did  nothing  for  itself ;  whereas 
Provincial  cities  did  everything  for  ihem- 
Mr.  lUinqwwth 


selves,  and  were  left  to  do  so.  At  T»re- 
sent,  grants  were  only  given  to  London, 
Dublin,  and  Edinbur^.  They  were 
given,  he  believed,  to  Edinburgh  and 
Dublin  because  they  were  considered  as 
Metropolitan;  but  the  industrial  mn** 
seums  were  misplaced.  There  was  an 
industrial  museum  at  Edinburgh  sup- 
ported by  the  State;  but  Edmburgh 
was  not  an  industrial  city.  Glasgow  and 
Dundee  were  the  two  chief  industrial 
towns  in  Scotland,  and  they,  if  any,  ought 
to  receive  such  assistance  from  the  State« 
Some  hon.  Members  objected  to  anything 
being  done  for  industrial  towns  ;  but 
urged  that  grants  should  only  be  given 
for  the  Metropolis.  But  they  seemed  to 
forget  that  the  prosperity  of  the  Metro- 
pohs  depended  upon  the  prosperity  of 
the  Provmcial  towns,  and  the  prosperity 
of  those  towns  was  only  to  be  kept  up  1^ 
'  ■       we  possibly  could  to 


doing  eve 

promote  the  tedSmioal  education  of  the 
people  of  those  towns.  It  was  from  that 
point  of  view  that  he  ventured  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ipswich. 

Me.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  British  Museum 
had  a  valuable  collection  of  engravings 
which  no  one  hardly  ever  saw.  Some 
time  ago,  when  an  exhibition  of  engrav- 
ings was  held  at  Burlington  House,  the 
British  Museum  did  not  come  forward 
and  contribute  to  that  eidiibition,  so 
that  the  public  had  no  opportunity  of 
seeiuff  what  engravings  the  nation  pos- 
sessed 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  The  Trustees 
of  the  British  Museum  have  no  power 
to  lend  their  collection  of  engraving^. 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  thought 
if  that  was  the  case  it  would  be  a  good 
thing  to  give  the  Trustees  that  power. 
Those  engravings,  if  they  could  be  seen 
by  the  public,  would  do  much  to  im- 
prove the  artistic  taste  of  the  people. 

Mb.  WOODALL  said,  most  of  them 
who  had  experience  in  museums  must 
know  that  what  was  wanted  was  not 
merely  permanent  collections  with  whiidi 
people  became  familiar  and  in  time  very 
weary,  but  that  which  was  continually 
fresh,  suggesting  new  lines  of  thought ; 
and  it  was  because  it  accomplished  that 
particular  end  that  he  wish^  to  tender 
nis  strouR  acknowledgments  of  the  vexy 
great  value  of  the  oiroulating  depart- 
ment of  South  Kensington.  ThatB3rsteBi 
of  oizonlation  where  ImaI  : 
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eeteblished  had  worked  rery  well  for  a 
number  of  3rear8  with  very  contracted 
material,  and  it  was  only  within  com- 
pamtiTQly  recent  times  that  works  had 
been  ta^en  out  of  the  museum  proper 
and  sent  circulating  round  the  country. 
With  the  encouragement  of  the  House, 
and  such  pressure  as  the  House  could 
ezerdse  upon  the  (Jovemment,  strength- 
ening them  in  that  Beaolution,  he  saw 
no  reason  why  the  whole  of  the  South 
Koiaington  Museum  should  not  be  made 
aTttQable  throughout  the  Provinces.    It 
appeared  to  him  that  their  aim  should 
be  to  encourage,  strengthen,  and  extend 
this  system,  rather  than  to  ask  for  aid 
tor  the  purchase  of  a  permanent  collec- 
tion, to  he  kept  in  the  local  museums. 
He  mi^ht  mention    that  in  his    own 
bOTOugh  there  were  three  museums  at 
tiiat  moment  which  were  aided  by  grants 
from  the  circulation  department.    Be- 
oently,  when  they  wanted  a  collection 
of  Japanese  examples  a  certain  sum  of 
money  was  subBoribed  in  order  to  secure 
the  50  per  cent  aid  given  by  the  Depart- 
ment   The  result  was  they  obtained  a 
Tory  valuable  collection ;  and  while  this 
oodd  be  done,  it  was  unreasonable  to 
ask  the  House  to  pass  a  Hesolution  to 
the  effect  that  grants  in  aid  of  Industrial 
and  Art  Museums  were  not  to  be  confined 
to  London,  Edinburgh  and  Dublin.  He 
would  only  ask  that  in  granting  this  aid 
the  Department  should  abolish  the  dis- 
tmotion  which  had  been  a  little  embar- 
raamng  in  limiting  the  aid  to  Museums 
in  connection  with  Schools  of  Art. 

Me.  MTJNDELLA  :  That  has  already 
been  done. 

Mb.  WOODALL  said,  he  was  glad 
of  that.  Where  localities  had  pro- 
vided free  libraries  and  establisned 
mnseums,  they  gave  the  Department 
an  afisoranoe  that  objects  sent  to  them 
would  be  oared  for,  and  proper  faci- 
lities afforded  for  the  public  seeing 
them.  One  other  suff^stion  was  that 
the  value  of  these  objects  of  art  sent 
down  from  time  to  time  would  be  largely 
increased  if  a  system  of  lectures  were 
organized  for  the  purpose  of  giving  an 
exposition  of  the  objects  themselves. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  48 ;  Noes 
W:  Majority  87.— (Div.  List,  No.  360.) 

Main  Questicni  proposed,  <<That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair." 


SCIENCE     AND     ART     DEPARTMENT, 
SOUTH      KENSINGTON  —  UNITED 
WESTMINSTER  SCHOOLS  OF  ART- 
CASE  OF  MR.  GOFFIN,  THE  HEAD 
MASTER.— OBSERVATIONS. 
LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON,  who 
had  the  following  Hesolution  on  the 
Paper : — 

"  That  the  retention  by  the  Governors  of  the 
United  WeBtminster  Schools  of  Mr.  Goffin  as 
head  master  of  that  public  institution,  after  he 
had,  by  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House 
specially  appointed  in  1879  to  inquire  into  his 
conduct  at  tne  request  of  the  Gh>yemor8  of  the 
Schools,  been  found  g^ty  of  a  systematic  course 
of  fraud,  falsehood,  and  subornation,  is  a  public 
scandal,  and  as  such  demands  the  immediate 
attention  of  the  Education  Office  and  Charity 
Commissioners," 

said,  it  was  with  great  regret  that  he 
was  oompelled,  in  the  interest  of  publio 
morality,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  case ;  but  the  issues  in- 
volved were  so  grave,  and  so  affected, 
not  only  the  whole  system  of  science  in- 
struction provided  and  paid  for  by  the 
State,  but  so  directly  impugned  the 
honour  and  authority  of  the  Bouse  of 
Oommons,  that  he  had  no  alternative, 
even  at  this  period  of  the  Session,  but 
to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House. 
He  was  afraid,  however,  that  if  he  had 
been  able  to  put  his  Besolution  it  would 
have  been  regarded  as  couched  in  strouff 
language ;  and,  therefore,  unless  he  laid 
before  the  House  the  Aill  details  of  the 
accusation  it  might  appear  so  incompre- 
hensible as  not  to  be  worthy  of  credit. 
It  was  neceesazy,  in  the  first  place,  that 
the  House  should  remember  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  these  science  and  art 
examinations  were  conducted  and  the 
method  of  payment  consequent  thereon. 
AU  moneys  paid  through  the  Education 
Office  or  the  Art  and  Science  Depart- 
ment to  managers  of  schools  for  the 
support  of  schools  or  classes  were  de- 
pendent upon  the  results  of  certain  pre- 
scribed examinations.  In  elementary 
schools  these  examinations  were  con- 
ducted in  person  by  the  Education  In- 
spectors and  they  ranged  over  the  whole 
year.  For  art  and  science  there  was  a 
different  system.  The  examinations 
were  conducted  by  printed  papers  issued 
at  a  certain  given  date  to  all  the  schools 
and  classes  in  the  Kingdom ;  the  ex- 
aminations were  held  simultaneously, 
and  all  the  papers  ?rere  then  sent  back 
to  the  Art  and  Science  Department,  were 
examined  by  the  various  Fhyfessora  at 
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South  Kenaingtoxiy  and  for  eTOxy  oliild , 
or  individual  who  passed  a  certain  test 
in  any  one  or  more  &;iven  subjects  a  pay- 
ment of  £1  per  head  for  each  subject  so 
passed  was  paid  to  the  school  or  class  in 
which  he  had  been  taught.  A  certain 
interval  must  necessarily  elapse  between 
the  date  at  which  these  examination 
papers  were  distributed  by  South  Ken- 
sington and  the  day  upon  which  the 
examination  was  held,  and  during  that 
period  the  secretary  or  committee  of  the 
School  of  Arts  were  specially  responsible 
for  their  safe  custody.  As  an  aaditional 
precaution  against  fraud,  two  members 
of  the  committee  were  requested  to  per- 
sonally vouch  by  their  signatures  that 
the  regulations  and  con£tions  of  the 
Department  had  in  every  sense  been 
complied  with.  Upon  the  faithful  ful- 
filment of  these  duties  depended  the 
whole  system  of  examination ;  if  the 
committee  thoroughly  performed  their 
self  -  imposed  duties,  nothing  could 
be  simpler  and  more  satisfactory 
than  its  working;  if  they  neglected 
them,  the  examination  might  become  a 
fraud  of  the  worst  description,  inculcat- 
ing deceit  and  dishonesty  into  the  minds 
of  the  children  examined.  The  pay- 
ments made  for  teaching  science  far  ex- 
ceeded those  paid  for  elementary  in- 
struction. Few  elementary  schools  ob- 
tained for  all  the  subjects  taught  under 
the  Oode  a  payment  of  £1  per  scholar, 
whereas  every  pass  in  science  brings  in 
£1,  and  many  students  take  up  several 
science  subjects  at  a  time.  During 
the  time  he  was  at  the  Education 
OfiQlce,  a  good  many  instances  of  fraud 
in  connection  with  these  art  and  science 
examinations  came  before  him;  in  al- 
most every  instance  they  were  the  result 
of  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
mittee or  Roveming  body  of  the  school. 
Of  the  uimappy  cases  by  far  the  worst 
were  the  frauds  of  Mr.  Goffin,  the  pre- 
sent head  master  of  the  Westminster 
United  Schools.  These  schools  were 
established  by  a  scheme  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commissioners,  and  were  sup- 
ported by  funds  previously  administered 
oy  the  Corporation  of -London.  They 
were  among  the  largest  middle-class 
schools  in  the  Metropolis,  containing 
over  600  boys.  Being  secondary  schools, 
they  were  not  under  the  Education  De- 
paitment,  and  the  only  authorities  hav- 
ing any  indirect  control  over  them  were 
the  Charity  Commissioners.  Mr.  Gk>ffin, 
an  elementary  certificated  teaoheri  was 
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in  1874,  at  a  salary  of  £500  per  annum, 
appointed  head  master  of  the  schools  by 
the  Governing  Body,  of  whom  the  hoiu 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir 
Sydney  Waterlow)  was  the  chairman. 
Mr.  Coffin  proceeded  to  establish  art 
and  science  dasses  in  connection  wi^ 
South  Kensington,  and  the  paymeoti 
made  for  such  teaching  through  &e  Oo* 
vemors  were,  in  1875,  £86  to  Sir.  Goffin, 
£8  to  anassbtant ;  in  1876,  to  Mr.  Goffin 
£355  10«.,  to  the  assistant  £41— total, 
£396  \0i.  In  1877,  to  Mr.  Goffin  £386, to 
thea8sistant£65— total,£451.  Theaepay- 
menta  were  all  made  upon  the  certificate 
of  the  Governors  that  all  the  precantions 
and  regulations  of  the  Department  had 
been  fulfilled  to  the  letter.  Very  shortly 
after  he  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  was 
appointed  Vice  President  of  the  CoundL 
In  May,  1878,  two  days  after  the  scienoe 
examination,  Colonel  Donnelly,  the  head 
of  the  Science  Department,  was  visited 
by  a  man,  who  said  that,  as  a  matter  of 
duty,  he  felt  compelled  to  inform  him  of 
what  was  going  on  in  the  Westminster 
Schools.  Though  not  a  master  himseli^ 
he  had  a  brother  in  that  Institution,  who 
told  him  he  believed  that  by  some  means 
Mr.  Goffin  got  hold  of  the  papers  before 
the  examination,  as  the  ''tips/'  which 
was  the  term  given  to  his  lessons  just 
previous  to  the  examination,  were  unde- 
niable answers  to  the  questions  set.  His 
brother,  to  test  the  nature  of  these 
"  tips,''  got  the  notes  of  a  boy  taken  at 
a  chemistry  lesson  just  previous  to  the 
examination.  These  notes  were  given 
to  a  master  of  the  name  of  Hall,  who 
was  going  up  for  the  same  examination, 
but  had  not  been  present  at  this  lesson, 
as  soon  as  the  chemistty  examination 
was  over.  On  comparing  the  notes  with 
the  examination  paper,  Colonel  Don- 
nelly's informant  discovered  that  they 
were  eight  direct  answers  to  eight  of  the 
questions  set,  the  number  of  questions 
to  be  answered  at  this  examination 
being  limited  to  eight.  The  name  of  the 
boy  who  took  the  notes  was  unknown 
to  him.  Colonel  Donnelly  was  much 
startied  by  this  information.  If  the 
notes  were  authentic,  Mr.  Coffin's  guilt 
was  clear ;  and  if  one  master  had  know- 
ledge of  the  contents  of  the  examination 
papers,  it  was  not  unlikely  that  others 
might  have  obtained  similar  informa- 
tion. Colonel  Donnelly  immediately  took 
with  him  to  the  schools  two  experienced 
Inspectors,  Mr.  Iselin  and  Outatn 
Abney,  and  they  informed  Mr.  Gomn  of 
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the  nature  of  the  charge  they  had  to 
make  without  mentioning  the  name  of 
their  informant.    Mr.  Goffin  denied  that 
he  was  guilty.    An  examination  of  the 
boys  took  pface,  characterized  by  much 
ahufSing  and  prevarication  on  their  part, 
and  certain   of  their  note-books  with 
difficulty  were  secured.     The  evidence 
thus  obtained  was,  in  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  officers,  condusiTe  proofs 
01  the  authenticity  of  the  notes ;  for  the 
note-books  corroborated  the  notes  in  all 
particulars.    Colonel  Donnelly  expressed 
himself  in  strong  terms  with  regard  to 
the  shuffling  answers  of  the  boys,  and 
sent  the  notes  to  him  (Lord    George 
Hamilton).     When  he  said  that  he  sub- 
mitted this  matter  to  experts  at  South 
Eennngton,  be^hoped  the  House  would 
recollect  that  liiere  was  a  combination 
of  talent  there  such  as  there  was,  per- 
haps, not  to  be  found  in  any  other  De- 
p^taient,  including  Professors  Huxley, 
Bosooe,  and  others,  whose  names  were 
of  European  celebrity.    Throughout  the 
whole  01  this  painful  case  complete  and 
absolute    unanimity   prevailed    among 
these  gentlemen  concerning  the  charge 
against  Mr.  Goffin ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  opinion  of  men  of  immense 
practical  experience  in  the  Education 
Department    at    Whitehall    had    been 
equally     clear.      He     (Lord     George 
Hamilton)  went  through  the  case  with 
tiie  utmost    care,   and   in  his  opinion 
the  internal  evidence  was  overwhelm- 
ing; but  before  coming  to   any  final 
decision,  the  Department  communicated 
with  the  Gk>vemors,   asking  for  their 
▼iewB ;  they,  in  turn,  asked  for  a  more 
detailed  cbarge,  which  was  given  them, 
though  he  declined  to  part  with  the 
evidence  and  note-books  of  the  boys; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  suggested  to  the 
Geremors  a  visit  to  8ou&  Kensington 
to  enable  them  to  see  the  nature  of  these 
documents.    The  Governors  then  held  a 
petfonctory  inquiry  of  their  own,  and, 
endorsing  all  Mr.  Goffin's  statements, 
they  forwarded  the  result  of  their  la- 
bours to  South  Kensington,  threatening 
the  Department  with  a  legal  action  if 
the  charges  were  not  withdrawn.     He 
went  throuffh  the  defence  of  the  Go- 
vernors, and  he  found  tiiat,  so  far  from 
overthrowing,  it  most  conclusively  es- 
tablished Mr.  Goffin's  guilt.      He  de- 
dined  in    any  way   to  withdraw    the 
charges.    A  protracted  ooxrespondence 
ensued.     Finding  that  the  Governors 


were  impervious  to  anything  the  De^ 
partment  could  say,  its  decision  was 
made  absolute;  and  all 'Mr.  Goffin's  cer- 
tificates were  withdrawn.  The  threat- 
ened legal  action  was  not  brought.  In 
the  course  of  that  year  Mr.  Goffin 
became  one  of  the  committee  of  the 
National  Union  of  Elementary  Teachers, 
and,  in  consequence,  the  whole  power  of 
that  very  influential  body  was  used  on 
his  behalf.  Petitions  were  sent  to  almost 
every  Member  of  Parliament  with  an 
elaborate  defence  of  Mr.  Goffin,  and 
when  Parliament  met  in  the  ensuing 
year  the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone 
(Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  gave  Notice  of 
a  Motion  on  behalf  of  the  Governors  for 
a  Select  Oommittee  to  investigate  the 
case.  In  the  meanwhile  he  received  so 
many  communications  from  persons  whose 
opinions  he  respected,  that  he  went  with 
the  utmost  care  into  the  whole  case  more 
than  once,  and  the  evidence  began  so  to 
accumulate,  both  as  regards  Mr.  Goffin's 
antecedents,  as  well  as  his  conduct  at 
these  schools,  as  to  induce  the  belief 
that  for  many  years  past  he  had  carried 
on  a  system  of  wholesale  fraud.  In  1865 
he  was  master  at  Exton,  Oakham. 
Heavy  payments  were  made  to  him  for 
passing  smidl  children  through  a  num- 
ber of  science  subjects.  Doubts  were 
excited  in  the  minds  of  the  Examiners 
from  a  curious  identic  of  mistakes  in 
certain  papers.  The  suspicion  was  in- 
dignantly repelled  at  first  by  the  com- 
mittee; but  on  t^e  16th  of  October, 
1865,  they  admitted  the  charge  in  the 
following  terms : — 

"Inasmuch  as  you  wrote  to  the  committeo, 
through  me,  questioning  the  fair  dealing  of  the 
main  examinations,  though  the  points  ref etred 
to  were  honourably  carried  out,  yet  they  direct 
me  to  inform  you  a  communication  was  made 
last  week  by  the  bojrs— viz.,  the  questions  con- 
tained in  the  worlong  paper,  and  laid  before 
them  on  the  night  of  we  examination,  were  all 
known  to  them,  and  learnt  by  heart.  I  have 
further  to  acquaint  you  that  the  teacher  has  re- 
signed his  post  as  schoolmaster  here,  and  the 
class  consequently  has  broken  up." 

Mr.  GofiBln  next  attracted  attention  at  a 
school  at  Woking.  Children  of  tender 
years  were  taught  from  six  to  12  subjects 
of  science  at  a  time,  and  succeeded  in 
passing  in  many  of  them.  Again  the  sus- 

gicions  of  the  Department  were  aroused, 
even  separate  Inspectors'  Beports  were 
made  commenting  on  the  complele  ite- 
rance of  children  under  viva  voce  examina- 
tion compared  witi^  their  imifoxm  meoha* 
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nioal  answers  at  the  written  examina- 
tions. Constant  cases  of  copyingocourred. 
Mr.  Goffin  still  contrived  to  baffle  discovery 
by  the  adroitness  of  his  replies,  and  in 
1874,  mainly  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  managers  of  this  school,  he  was  ap- 
pointed head  master  of  the  Westminster 
Schools.  He  had  letters  which  he  would 
not  read  from  managers  both  of  the 
Woking  and  Exton  schools.  Both  were 
much  to  the  same  effect,  pointing  out 
how  Mr.  Goffin  had  deceived  them,  how 
thorough  their  confidence  in  him  had  been, 
and  how  he  had  concealed  his  faults  by 
a  most  extraordinary  power  of  lying. 
But  that  after  he  was  gone  his  system  of 
fraud  had  become  the  talk  of  the  place. 
By  a  mere  accident  he  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  received  information  which 
induced  the  Department  to  believe  that 
if  an  inquiry  on  oath  were  instituted 
such  an  exposure  would  ensue  as  would 
open  the  eyes  of  the  blindest,  and  ac- 
cordingly he  moved  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, as  it  was  the  only  means  by 
which  he  could  institute  such  an  in- 
quiry. It  was  appointed  in  July, 
1879,  and  Mr.  Lowe  (now  Lord  Sher- 
brooke)  became  its  Chairman,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ghravesend  (Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow)  representing  the  Governors. 
The  constitution  of  the  Committee  was 
perfectly  impartial,  and,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  himself  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gravesend,  no  one  knew  beforehand  of 
the  nature  of  the  evidence  to  be  brought 
before  the  Committee.  They  determined 
to  examine  witnesses  on  oath,  because 
they  believed  that  if  either  party  were 
disposed  they  could  raise  the  question 
in  a  Court  of  Law  by  bringing  an  action 
for  penury,  for  whereas  the  evidence 
given  oefore  a  Select  Committee  was 
privileged  so  far  as  libel  was  concerned, 
yet  the  witness  was  subject  to  the  same 
penalties  for  perjury  as  in  a  Court  of 
Law.  Mr.  Goffin  from  the  outset  had 
always  asserted  that  he  was  the  victim 
of  a  conspiracy,  into  which  teachers, 
pupils,  inspectors,  clergymen,  and  school 
managers  seemed  all  to  have  entered. 
The  Committee,  therefore,  determined 
to  allow  no  one  but  the  witness  under 
examination  to  be  in  the  room,  and  thus, 
by  subjecting  every  witness  to  the  most 
rigorous  examination,  prevent  the  pos- 
dbility  of  the  conspiracy,  such  as  Mr. 
Goffin  complained  of,  from  accomplish- 
ing its  purpose.  The  course  of  proce- 
dure thus  adopted  by  the  Committee 

Lord  0$org$  SamiUon 


was  en)eoially  favourable  to  the  speoiBl 
line  of  defence  of  Mr.  Goffin,  that  he 
was  the  victim  of  conspiracy.  He  should, 
in  the  interest  of  the  Department,  hove 
preferred  an  inquiry  open  to  the  public^ 
at  which  the  skilled  experts  of  the  De- 
partment could  themselves  have  con- 
ducted their  case.  As  it  was  he  w«s 
{>laced  at  mat  disadvantage.  The  ho»> 
tile  attitude  of  the  Governors  precluded 
him  from  making  the  necessary  preUmi- 
nary  inquiries  by  which  he  could  before 
this  Committee  have  ascertained  what 
teachers  and  boys  were  willing  to  speak 
the  truth  concerning  Mr.  Goffin's  pra»> 
tices.  He,  therefore,  summoned  audi 
witnesses  as  he  thought  were  likely  to 
speak  the  truth,  though  several,  he  knewy 
were  hostile  witnesses.  The  oral  eri- 
dence  extracted  from  them  was  over* 
whelming;  but  the  documentary  evi- 
dence was  even  stronger.  Teacher  aftet 
teacher  admitted  that  when  unfit  for 
examination  they  had  been  taught  the 
answers  to  questions  set  to  enable  them 
to  pass;  document  after  document  ia 
Mr.  Goffin's  own  handwriting  was  pzo- 
duced  giving  direct  answers  to  questiona 
set,  and  only  to  such  questions;  and 
letters  in  Mr.  Goffin's  handwriting  even 
more  criminating  were  produced.  Bojs 
came  up  who  had  passed  from  three  to 
six  subjects  in  science  when  under  18 
years  of  age  by  being  taught  the  answers 
by  heart  overnight  to  the  questions  seft, 
while  it  was  a  matter  of  physical  impos- 
sibility that  they  could  have  made  the 
attendances  necessary  to  qualify  them 
for  the  subjects  they  passed  in.  But  it 
was  not  merely  the  nature  of  the  evi* 
dence,  but  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
given,  that  carried  conviction.  Evenr 
witness  was  severely  cross-examined^ 
yet  the  information  obtained  from  the 
reluctant  fitted  with  a  nicety  and  aoou- 
racy  in  unforeseen  details  that  no  pre* 
meditation  could  have  insured.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  if  ihej 
could  have  gone  at  much  greater  length 
into  the  case  they  could  have  obtained 
revelations  far  more  startling.  But  the 
evidence  they  obtained  during  the  two 
or  three  days  when  they  examined  wit- 
nesses was  deemed  so  conclusive  and  so 
far  more  than  sufficient  for  the  purpose 
in  view,  that  they  did  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  take  further  evidence.  The 
whole  of  the  evidence  was  sent  to  Mr. 
Goffin,  and  he  had  a  week  to  prepare 
his  defence.    On  one  point  alone  the 
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0ni0W»  was  slightly  def eotive,  for,  al- 
ihaagli  the  anthentioity  of  the  notes 
given  to  Oolonel  Donnelly  was  distictly 
proved  by  several  witnesses,  the  Gom- 
nuttee  ware  unable  to  find  the  boy  who 
took  them.  Mr.  Gofi&n  oame  up  and  was 
examined  all  day.  They  were  reluctant 
to  examine  him  on  oath,  but  he  insisted. 
With  charaoteristic  audadty,  he  selected 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  weakest  point 
in  the  ease  against  him,  and  upon  it 
hinged  his  whole  defence.  He  ^eged 
that  he  was  the  victim  of  a  conspiracy, 
and  that  the  outoome  of  that  conspiracy 
was  the  concoction  of  these  notes  by 
certain  of  the  conspirators  whom  he 
moitioned  by  name»  and  it  was  because 
he  oonld  not  by.fair  means  have  given 
the  information  which  they  contained 
that  they  were  concocted  to  ruin  him. 
These  assertiona  were  made  on  oath. 
He  farther  said  thatinauiry  ought  to  be 
made  for  the  boy.  If  the  boy  was  in 
the  Bchool  why  was  he  not  f  orthoominff  ? 
If  not,  he  waa  entitled  to  assert  that  the 
notes  were  not  authentic.  He  made 
theee  and  other  statements ;  but  he  did 
not  get  any  direot  evidence  to  rebut  the 
chtfgee  brought  against  him,  though  he 

Sve  us  a  long  list  of  witnesses,  the  in- 
finoes  from  whose  evidence,  he  said, 
would,  in  his  belief,  disprove  what  had 
been  said  against  him.  It  would  have 
been  the  du^  of  the  Oommittee  to  have 
examined  all  these  witnesses  so  louff  as 
my  donbt  remained  on  their  minds ;  but 
the  next  day,  by  the  merest  accident,  the 
authors  of  theae  and  other  notes  were 
diaoovered.  In  looking  through  the 
examination  papers  of  the  chemistry 
daas,  which  had  been  in  the  hands  of 
the  Department  since  the  examination, 
en  officer  belonging  to  South  Kensington 
was  80  struck  with  the  extraordinary 
■uaihttity  between  the  symbols,  formu- 
la, and  writing  of  one  paper  and  the 
Botes  in  question  as  to  make  him  think 
thattheboy  whose  name  was  on  the  paper 
vea  the  author  of  the  notes.  The  boy 
vae  sent  for,  and  he  at  once  admitted 
that  the  notes  were  his,  and  taken  at  a 
Iwture  given  by  Mr.  GoflBai  just  previous 
to  the  examination.  They  compared  his 
neteewith  his  examination  papers.  It 
wee  absolutely  impossible  for  these  notes 
to  be  similar  to  the  examination  paper  by 
wodent,  for  the  answer  to  every  single 
question  on  the  examination  paper  was 
m  these  notes.  It  was  impossible  for 
v^Tone  to  l^ave  CQucocted  them  who  had 


not  seen  the  boya'  examination  paper.  He 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  was  examining 
the  boy,  Jones  by  name,  and  he  had  a 
suspicion  that  the  name  of  the  boy  was 
known  to  some  of  the  masters  who  had 
taken  these  notes.  So  he  said  to  tlus 
boy — 

''(Qaeetion  2,046.)  'After  you  had  given  these 
notes  to  Mr.  Hall  did  anybody  ever  talk  to  you 
about  them  P  Did  you  ever  hear  anything  more 
about  them?'  — (A.)  'I  forget  now.'  (Q.) 
*  Try  and  think.  Did  anybody  ever  send  to  you 
about  theae  notes  P '  (A.)  *  1  was  in  the  class 
one  day— in  Mr.  Kent's  class — and  he  said  to 
the  boys — "  Have  any  of  you  given  any  notes  to 
anybooy  ?"  and  I  said  "Yes,  sir,  I  gave  notes 
to  Mr.  Hall."  He  said,  "  That  is  nothmg ; "  and 
that  is  all.'" 

Another  boy  in  the  same  way  identified 
notes  which  were  almost  as  remarkable 
as  those  he  had  just  referred  to.  It 
might  seem  to  the  House  a  serious 
matter  to  convict  a  man  upon  the  evi* 
dence  of  a  small  piece  of  paper ;  but  the 
House  must  understand  what  these  notes 
were.  Of  course,  any  practical  teacher 
could  anticipate  with  more  or  less  confi- 
dence the  class  of  questions  which  might 
be  set;  but  no  one  could  guess  the  exact 
terms  of  the  questions.  In  arithmetic  it 
would  not  be  difficult  to  anticipate  that 
a  Bule  of  Three  sum  might  be  set ;  but 
no  one  could  anticipate  what  the  exact 
terms  of  the  sum  womd  be.  In  the  exami- 
nations on  chemistry  anyone  might  fairly 
anticipate  that  a  question  relating  to  the 
active  atomicity  of  certain  substances 
might  be  asked ;  but  the  substenoes  of 
which  this  question  could  be  asked  num- 
bered many  hundreds.  The  Examiner 
named  five ;  and  not  only  were  the  selected 
five  hit  off  in  the  notes,  but  they  were  ar- 
ranged in  the  identical  order  in  which 
they  occurred  in  the  examination  paner. 
On  the  theory  of  probabilities,  the  proba^ 
bility  of  such  a  feat  being  honestly  per- 
formed was  a  thousand  billions  to  one. 
Stating  it  in  a  material  shape,  it  was 
about  the  same  as  hitting  on  a  particular 
drop  of  water  out  of  all  the  water  that 
passed  Teddington  Weir  in  a  month ;  or, 
to  put  it  in  sporting  phrase,  like  **  spot- 
ting '*  the  winner  of  the  Derby  for  the 
next  10  consecutive  years  by  giving  his 
number  on  the  card,  assuming  that  there 
were  SO  starters  each  year.  The  author- 
ship and  authenticity  of  these  notes  hav- 
ing been  esteblished  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  entire  Oommittee — who  in  this  case 
were  judge  audi  ury  combined — ^they  were 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  the  case  wfts 
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OTer,  otherwise  thej  would  have  heard 
every  witness  Mr.  Goffin  wished  to  call. 
Sir  Sydney  Waterlow,  as  representative 
of  the  Governors,  acquiesced  in  this  de- 
cision, and  moved  a  Beport  expressing 
his  conviction  that  Mr.  Gk)ffin  was  guil^ ; 
but  the  majority  of  the  Ck>mmitte  were 
of  opinion  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough, 
and,  after  some  discussion,  the  following 
Beport  was  agreed  to.  If  Sir  Sydney, 
on  the  part  of  the  Governors,  had  shown 
any  reluctance  or  doubt  as  to  Mr.  Gt)ffin'8 
ffuilt,  the  Committee  would  have  pro- 
longed the  case  until  he  was  convinced. 
The  Beport  was  as  follows : — 

<<  Tour  Committee  are  aatisfled  from  evidence 
taken  on  oath  and  from  docmnenta  laid  before 
them— (a)  that  Hr.  Goffin,  the  head  master  of  the 
United  Westminster  Schools,  did  disclose  to  his 
pupils  in  certain  science  classes,  just  previous  to 
the  examinations,  the  answers  to  a  large  number 
of  questions  in  the  examination  papers ;  {b)  that 
the  information  which  he  thus  gave  was  ox  such 
a  nature  that  he  must,  before  imparting  it  to 
his  classes,  have  known  the  contents  of  uie  ex- 
amination paper ;  (e)  that  the  registers  contain- 
ing the  attendance  roll  of  the  pupils  of  Mr. 
Goffin  were,  in  certain  cases,  falsined  by  Mr. 
€K>ffim  and  his  assistants  to  obtain  payment  of 
pupils  who  had  not  made  the  necessary  number 
of  attendances ;  (d)  that  the  statements  in  the 
petitions  signed  by  pupils  and  teachers  on  Mr. 
Goffin's  behalf,  and  presented  to  the  governors 
of  the  United  Westminster  Schools,  were  false, 
and  were  known  by  some  of  the  signatories  to  be 
BO.  Previous  to  his  appointment  in  1874  as 
head  master  of  the  United  Westminster  Sdioohi 
Mr.  Goffin  was  master  of  St.  John's  School, 
Woking.  Your  Committee  have  taken  evidence 
as  to  his  system  of  teaching  science  there,  and 
from  that  evidence  it  is  clear — (a)  that  a  large 
number  of  pupils,  including  mere  children,  were 
enabled  to  pass  examinations  in  a  great  number 
of  sdenoe  subjects,  of  which  they  kaew  scarcely 
anything,  by  being  systematically  taught  by 
heart  on  the  day  of,  or  the  day  previous  to,  the 
examination,  answers  to  the  questions  set ;  {b) 
that  fraudulent  fabrication  ox  the  attendance 
registers  was  systematioftlly  practised  in  order 
to  obtain  pavment  upon  the  pupils,  who,  by 
another  fraud,  had  be^  enabled  to  pass  the  ex- 
amination. The  investigations  now  held,  have 
disclosed  the  fact  that  Mr.  Goffin  has  carried  on 
a  course  of  fraud  in  a  manner  and  to  an  extent 
which  must  have  greatly  lowered  the  tone  of 
morality  among  a  large  body  of  scholars  and 
teachers.  Your  Committee  record  their  em- 
phatic  opinion  that  fraud  thus  reduced  to  a 
system  and  almost  elevated  to  the  dignity  of  an 
art,  requires  the  immediate  attrition  of  the  Edu- 
cation Department  with  a  view  to  the  adoption 
of  such  further  precautions  as  will  prevent  a 
repetition  of  these  disgraceful  practices.  Your 
Committee  further  express  a  hope  that  the  De- 
partment will  deal  as  leniently  as  their  public 
duty  will  aUow  with  the  teachers  who,  m  the 
course  of  this  inquiry,  have  by  their  evidence 
exposed  themselves  to  the  charge  of  complicity 
with  some  of  Mr.  Goffin's  proceedings.*' 

Zi^rd  Qwrge  MamUUm 


He   should  like  to   know   wheOiflr  a 
stronger  Beport  could  be  made  against 
anyone  than  the  Beport  he  had  read? 
Daring  the  discussion  of  the  Beport, 
there  was  some  diflTerenoe  of  opinion 
amongst  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
as  to  the  punishment  to  be  awarded, 
some  Members  being  of  opinion  thatlCr. 
Goffin  should  be  committed  for  peijiiiy, 
and  that  a  recommendation  to  that  effnt 
should  have  been  made  to  the  Speaksr; 
but,  ultimately,  another  riew  prevailsd, 
and  it  prevailed  on  this  understanding 
alone — first,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for   GraTOsend    (Sir    Sydney 
Waterlow)  should  dismies  Mr.  Qoflin 
as    soon    as    he    could    aflsemble  the 
Gh)yemors,  and  he  (Lord  G^orve  Hamil- 
ton) undertook  to  consult  the  £egal  Ad- 
visers of  the  Gk)Temment  as  to  wheUier 
or  not  it  would  be  possible  to  bring  an 
action  for  fraud  against  Mr.  GFoffin.  fle 
accordingly  consulted  the  Law  Advisen 
of  the  (>own,  and  he  found  that  there 
was  an  insuperable  obstacle  to  such  a 
course,  as  all  the  money  ultimately  re- 
ceived by  Mr.  Goffin  had  been  paid  to 
the  Governors  of  the  Schools,  upon  their 
certificate  that  all  the  regulations  of  the 
Department  had  been  complied  with,  and 
he  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  was  told 
that  there  was  a  technical  plea  which 
could  be  set  up  which  would  prednde 
Mr.  GK>ffin  being  prosecuted  for  fraud. 
In  October,  to  his  amassement,  he  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  Gk>TemorB,  in 
which  it  was  stated  that  at  a  meetbig, 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Ghiivesend 
(Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  in  the  chair,  they 
unanimously  came  to  ^e  conclusion  not 
to  abide  by  the  Beport  of  the  Oommittee, 
but  requested  the  prosecution  of  Mr. 
Goffin  in  a  Oourt  of  Law.     He  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  then  pointed  out  that 
it  was  not  possible  for  them  to  do  it; 
but  that  if  Mr.  Goffin  wanted  to  go  to 
law  he  had  only  to  bring  an  action  for 
perjury    against    the  witneeees  whose 
veracity  he  impugned.    But  what  did 
Mr  Goffin  do  ?    There  was  one  course 
which  he  might  adopt,  which  everybodj 
knew  would  be  futile  except  for  the  pur- 
pose of  throwing  dust  into  Ihe  eyes  of 
the  public.    If  he  had  brought  an  aetioo 
for  perjury  against  any  of  these  wit- 
nesses,  he  would  have  been  cross-ex- 
amined, and  the  case  would  have  been 
tried  on  its  merits.      He  might  have 
brought  an  action  against  Golonel  Don- 
nelly or  the  other  officers  for  Beporta 
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vhioh  they   had  made  to  him  (Lord 
Oeoige  Hamilton)  as  Yioe  President  of 
theConncil.     Bat  he  did  not  do  that ;  he 
hroaghtan  action  for  libel  against  Oolonel 
Donnelly,  not  for  Beports  made  to  him 
(Lord  Oeor^^  Hamilton),  but    for  the 
eridence  which  he  {t^ave  before  the  Se- 
lect Committee.    The  case  was  almost 
laujriied  out  of  Gourt ;  but  it  served  Mr. 
Gomn's  purpose.      For  18  months  he 
fLord  George  Hamilton)  was  prevented 
nom  bringing  his  case  before  the  public, 
and  the  Sovemors  accepted  the  excuse 
and  rehabilitated  Mr.  Qoffin  in  his  po- 
sition.   Then  came  the  blackest  part  of 
the  case,  to  which  the  House,  he  was 
Bore,  would  pay  very  great  attention. 
The  Committee  were  very  painfully  im- 
pressed— and  he  hoped  the  Members  of 
the  House  who  were  Governors  of  the 
School  would  excuse  him— by  the  im- 
mense power  which  Mr.  Goffin  had.    To 
Ufl6  the  words  of  a  witness — ''  he  was 
king  of  the  school."    A  letter  was  put 
in,  written  by  the  secretary,  in  which  he 
naively  remarked — "  The  Governors  will 
not  do  or  order  anything  without  first 
consulting  Mr.  Gbffin."     He  could  ap- 
point whom  he  chose,  dismiss  whom  he 
chose,  and  the  rise  of  salaries  was  alto- 
gether dependent  upon  his  opinion.  The 
manner  in  which  Mr.  Goffin  exercised 
his  power  was  shown  in  the  evidence. 
The  Committee    were    very    painfully 
Btnick  by  the  terror  these  witnesses  had 
of  Mr.  Goffin.     One  of  them  had  a  ques- 
tion put  to  him,  and  he  said — ''  Must 
I  speak  the  truth  ?  "    Another  witness, 
who  was  a  material  witness,  was  ae^ed  to 
explain  how  lie  came  to  sign  a  petition 
irluch  he  knew  to  be  false,  and  he  re- 
plied—" I  have  a  wife  and  two  children 
dependent  upon  me.  I  did  it  under  fear ; 
I  aid  it  under  protest."    It  would  be 
reooUeoted  that  all  these  witnesses  were 
ibzced  witnesses  —  reluctant  witnesses. 
They  had  orders  served  upon  them  to 
attend  the  Ck>mmittee  Boom ;  and  he 
▼88  Bony  to  say,  in  consequence  of  the 
Governors  of  the  School  allowing  Mr. 
Goffin  to  remain  as  head  master  of  the 
Westminster  School,  all  the  witnesses 
who  had  given   evidence  against  him 
▼eie  under  his  thumb,  and  a  very  heavy 
thumb  it  was.    There  was  a  letter  from 
one  of  these  witnesses,  named  Thomp- 
son, and  he  wrote  to  Oolonel  Donnelly 
to  the  effect  that,  since  the  Select  Oom- 
^ttee,  he  had  been  subject  to  a  great 
deal  of  annoyance;  both  in  school  and 


out,  at  the  hands  of  Mr.  Goffin,  and  he 
wanted  to  know  how  to  stop  *'this  in- 
tolerable persecution?"  It  seemed  to 
him  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  that  the 
House  was  bound  in  honour  to  redress 
these  grievances.  Another  witness  swore 
on  oath  that  Mr.  Goffin  had  told  him 
that,  if  any  master  gave  any  evidence 
concerning  the  lessons  given  previous  to 
examination,  the  Gbvemors  would  at 
once  dismiss  him.  He  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  did  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Gravesend 
(Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  would  be  able 
to  repudiate  that  charge ;  but  he  was 
informed  on  good  authority  that  the 
salary  of  almost  every  one  of  the  mas- 
ters who  stood  by  Mr.  Gtoffin  had  been 
raised  since  the  inquiry.  Thompson, 
the  man  who  wrote  to  Colonel  Don- 
nelly  for  protection,  was  one  of  the 
best  teachers  in  the  school,  and  he  had 
looked  at  the  reports  of  various  exami- 
nations, and  he  saw  that  the  boys  in  his 
form  had  done  better  than  a  good  many 
other  boys.  He  had  made  more  than 
one  application  for  an  increase  of  salary, 
had  been  referred  to  Mr.  Goffin,  and 
refused.  He  had  also  been  threatened 
with  the  loss  of  his  lodging,  and  lately 
Mr.  Thompson  had  been  relegated  to 
the  lowest  form.  It  was  the  knowledge 
of  these  facts  which  had  induced  him  to 
bring  this  case  before  the  House.  Lord 
Sherbrooke  had  urged  him  for  some 
time  to  bring  the  matter  forward,  and  to 
take  the  first  opoortunity  he  could.  As 
soon  as  Lord  Sherbrooke  saw  that  there 
was  a  chance  of  doing  so,  his  Lordship 
wrote  to  him  to  say  <' He  was  very  glad 
that  at  last  an  opportunity  had  occurred 
of  bringing  forward  the  scandalous  case 
of  Mr.  Goffin,  and  the  scandalous  con- 
duct of  the  Managers  of  the  School." 
The  Governors  of  the  Schools,  he  be- 
lieved, relied  very  much  upon  the  re- 
sults of  some  examinations  which  had 
taken  place  since  the  Beport  of  the  0)m- 
mittee,  and  he  had  seen  the  Beport  of 
the  Examiner  upon  these  examinations  ; 
but  if  they  took  the  results  of  those 
examinations,  and  compared  them  with 
the  number  of  passes  which  his  pupils 
obtained  previously  when  the  ''tipping" 
system  was  in  force,  they  would  see  that 
therewas  greatdifference  between  the  two. 
He  was  very  much  obliged  to  the  House 
for  so  patiently  listening  to  him,  and  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  a  more  un- 
pleasant duty  than  thc^t  which  he  had 
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performed  it  was  imposeible  to  oonoeiye. 
if  he  could  have  induced  the  Governors 
to  have  co-operated,  his  task  would  have 
been  very  much  easier,  as  it  was  with  ex- 
toeme  regret  that  he  had  been  compelled 
to  deprecate  their  conduct,  as  some  of  the 
Oovemors  were  his  personal  Mends.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  they  wished  to  dis- 
charge their  duty;  but  it  aopeared  to 
him  that  they  had  lamentably  failed. 
They  were  entrusted  by  Parliament  with 
the  guardianship  of  a  ^eat  public  edu- 
ca^on^l  institution.  How  had  they 
performed  their  functions?  They  had 
allowed  a  wholesale  system  of  rascality 
and  fraud  to  be  carried  on  under  their 
very  noses  by  their  head  master.  When 
}ie  was  detected  they  sided  with  him, 
and  they  allowed  themselves  to  be  made 
parties  to  an  inquinr  which  almost 
amounted  to  a  sham,  wnich  whitewashed 
this  Mr.  Goffin.  When  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  at 
their  special  request  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  case,  report  unanimously 
Mr.  Goffin  to  be  guilty,  they  rejected 
that  decision ;  and  when,  later  on,  Mr. 
Goffin  deliberately  shirked  his  right 
of  raising  an  action  in  a  Court  of  Law, 
they  deuberately  supported  him  in 
his  shuffling.  Without  one  syllable  of 
the  sworn  testimony  of  14  witnesses 
being  disproved,  with  documents,  letters, 
and  notes  in  his  own  handwriting  con- 
clusively proving  his  guilt,  the  Gt)vemor8 
deliberately  re-instated  Mr.  Goffin  in  his 
position  as  head  master  of  the  School, 
where,  under  the  agis  of  their  protection, 
he  was  able  to  bully  those  who  gave  evi- 
affainst  him,  and  increase  the  salaries 
of  those  who  stood  by  him,  or  were  con- 
victed with  him.  There  were  700  boys 
in  this  school,  and  the  great  majority  of 
them  were  intended  for  commercial  pur- 
suits. Could  the  Governors  think  that 
these  boys  would  have  any  other  fact 
impressed  upon  their  minds  than  that  if 
there  was  one  policy  in  this  world  which 
it  was  not  advantageous  to  pursue,  it 
was  that  connected  with  honesty  and 
truth  ?  These  were  the  facts,  clear  and 
uncontroverted,  on  which  he  asked  the 
opinion  of  the  House;  and  he  hoped 
that  in  the  discussion  which  ensued  the 

Soakers  would  make  it  dear  that  the 
ouse  of  Commons  did  not  consider  the 
fraud,  falsehood,  subornation,  and  per* 
jury  were  the  proper  qualifications  for 
the  head  master  of  a  great  middle-daas 
school. 

Zitrd  Qwrge  Hamilton 


Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  never  aA* 
dressed  the  House  under  oixoiiinstaaaM 
more  painfiil  ^  himself.  This  subject 
was  brought  forward  by  one  of  the  &«- 
most  of  me  Conservative  Party,  by  out 
from  whom  he  had  received  pencmal 
kindness ;  but  the  interests  of  what  he 
believed  to  be  truth  and  justice  required 
him  to  take  the  line  which  he  prc^osed 
to  take,  regardless  altogether  of  the  im- 
mense authoriiy  and  departmental  expe- 
rience of  the  noble  Loro,  and  of  the  veaj 
strong  prejudice  which  must  at  this  mo- 
ment exist  against  Mr.  Gtoffin.  The 
noble  Lord  he^  not  told  the  House  who 
Mr.  Goffin  was.  He  was  a  man  of  pre- 
eminent ability,  a  man  of  most  unusual 
scientific  knowledge.  When  he  said  of 
pre-eminent  ability  and  scientific  know- 
ledge, he  meant  he  was  a  man  who  had 
taken  the  highest  distincticm  in  eiffht 
different  sciences.  Not  only  that,  but 
he  had  unusual  aptitude  for  teaching. 
There  were  many  sound  scholars  in  the 
world;  but  the  gift  of  teachins^  was  veiy 
rare.  They  all  Inew  very  well  that  if  in 
their  great  public  schools  there  was  any 
man  who  stood  out  amongst  the  list  of 
untrained  head  masters,  distinguished 
by  this  gift,  how  his  memory  was  che- 
rished for  many  years.  That  oapaoity  of 
teaching  Mr.  Goffin  had,  in  addition  to 
very  great  scientific  knowled^  which 
he  {Mr,  Warton)  believed  no  living  mas 
could  equal;  he  had  a  rare  fisoultyof 
impressing  his  pupils  with  a  wondelrfdl 
love  of  Imowledge,  which  led  them  to 
prosecute  their  studies  with  great  devo- 
tion and  ardour.  The  House  must  bear 
in  mind  that  this  was  a  sdiool  which 
was  distinguished  for  scienoe,  and  there- 
fore it  was  not  unusual  for  a  man  of 
such  ability,  with  such  apparatus  at  hif 
command — it  was  not  at  all  surprising 
that  these  boys,  taught  by  him,  really 
succeeded  in  a  way  likely  to  astonish 
people  who  were  accustomed  to  boys 
taught  by  more  ordinary  men.  Let  Hhm 
take  a  specimen  in  other  fields  than  th« 
examination  at  Westminster.  He  would 
take  the  examination  for  the  Oxford 
Local  Examination;  on  one  oooasioB 
there  were  only  31  boys  sent  up  alto- 

Sther  from  the  different  schools ;  of 
ese  31  boys  seven  passed,  and  of  thsM 
seven,  six  were  pupus  of  Mr.  Goffin,  sad 
that  number  was  all  he  seat  up.  In 
1880,  again,  in  the  January  Ozfixid 
Examination,  there  were  40  boys  mat 
up,  and  out  of  those  40, 11  boys  paswd, 
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Boren  ware  pupili  of  Mr.  OoAn,  and 
tiiat  number  was  all  lie  sent.  They  were 
told  about  the  way  in  which  this  ease 
ended  before  the  Committee ;  he  was 
not  there  to  say  one  word  against  the 
Gommittee.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
saj  that  as  the  evidence  was  presented 
to  them,  BO  worked  up  by  the  Depart- 
ment that  they  ooula  very  well  nave 
come  to  any  other  condusion,  and  the 
case  looked  black— very  black  indeed. 
They  were  told  that  there  was  a  previous 
case  at  Woking,  and  they  might  trace 
the  vevy  same  agency  there.  It  was 
miite  possible  for  men  of  pre-eminent 
ability  to  have  enemies  who,  perhaps, 
did  not  scruple  to  take  revenue.  Mr. 
Goffin  was  a  man  of  a  highly  deuoate  or- 
ganization, and  of  a  nervous  tempera- 
ment— a  man  on  whom  the  advancing 
years  had  worked  very  great  injury  to 
his  health  and  happiness ;  and  when  a 
man  like  Mr.  Gh)ffin  was  brought  in  con- 
tact with  Lord  Sherbrooke,  they  could 
imagine  there  would  be  very  little  sym- 
pathy for  Mr.  Oofl&n,  who  came  before 
the  Gommittee  faint  and  ill,  with  this 
charge  hanging  over  him.  Those  who  had 
read  the  evidence  would  remember  that 
Mr.  Gk)ffin  was  asked,  in  the  tone  of  a 
Judge  addressing  a  criminal,  whether  he 
desired  to  make  any  statement.  He  re- 
pHed  that  he  had  been  forbidden  by  his 
medical  advisers  to  appear  at  all,  and  he 
wished  to  be  excused.  Lord  Sherbrooke 
said — "  We  do  not  call  upon  you  to  give 
evidence;  but  I  understand  that  you 
wish  to  make  a  statement."  Mr.  Goffin 
replied  in  the  affirmative.  Mr.  Ooffin 
was  tried  not  as  an  ordinary  criminal 
would  have  been,  in  which  case  the  pro- 
secutors would  first  have  to  make  out  a 
case.  He  was  called  upon  for  a  defence 
before  the  case  of  the  prosecution  was 
made  out.  Four  or  five  times  had  this 
Motion  been  likely  to  come  on,  and  on 
two  of  ^ose  occasions,  if  it  had  been 
brought  forward,  it  would  have  been 
brought  forward  as  a  substantive  Motion ; 
and  on  those  occasions  he  put  down  a 
Notice  of  the  Previous  Question,  and  he 
had  a  similar  Notice  down  that  night,  al- 
though, of  course,  he  could  not  move  it. 
It  was  no  part  of  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  interfere  with  the  wish 'of  the  Go- 
vernors of  the  School.  The  evidence  of 
the  Gommittee  had  not  turned  away  the 
love  and  affection  of  those  who  esteemed 
Mr.  Goffin ;  it  had  not  turned  away  that 
aflbfltion  and  that  fseling  on  the  part  of 
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the  Gk>vemor8  of  the  School.  What  took 
place  after  the  condemnation  of  the  Gom- 
mittee ?  There  was  a  meeting  held  in 
the  school,  at  which  some  600  or  700 
boys  were  present,  and  400  parents,  and 
14  of  them  addressed  the  meeting,  and 
they  all  of  them  expressed  their  confi- 
dence  in  Mr.  Goffin,  and  resolutions 
were  passed  in  his  favour.  If  that  was 
the  feeling  of  the  parents  and  of  the 
boys,  if  that  was  the  feeling  of  the  Go- 
vernors of  the  School,  it  was  not  for  the 
House  to  say  whether  or  not  they  should 
continue  to  give  their  support  to  Mr. 
Goffin.  It  was  not  a  question,  he  con- 
tended, for  tiiat  House.  The  Gk)vemor8 
of  the  School  did  not  wish,  and  the  pa- 
rents of  the  boys  did  not  wish,  to  have 
anything  more  to  do  with  the  Depart- 
ment ;  they  were  convinced  of  Mr. 
Goffin's  innocence,  and  under  Mr.  Gk)ffin 
the  school  had  acquired  a  reputation  for 
science.  He  held  in  his  hand  an  exa- 
mination of  the  boys  in  the  upper  sixth 
form  in  practical  chemistry,  not  an  exa- 
mination which  was  seen  before^  and  out 
of  a  class  of  31  boys,  23  passed,  getting 
the  maximum  marks,  and  the  averaffe  of 
the  33,  although  reduced  by  one  boy, 
who  was  backward,  was  91 .  After  sudii 
examination  as  that  the  school  could 
afford  to  dispense  with  the  Department. 
He  did  not  ask  the  House  to  judge  ;  but 
he  said  the  parents  were  right  and  the 
Government  were  wrong.  The  House 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it ;  and  he  asked 
the  House  not  to  give  a  vote,  but  to  sus- 
pend its  judgment  until  some  proceed- 
ings were  taken  which  would  show  what 
ought  to  be  done. 

Sm  SYDNEY  WATEBLOW  said, 
that,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
he  would,  in  the  first  place,  say  a  word 
personal  to  himself.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  had  stated  that,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Gommittee,  he  had,  with 
others,  assented  to  their  Iteport.  The 
noble  Lord  had  also  told  the  House  that 
he  had  proposed  a  Beport  of  a  very  dif- 
ferent character.  A  ^vision  was  taken 
on  his«Beport,  showing  the  effect  which 
the  evidence  had  on  his  mind.  The  Be- 
port prepared  by  him  expressed  the  opi- 
nion that  the  evidence  laid  before  tne 
Committee  justified  the  Department  in 
suspending  the  certificate  of  Mr.  Goffin. 
That  was  as  different  from  the  Beport 
prepared  by  the  Ghairman  of  the  Gom- 
mittee (Lord  Sherbrooke)  as  light  from 
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dartness.  Now,  he  was  willing  to  ad- 
mit, and  he  thought  all  the  Governors 
admitted,  that  Mr.  Goffin  had  been 
guilty  of  **  cramming"  to  an  extent 
which  was  an  injury  to  the  school,  to 
the  Department,  and  to  the  system  under 
which  money  was  paid  for  results,  and 
that  the  Department  was  therefore  jus- 
tified in  taking  away  his  certificate. 
But  the  Governors  were  of  opinion  that 
Mr.  Goffin  had  not  been  giulty  of  any 
worse  practice,  and  that  there  was  not 
a  tittle  of  direct  evidence  that  he  had 
had  in  his  possession  a  copy  of  the  exa- 
mination papers  beforehand.  No  single 
witness  was  called  to  show  that.  The 
whole  tenour  of  the  evidence  against 
liim  was  to  show  that  because  the  boys 

fave  certain  answers  they  must  have 
een  ** coached"  up  by  someone  who 
had  seen  the  questions.  There  were  30 
witnesses  outside  the  doors  of  the  Gom- 
mittee  Boom  waiting  to  be  called  at 
Mr.  Goffin's  request  to  show  how  men 
practised  in  **  coaching" — a  better  word, 
he  thought,  than  ** cramming" — could 
prepare  their  pupils ;  and  yet  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  allow  any  one  of  those 
witnesses  to  be  called  in  Mr.  Goffin's 
defence.  He  felt  it  only  right  to  say 
those  few  words  in  justification  of  the 
course  pursued  in  relation  to  the  Oom- 
jnittee. 

LoED  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  (inter- 
rupting) :  May  I  ask 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
he  did  not  interrupt  the  noble  Lord 
when  he  was  proceeding  with  his  argu- 
ment, though  he  made  statements  with 
which  he  could  not  concur.  He  did  not 
propose  to  follow  the  noble  Lord  over 
the  course  of  the  examination  which 
took  place  before  the  Committee,  be- 
cause, if  he  did  so,  he  should  have  to 
give  question  after  question,  and  answer 
after  answer ;  but  he  ventured  to  say 
that  if  the  Committee  itself  was  an  un- 
fair tribunal,  it  would  be  very  difficult 
indeed,  in  a  House  like  this,  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  to  bring  evidence 
on  the  one  side  and  evidence  on  the 
other,  to  enable  the  minds  of  Members 
of  this  House  to  be  in  a  condition  to 
judge  which  side  was  right  and  which 
side  was  wrong.  The  Board  of  Gb- 
vemors  came  to  a  resolution  that  the  de- 
cision in  Mr.  Gt)ffin's  case  by  the  Parlia- 
mentary Committee  could  not  be  re- 
garded as  final,  owing  to  the  fact  that 
toe  inquiry  was  conducted  with  dosed 
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doors ;  that  Mr.  Goffin  was  not  allowed 
to  be  present,  except  when  giving  evi- 
dence, nor  to  be  heard  by  counsel,  nor 
permitted  to  cross-examine  the  witnesses 
against  him ;  and  that  while  more  than 
20  witnesses  were  ready  to  give  evidence 
on  his  behalf  only  oneof  them  was  allowed 
to  be  heard.  They,  therefore,  requested 
the  Department  to  give  Mr.  Goffin  an  op- 
portunity, as  he  desired,  of  vindicating 
his  character.  The  answer  to  that  reso- 
lution, contained  in  a  memorandum,  said 
that  if  the  Governors  were  dissatisfied 
with  the  unanimous  decision  of  the  tri- 
bunal to  whom  they  appealed,  it  rested 
with  them  to  carry  Mr.  Goffin's  case  to 
another  Court.  The  charges  had  not 
been  withdrawn ;  on  the  contrary,  the 
suspension  of  Mr.  Goffin's  certificate 
had  not  been  made  absolute,  and  yet 
legal  proceedings  had  not  been  taken. 
The  noble  Lord  said  Mr.  Goffin  had  ob- 
tained nearly  £400  as  fees  by  frand. 
Surely,  if  that  was  the  case,  the  person 
who  so  obtained  the  money  ought  to  be 
punished.  The  Governors  were  advised 
that  the  Department  had  had  ample  op- 
portunity to  prosecute  Mr.  Goffin  in  a 
Court  of  Law,  where  the  examination 
would  have  taken  place  in  public,  and 
witnesses  would  have  been  called  for 
and  against  the  defendant,  whose  coun- 
sel would  have  been  able  to  cross-exa- 
mine the  witnesses.  He  (Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow)  moved  a  distinct  Besolution 
in  the  Committee  that  the  proceedings 
should  be  open.  The  noble  Lord  had 
said  that  was  a  great  pubL'c  question. 
He  admitted  it.  It  would  raise  the  very 
grave  question  whether  the  present  sys- 
tem of  payment  by  results,  or  practically 
offering  idmost  a  bribe  to  the  masters 
of  large  schools,  by  the  temptation  of 
nearly  doubling  their  salaries,  to 
*'  ooach  "  a  smaU  number  of  boys  and 
to  ipive  them  marked  attention,  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
scholars,  was  justifiable.  Since  Mr. 
Goffin's  certificate  was  taken  away  the 
Board  had  seen  a  marked  improve- 
ment. Attention  was  more  evenfy  dis- 
tributed, and  the  condition  of  the  mass 
was  immensely  improved.  It  would,  he 
repeated,  raise  the  question  of  the  sys- 
tem of  idmost  bribing  the  masters  to  do 
that  which  was  undoubtedly  to  the  pre- 
judice of  any  la:^  school.  But  he 
would  proceed.  The  answer  of  the 
Council  went  on  to  say  that  if,  with  a. 
view  of  justifying  their  ooi^daot  in  i 
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ing  Mr.  Gk>£Bn  at  the  head  of  the  instita- 
tioDy  it  should  prove  that  he  was  gniltj  of 
the  grave  charges  that  were  brought 
aMinst  him,  it  woald  be  for  the  Board  to 
take  such  steps  as  they  considered  advis- 
able. The  Qovemors  of  the  School  gave 
Mr.  Ooffin  to  understand  that  unless  he 
ahonld  commence  legal  proceedings  in 
order  to  have  the  charges  that  had  been 
made  against  him  properly  investigated^ 
he  must  expect  to  bedismissed.  Mr.  Goffin 
took  the  advise  of  a  most  learned  counsel, 
and  was  advised  to  take  action  against 
his  prosecutor,  who,  he  might  say,  was 
his  persecutor.  What  did  the  House 
think  the  Department  said  ?  They  did 
not  merely  refuse  to  prosecute  the  man 
themselves,  but  when  the  man  turned 
tound  to  prosecute,  with  the  assistance 
of  bis  Mends  from  one  end  of  the  coun- 
try to  the  other,  the  Department  turned 
round  and  pleaded  privdege,  so  that  all 
possibility  of  trying  this  question  in  the 
manner  in  which  it  ought  to  be  tried 
was  lost  to  Mr.  GK>£in.  Therefore,  the 
(Governors  felt  they  ought  to  throw  back 
the  onus  on  the  Department  of  proceed- 
ing against  him  lor  obtaining  public 
money  by  false  pretences.  The  noble 
Lord  had  told  the  House  that  in  the 
beginning  he  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow) 
raised  a  discussion  as  to  whether  the 
Committee  should  be  conducted  with 
open  doors.  He  put  on  the  Paper  of 
Business  of  this  House  a  Notice  of  Mo- 
tion, asking  the  House  to  believe  that, 
from  beginning  to  end,  the  Qovemors 
were  anxious  to  have  an  open  and  fair 
trial  of  this  man.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Oeorge  itamilton)  and  Mr.  Lowe  (now 
Lord  Sberbrooke),  who  were  defending 
the  Department,  were  virtually  in  the 
position  of  judges  and  prosecutors  at  the 
same  time.  Medical  testimony  was  given 
that  Mr.  GK)ffin  was  lying  on  a  sick-bed, 
and  he  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  appealed 
to  the  Uommittee  to  allow  him  to  ap- 
pear by  counsel.  They  refused  abso- 
Intely,  and  declared  that  he  should  not 
be  represented  by  counsel,  nor  should 
he  be  in  the  room  when  the  witnesses 
were  called  against  him.  He  asked  hon. 
Members  would  they  like  to  be  de- 
prived of  their  power  of  defence  and  of 
cross-examination  ?  He  was  sure  they 
would  not.  They  refused  to  hear  from 
any  one  of  the  witnesses  that  were  called 
to  give  evidence  any  statement  on  the 
particular  fact  on  which  everything 
tamed — namely,  whether  it  was  pos- 


sible for  the  boys  to  have  given  the  an- 
swers they  gave  without  having  seen 
the  papers.  There  was  not  a  tittle  of 
evidence  that  these  papers  had  ever  got 
out  of  the  hands  they  belonged  to.  The 
noble  Lord  had  discussed  me  question 
of  payment  by  results.  That  was  not 
the  question  before  the  House  at  all, 
though  he  hoped  the  time  might  soon 
come  when  they  should  have  to  dis- 
cuss that  question.  The  more  the  noble 
Lord  insisted,  as  he  did  insist,  that  the 
case  was  so  clear  that  it  was  quite  im- 
possible for  anybody  to  have  any  doubt 
about  it,  the  more  willing  he  ought  to  be 
to  allow  the  case  to  be  tried  in  a  Court 
of  Law.  The  noble  Lord  also  said  that 
there  was  the  strongest  possible  evi- 
dence that  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
that  the  master  could  have  made  the 
notes  he  did  without  having  had  supplied 
to  him  the  printed  examination  paper. 
There  were  a  score  of  men  to  be  called — 
men  of  experience  in  these  matters — not 
one  of  whom  was  called.  Well,  then  it 
had  been  urged  that  Mr.  GK>ffin  should 
have  appealed  against  the  decision  of  the 
Court  on  the  question  of  privilege.  Let 
any  hon.  Gentleman  present  who  knew 
anything  as  to  the  state  of  the  law  on  the 
question  give  his  opinion,  and  he  thought 
he  would  agree  with  the  learned  counsel 
in  the  case  that  it  would  have  been  use- 
less to  have  appealed  against  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Court  on  uiat  point.  He 
should  not  be  wrong  in  reading  a  few 
lines  from  the  judgment  of  Mr.  Justice 
Field  about  the  case.  He  said  the  Court 
was  of  opinion  that  the  plea  of  privilege 
was  a  good  one,  and  a  perfect  answer  to 
the  plaintiff's  case.  That  was  to  say,  it 
shut  up  the  plaintiff  entirely,  and  gave 
him  no  opportunity  of  going  on.  The 
plaintifi^  no  doubt,  suffered  from  that 
which,  on  the  face  of  it,  was  a  serious 
libel  upon  him,  and  it  was  desirable  he 
should  have  opportunity  of  investiga- 
tion. Further  on  the  Jud^  said  it  was 
a  bad  thing  and  a  hard  thing  for  indi- 
viduals that  anyone  should  be  at  liberty 
to  say  that  a  man  was  committing  a 
crime,  and  that  the  law  could  not  call 
upon  him  to  prove  what  he  said.  Now, 
he  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  should  like 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  he  pro- 
posed next  Session  to  bring  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament  to  alter  the  Act  relating 
to  this  school  ?  If  he  did,  then  discus- 
sion would  take  a  larger  range  than  it 
could  at  present.  The  GFoveniors  took  the 
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greatest  possible  care  before  they  ap- 
pointed Mr.  Gbffin  as  head  master. 
His  testimonials  were  of  the  highest 
character,  some  of  them  being  from  In- 
spectors connected  with  the  Education 
Department.  The  school  rapidly  filled, 
and,  at  the  present  moment,  there  were 
690  boys  in  a  school  only  biiilt  for  600. 
There  were  applicants  far  exceeding  the 
number  of  vacancies  that  arose.  No 
doubt,  the  school  possessed  many  advan- 
tages for  giving  a  sound  education  to 
boys  intended  for  commercial  life.  The 
best  way  to  judge  of  a  school  was  to 
consider  whether  the  boys  were  properly 
educated  and  were  sought  after ;  and  he 
might  say  that  there  was  scarcely  a 
public  company  seeking  clerks  that  was 
not  asking  for  these  boys.  Mr.  Ooffin 
passed  92  per  cent  of  the  boys  sent  up 
for  examination.  In  order  to  test  the 
qualities  of  the  school,  the  Governors 
last  year  appointed  Examiners  of  the 
highest  character,  and  of  the  greatest 
possible  talent  and  ability,  and  they 
took  care  that  the  masters  should  have 
nothing  to  do  with  it.  Let  him  read  a 
few  lines  from  the  Beport  of  the  Exa- 
miners as  regarded  the  written  examina- 
tion in  chemistry.  They  found  that  23 
boys  out  of  31  had  determined  a  difficult 
matter  correctly.  The  whole  Beport  was 
of  an  eminently  favourable  character. 
What  he  asked  for,  and  what  he  asked 
of  the  Government,  was  that  they  should 
proceed  with  their  accusation  that  Mr. 
Goffin  had  been  guilty  of  obtaining 
nearly  £400  of  public  money.  He  could 
not  do  more  than  ask  the  Government 
either  to  prosecute  the  man,  or  allow 
Mr.  Goffin  to  ^  on  with  his  action  for 
libel  and  slander.  He  therefore  asked 
the  Government  to  bring  up  an  action 
in  such  a  way  as  might  be  best  cal- 
culated to  bring  to  light  these  charges. 

Ma.  ERBINGTON  said,  that  as  he 
was  the  only  Member  of  the  Committee 
which  inquired  into  the  charges  against 
Mr.  Gt>ffin  who  had  not  spoken,  he  wished 
in  the  strongest  manner  possible  to  cor- 
roborate the  statement  made  by  the  noble 
Lord,  who  had  done  a  great  service  in 
bringing  the  subject  before  the  House. 
He  had  supported  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow) 
in  the  Amendment  he  proposed  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee ;  and  his  hon. 
Friend  now  declared  that  that  Amend- 
ment simply  expressed  an  opinion  that 
the  evidence  laid  before  the  Committee 

Sir  S^^dnsy  WaUrhtp 


justified  the  Department  in  suspending 
the  certificate  of  Mr.  Goffin.     He  (Mr. 
Errington)  confessed  that  this  was  the 
first  time  he  had  ever  heard  a  suggestion 
that  that  was  the  sense  in  which  the 
words  of  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  intended  to  be  taken.     He 
thought  the  interpretation  hardly  just, 
because  the  subsequent  words  of  the 
Amendment  were  that  the   Committee 
desired  to  record  also  an  emphatic  opi- 
nion that  the  declaration  made  by  the 
masters  re<juired  the  serious  attention  of 
the  Education  Department,  with  a  view 
to  the  adoption  of  further  precautions  in 
order  to  prevent  the  examination  papers 
from  becoming  known  outside  the  De* 
partment  before  the  examination  took 
place.    That  meant  that  the  papers  had 
become  known  outside  the  Department 
before  the  examination.  He  (Mr.  Erring- 
ton)  had  supported  that  Amendment  with 
the  distinct  understanding  that  it  con- 
demned the  conduct  of  Mr.  Goffin  quite 
as  strongly  as  the  Beport  of  the  Uom- 
mittee  aid.     The  question  really  was 
whether  a  man  of  the  skill  and  expe- 
rience of  Mr.  Gt>ffin,  by  mere  experience, 
could  have  guessed  and  interpreted  the 
questions  in  a  fair  and  legitimate  manner, 
and  taught  them  to  his  pupils  accord- 
ingly.   The  hon.  Member  for  Gravesend 
said  the  Committee  refused  to  listen  to 
certain  witnesses  who  were  in  waiting 
to  prove  that  what  Mr.  Goffin  had  done 
might  have  been  done,  more  or  less, 
merely  by  skill  and  experience  ;  but  the 
Committee  had  eot  far    beyond  that. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  that 
if  that  question  had  been  opened  the 
Committee  ought  to  have  listened  to  the 
evidence  Mr.  Goffin  proposed  to  call.   He 
(Mr.  Goffin)  had  denied  the  authenticity 
of  the  notes  which  formed  the  accusation 
against  him.     He  denied  them  categori- 
cally, and  said  they  were  a  forgery,  and 
the  result  of  a  conspiracy  against  him. 
The  noble  Lord  the  then  Member  for 
Bury  St.  Edmunds  (Lord  Francis  Hervey) 
pinned  him  exactly  to  that  declaration. 
He  asked  him  if  the  notes  were  authentic, 
and  whether  he  agreed  with  the  conclu- 
sion of  Professor  Boscoe  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  have  framed  the  ques- 
tions in  a  particular  way  without  aooess 
had  been  had  to  the  questions  of  the 
Examiners.    Mr.  Goffin  said  he  thought 
so,  and  that  he  should  have  agreed  with 
that.    Therefore,  Mr.  Goffin's  own  ad- 
mission was  thiit  the  answers  oould  not 
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have  been  givea  tlirongh  atiy  mere  ex- 
perience and  Imowledge  of  tuition.    It 
most  be  remembered  that  at  that  nme 
there  was  no  direct  proof,  although  there 
was  internal  eyidence,  that  the  notes 
were  antheniic.    That  link  in  the  eri- 
denoe  was  still  wanting.  Therefore,  Mr. 
Goffin  thought  himself  perfectly  safe  in 
adhering  to  his  old  line  of  defence,  and 
in  saying  that  the  notes  were  not  au- 
thentic.   If  they  were  authentic,  then 
the  case  against  him  would  have  been 
conceded.   A  remarkable  point  was  that, 
haring  narrowed  the  issue  down  to  that, 
the  missing  link  was  in  the  end  ob- 
tained, and  the  Committee  got  evidence 
which  conyinoed  them  that  the  notes 
were,  beyond  all  question,  taken  at  the 
lecture  given    immediately  before  the 
examination,   and  for  the    purpose  of 
teaching  the  pupils  the  questions  that 
were  to  be  a^ed.    They  had  obviously 
tiie  assurance  of  Mr.  Goffin  that  if  the 
notes  were  authentic  he  could  not  have 
given  the  answers  without  havine  a  copy 
of  the  Examiners'  questions.  That  brougnt 
the  question  to  a  very  narrow  issue.  The 
question,  as  far  as  the  public  out-of- 
doors  were  concerned,  regarded  the  form 
of  procedure.     The  noble  Lord  admitted 
that  many  of  the  Oommittee  at  first 
eight  wete  reluctant  to  accept  the  par- 
ticular course  of  procedure  proposed  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee ;  but  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down,  and 
who  had  condemned  that  course  very 
strongly,  oughtto  remember  that  strongly 
as  he  felt  against  it  he  was  not  inclined 
to  divide  the  Committee  against  it.    Al- 
though reluctant  to  assent  to  the  form 
of  procedure,  which  was  not,  perhaps, 
nsoal,  but  which  was  forced  upon  the 
Oommittee  by  the  necessities  of  the  case, 
the  hon.  Baronet,  like  all  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  had  on  considera- 
tion agreed  that  it  was  the  most  ex- 
pedient   course    to    adopt.      He    ^Mr. 
Srrington)    was    sure    the    Comnuttee 
adopted  it  with  regret;  but  they  felt 
on  consideration  that  it  was  the  best 
and  most  satisfactory  course  they  could 
take.    He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  that  course  had  a  most  satisfactory 
result.    It  enabled  the  Committee   to 
come  to  a  conclusion  which  they  could 
not  have  come  to  as  certainly,  or  without 
thegreatest  difficulty,  if  they  had  adopted 
any  other  course.  The  hon.  Baronet  nad 
repeated  the  charge  against  the  Edu- 
cation Department  that  they  had  not 


brought  an  action  against  Mr.  Goffin  for 
having  obtained  by  f^ud  a  large  sum 
of  money.  No  doubt,  the  Committee 
were  of  opinion  that  the  money  was 
obtained  by  fraud;  but  it  was  paid 
over  to  the  trustees,  and,  therefore, 
an  action  for  firaud  would  not  lie.  If 
these  were  the  only  grounds  that  could 
be  urged  in  defence  of  Mr.  Gk>ffin,  he 
thought  the  case  of  that  gentieman  was 
a  very  weak  one  indeed.  No  doubt  they 
must  all  feel  pained  in  joining  in  a  vote 
of  censure  against  a  body  which  was  so 
much  respected  as  the  Governors  of 
Westminster  School;  but  he  must  say 
that  he  thought  that  every  word  con- 
tained in  tiie  proposal  which  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex had  placed  on  the  Paper  was 
fully  justified.  It  certainly  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  scandal  that,  when  an  in- 
quiry of  this  kind  was  asked  for,  and 
after  it  had  been  concluded  in  the  way 
it  had,  the  Governors  of  Westminster 
School  should  think  themselves  justified 
in  absolutely  ignoring  the  decision  of 
the  Committee,  and  in  maintaining  Mr. 
Gk>ffin  in  the  important  place  he  occu- 
pied, notwithstanding  the  gravity  of  the 
charges  against  him.  At  any  rate,  they 
ought  to  have  suspended  Mr.  GK>ffin,  or 
have  insisted  upon  some  practical  course 
being  taken  by  that  gentleman  for  the 
vindication  of  his  character.  The  Go- 
vernors called  upon  the  Department  to 
Erosecute  Mr.  Goffin ;  but  the  last  decision 
aving  been  against  Mr.  Goffin,  that  gen- 
tieman  was  bound  to  take  action  against 
the  Department.  It  was  quite  true  that 
Mr.  Goffin  did  commence  an  action ;  but 
it  was  of  such  a  nature  that  everybody 
knew  beforehand  it  would  be  ridiculed 
when  it  came  into  Court.  He  thought 
it  was  a  great  pity  that,  owing  to  the 
Forms  of  the  House,  they  had  not  now 
an  opportunity  of  affirming,  by  their  de- 
cision— 

"  That  the  retention  by  the  Governors  of  the 
United  Weatminster  Schools  of  Mr.  Goffin  as 
head  master  of  that  public  institation,  after  he 
had,  by  a  Seleot  Committee  of  this  House 
specially  appointed  in  1879  to  inquire  into  his 
conduct  at  the  request  of  the  Governors  of  the 
Schools,  been  found  guilty  of  a  systematic  course 
of  fraud,  falsehood,  and  subornation,  is  a  public 
scandal,  and  as  such  demands  the  immediate 
attention  of  the  Education  Office  and  Charity 
Commissioners." 

Sib  JAMES  LAWBENOE  said,  he 
had  yet  to  learn  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
hanouMble  men  placed  in  auoh  a  posi- 
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tion  as  the  Gbvemors  of  Westminster 
School  to  aot  contrary  to  their  consciences, 
whatever  decision  a  Committee  of  that 
House,  acting  in  a  different  manner 
from  that  upon  which  other  Committees 
usually  acted,  and  ending  in  the  exami- 
nation and  condemnation  of  a  man  with 
closed  doors,  after  forbidding  him  to  be 
present  during  the  whole  of  the  inquiry, 
and  not  allowing  him  to  call  the  wit- 
nesses who  were  in  attendance  to  speak 
in  his  favour — ^might  have  arrived  at. 
He  had  heard  with  surprise  some  of  the 
language  which  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  in 
regard  to  the  Governors  of  the  School. 
Perhaps  the  House  would  scarcely  be- 
lieve that  the  man  who  proposed  the 
resolution  read  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gravesend  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  that 
day,  who  had  gone  through  all  the  evi- 
dence, who  was  not  prejudiced  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Goffin,  but  rather  prejudiced 
against  him — that  the  very  man  who 
moved  that  Kesolution,  after  hearing  and 
considering  all  the  evidence,  was  that 
eminent  scholar  and  Divine,  Canon  Farrar . 
It  was  after  becoming  acquainted  with 
all  the  facts  that  Canon  Farrar,  at  the 
first  meeting  of  the  Governors,  called  to 
consider  the  question,  proposed  the  reso- 
lution which  had  been  read  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gravesend,  and  it  was  passed 
unanimously  by  the  Qtjvemors.  The 
statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  conveyed  an  impression  which  he 
thought,  upon  reflection,  was  not  the 
impression  the  noble  Lord  desired  to 
convey;  but,  undoubtedly,  the  impres- 
sion produced  on  the  mind  of  any 
stranger  who  heard  the  subject  now  for 
the  first  time  would  be  that  Mr.  Goffin 
was  a  kind  of  charlatan,  who,  by  means 
of  fraud  and  underhand  practices,  had 
obt€iined  a  position  he  was  not  entitled 
to,  and  that  therefore  the  Department, 
for  a  long  series  of  years,  had  been  en- 
deavouring to  entrap  him.  Now,  refer- 
ence had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gravesend  to  the  position  Mr. 
Goffin  had  occupied  for  many  years.  It 
was  well-known  to  anyone  who  knew 
anything  about  teaching  that  Mr.  Goffin 
was  the  first  teacher  of  technical  science 
in  the  country.  That  was  admitted  by 
every  person  connected  with  education  in 
the  country.  It  was  difficult  to  find  a 
man  who  held  a  different  opinion,  and 
they  had  evidence  adduced  in  the  ooaree 
of  the  debate  that  when  all  the  privi- 
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leges  previously  enjoyed  by  Mr.  GK)£^ 
were  taken  away  from,  and  when  the 
grdktest  care  was  taken  by  the  Governors 
that  no  special  examination  should  be 
held  in  the  school,  the  boys  educated  in 
the  school  still  continued  to  take  the 
very  highest  position.  He  was  not  there 
to  defend  either  the  action  of  Mr.  Goffin 
or  the  course  of  his  life ;  he  was  there 
simply  as  one  of  the  Governors  of  the 
School  to  defend  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernors; and  he  declared  in  the  most 
positive  terms  that,  as  honourable  and 
conscientious  men,  they  dared  not  dis- 
miss a  man  to  ruin  and  degradation 
until  they  were  satisfied  in  tibeir  own 
minds  of  the  truth  of  the  charges  made 
against  him.  The  Governors  were  not 
in  any  degree  partial  to  Mr.  Goffin ;  but 
they  were  animated  by  one  feeling — 
namely,  that  they  ought  not  to  absolutelj 
ruin  a  man  until  they  arrived  at  a  satisk 
factory  conclusion  tiiat  there  was  no 
doubt  as  to  the  truth  of  the  case  pre- 
ferred against  him.  He  was  anxious  to 
trace  the  early  part  of  the  case.  The 
noble  lord  had  told  him  himself  that  he 
had  made  up  his  mind  that  Mr.  Goffin 
•was  guilty. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  begged 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  He  had 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind.  He 
might  have  told  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  was  satisfied  of  Mr.  Qof^'s 
gxiilt  after  the  proofs  had  been  pro- 
duced. He  had  certainly  never  said 
that  he  had  made  up  his  mind  before 
the  proofs  were  produced. 

Sib  JAMES  LAWRENCE  said,  that 
what  the  noble  Lord  had  said  had  cer- 
tainly conveyed  that  impression  to  his 
mind.  He  would  withdraw  anything 
as  to  the  actual  words  used  by  the 
noble  Lord;  but  undoubtedly  the  im- 
pression conveyed  to  his  mind  was  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  made  up  his  mind 
as  to  Mr.  Goffin's  guilt.  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  would  remember  that  his 
(Sir  James  Lawrence's)  reply  was — "  I 
cannot  condemn  a  man  until  I  have  got 
at  all  the  facts."  But  it  was  not  only 
the  noble  Lord,  but  the  Department, 
which  appeared  to  have  made  up  its 
mind  to  crush  Mr.  GK>ffin  long  before 
the  whole  of  the  evidence  oame  out. 
The  first  inquiry  was  oonduoted  bj 
Colonel  Donnelly,  and,  to  say  the  least 
of  it,  it  was  conducted  in  a  most  extra- 
ordinary manner.  Instead  of  approach- 
ing the  boys  in  a  oondliatoiy  spirit  and 
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in  a  gentle  maimer,  as  if  he  were  ireally 
anxious  to  obtain  the  trath  from  them, 
to  each  answer  given  by  the  boys 
Oolonel  Donnelly  said — "You  are  a 
liar ;  you  are  all  liars."  That  was  the 
couzBo  taken  by  the  gentleman  sent 
down  by  the  Department  to  ascertain 
the  facts  of  the  case.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  boys  were  in  fear  and 
trembling  when  they  came  before  the 
QoYeraors.  That  was  quite  untrue, 
and  the  Govemors  were  able  to  obtain 
very  dear  statements  from  them.  He 
was  quite  aware  of  the  difficulty  of 
getting  any  Government  Department 
to  confess  itself  in  error,  or  that  it  had 
done  injury  to  an  individual.  An  in- 
stance occurred  to  him  which  he  might 
mention  to  the  House.  When  he  first 
came  into  the  House  he  was  waited 
upon  one  day  by  a  man  who  was  one  of 
the  most  trusted  of  the  porters  connected 
with  the  South  Western  Bailway.  The 
man  said  he  wished  him  (Sir  James 
Lawrence)  to  do  him  a  favour.  He  had 
been  a  member  for  many  years  of  the 
police  force,  and  he  had  injured  himself 
very  severely  in  struggling  with  a 
burglar,  the  consequence  of  which  was 
that  he  was  laid  up.  The  doctor  made 
up  his  mind  that  he  was  malingering, 
and  gave  evidence  before  the  Home 
SeOTCtary  to  the  efiPeot  that  when  he 
examined  the  man's  leg  he  found  traces 
of  iodine  upon  the  foot  which  he  had 
not  prescribed.  The  consequence  was 
that  the  man  lost  his  pension,  and  he 
was  taken  into  the  employment  of  the 
South  Western  Bailway,  and  became 
one  of  the  most  trusted  servants  they 
had.  Some  years  afterwards,  on  some 
alterations  being  made  in  the  chemist's 
shop  in  which  the  prescription  was  made 
up,  the  original  paper  was  found  signed 
by  the  me£cal  man  who  gave  evidence 
against  this  poor  fellow,  in  his  own 
handwriting,  and  in  the  document  ap- 
peared the  very  article  '*  iodine,"  the 
prescription  of  which  he  had  forgotten. 
He  (Sir  James  Lawrence)  went  to  the 
Home  Office  and  laid  the  facts  before 
them ;  but  the  only  answer  he  obtained 
was  that  they  could  not  undo  what  they 
had  already  done.  The  man  did  not 
ask  to  be  reinstated  in  his  position,  but 
simply  to  have  his  character  cleared. 
But  an  English  Public  Department 
knew  nothing  of  that  rehabilitation  of 
character  wmch  other  Governments  and 
jaations  were  always  anacious  to  under- 


1294 

take,  and  until  our  Government  adopted 
the  coui*se  pursued  elsewhere  he  feared 
that  very  much  injustice  would  be  done. 
He  had  detained  the  House  much  longer 
than  he  ought  to  have  done;  but  he 
felt  warmly  in  regard  to  some  of  the 
expressions  which  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord,  and  which  he  considered  to 
be  quite  unjustifiable.  He  held  that 
no  man  had  a  right  to  impute  motives 
or  talk  about  a  public  scandal  in  regard 
to  the  action  of  men  who  held  honour- 
able positions.  He  thought  that  greater 
care  should  be  taken  by  the  heads  of 
Departments,  and  by  the  officials  under 
them,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
public  conduct  of  other  men,  as  con* 
scientious  as  themselves,  was  construed. 
Ma.  EATHBONE  said,  he  never  rose 
with  more  pain  to  address  the  House 
upon  any  subject  than  he  did  on  the 
present  occasion.  Many  men  whom  he 
sincerely  respected  were  among  the  Go- 
yemors  of  the  Westminster  School ;  but 
it  seemed  to  him  that  this  was  one  of 
those  cases  on  which  it  was  most  im- 
portant that  the  House  should  express 
a  clear  opinion.  A  great  deal  of  the 
arguments  they  had  heard  went  to 
prove  Mr.  Qoffin's  great  ability.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  he  was  a  man  of 
wonderful  ability  as  a  teacher  ;  and  one 
of  the  most  remarkable  proofs  of  his 
ability  was  that  he  should  have  been 
able  so  to  mislead  the  Oovemors  of  the 
School.  [Sir  Syditet  Watsblow  dis- 
sented.] His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ghravesend  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow) 
shook  his  head ;  but  he  really  thought 
if  his  hon.  Friend  would  only  try  to 
carry  his  mind  back  to  the  time  when 
he  proposed  his  draft  Beport,  he 
would  see  at  once  that  the  line  he  had 
been  taking  to-night  was  absolutely  in- 
consistent with  that  Beport,  and  what 
must  have  been  the  state  of  his  mind 
when  he  proposed  it.  Mr.  Goffin  swore 
positively  that  no  such  information  ever 
came  into  his  possession,  and  yet,  in  the 
Beport  proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Committee  desired  to  record  their 
emphatic  opinion  that  the  declarations 
m^e  by  the  witnesses  required  the 
serious  attention  of  the  Education  De- 
partment, with  a  view  to  the  adoption, 
of  further  precautions  in  order  to  pre- 
vent the  examination  papers  from  be- 
coming known  outside  the  Department 
before  the  time  of  examination.  If  that 
meant  anything,  it  meant  that  Mr.  Goffin 
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had  had  the  papers.  It  oonld  mean 
nothing  else ;  and,  if  so,  Mr.  Gbffin  was 
guilty  of  clear  and  deliberate  peijury, 
and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Ghovemors  to 
have  prosecuted  him  for  that  perjury. 
They  were  the  only  persons  who  could 
prosecute  him  for  receiving  money  under 
false  pretences,  because  it  was  from  them 
he  received  it,  and  not  from  the  Depart- 
ment. He  imagined  that  most  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  had  made  up  their 
minds  that  Mr.  Gbffin  did  commit  these 
offenoee,  and  the  noble  Lord  had  shown 
that  this  was  not  the  first  offence.  Then, 
what  a  frightful  thing  it  was  for  the 
Governors  of  Westminster  School  to  give 
their  sanction  and  countenance  to  a  man 
who  had  been  guilty  of  a  fraud  in 
regard  to  which  he  must  have  taken 
the  boys  with  him.  The  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  had  told  them  to-day 
that  he  was  going  to  remove  some  of 
the  great  temptations  to  fraud  to  which 
the  elementary  school  masters  had 
hitherto  been  subjected,  and  it  was  quite 
time  that  he  should  do  so,  for  anyone 
who  had  been  connected  with  public 
elementary  schools  knew  how  difficult  it 
had  been  to  maintain  that  high  spirit  of 
honour  which  was  so  important.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  when  they  came  to 
look  at  the  effect  of  maintaining  a  man 
BO  able,  so  eminent,  and  so  distinguished 
as  Mr.  Gofiin  in  his  position,  after  the 
Committee  had  distinctly  come  to  the 
unanimous  conclusion  they  did,  he 
thought  it  was  of  immense  importance 
that,  by  some  means  or  other,  the  scandal 
of  maintaining  such  a  man  in  such  a 
position  should  be  put  an  end  to.  It 
was  not  merely  that  the  Governors  were 
called  upon  to  prevent  the  scandal,  but 
they  ought  to  consider  the  effect  of 
leaving  such  a  man  with  power  to  per- 
secute all  those  who  had  given  honest  and 
straightforward  evidence  against  him. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that,  deplor- 
able as  it  might  be  to  leave  Mr.  Goffin 
with  power  to  persecute  persons  who  were 
objectionable  to  him,  it  was,  neverthe- 
less, only  a  common  practice  even  in 
connection  with  a  respectable  Govern- 
ment Department.  Therefore,  they  could 
not  condemn  Mr.  Goffin  on  that  account. 
The  noble  Lord  who  had  formerly 
been  Vice  President  of  the  Council  and 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  could,  fix>m  his  expe- 
rience, quote  many  oases  in  which  a 
junior  member  of  the  Givil  Senrice  had 
Iff.  Sathione 


occasion  to  remember  any  unfortunate 
slip  he  might  have  made  against  his 
superiors  for  all  the  rest  of  his  life.  He 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  studied  the  case  of 
Mr.  Ghoffin,  with  the  intention  of  brings 
ing  the  matter  before  Parliament  if  he 
could  conscientiously  do  so;  but  cer- 
tainly the  impression  produced  on  his 
mind  was  that  the  case  against  Mr. 
Goffin  was  not  made  out.  He  did  not 
think  that  sufficient  stress  had  been  laid 
on  the  peculiar  nature  of  the  study  to 
which  **coachers"or  "crammers"  directed 
their  attention,  [when  they  were  en- 
gaged in  coaching  a  pupil  for  passing  a 
particular  examination.  The  first  part  of 
the  duty  of  the  crammer  was  to  find  out 
who  the  Examiners  were,  and,  in  the  next 
place,  to  hunt  up  all  the  antecedents  of 
the  Examiners  with  the  skill  of  a  private 
detective.  He  would  obtain  informa- 
tion as  to  all  the  occasions  upon  which 
such  and  such  an  Examiner  had  acted, 
all  the  questions  which  that  Examiner 
had  put  upon  paper  ;  and  it  was  upon  a 
wisely  selected  average  of  such  ques- 
tions running  over  a  long  period  of  years 
that  a  professional  crammer  proceeded 
in  preparing  his  class  for  an  examina- 
tion to  take  place  two  months,  six 
months,  or  one  month  hence,  at  the  hands 
of  that  special  Examiner.  Only  yester- 
day an  old  College  chum  of  his  own,  now 
engaged  in  coaching,  breaHasted  with 
him.  His  friend  complained  that  too 
many  crammers,  and  the  most  succesa- 
ful  ones,  confined  themselves  to  the 
business  of  teaching  their  pupils  the 
answers  to  questions  which,  over  a  long 
space  of  years,  the  particular  Examiners 
before  whom  they  were  to  appear  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  asking  of  the  pupils. 
For  instance,  this  gentleman  was  a  coach 
for  some  of  the  examinations  for  com- 
missions in  the  Line,  commissions  given 
to  Militia  officers  ;  and  he  said  that 
among  the  Examiners  at  these  examina- 
tions within  recent  years  there  had  been 
Examiners  who  were  also  Examiners  in 
the  public  Colleges,  such  as  Woolwich 
and  Sandhurst.  The  crammer  knew 
very  well  that  Mr.  So-and-So,  Professor 
of  such  and  such  a  Department  at  Wool- 
wich, was  the  Examiner ;  and  he  would, 
therefore,  find  out  the  class  of  questions 
that  gentleman  had  propounded  at 
Woolwich  and  Sandhurst  over  a  series 
of  years,  and  after  he  had  found  tiiat  out 
bevond  all  doubt,  his  pupils  would  be 
able  to  dear  a  majority  oi  the  qoeatioiia 
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asked.  Cramming  was  a  aort  of  art 
which  had  been  brought  almost  to  per- 
fection in  the  present  day.  A  short  time 
ago  there  was  an  hon.  Member  in  that 
House  who  was  at  the  head  of  one  of 
the  greatest  cramming  establishments 
in  the  Kingdom.  XJnfortanately,  the 
hon.  Oentleman  was  depriyed  of  has  seat 
by  the  yerdict  of  an  Electoral  Commis- 
sion. He  (Mr.  O'DonneU)  was  sorry  for 
that  nntowanl  event,  because  if  the  Gen- 
tleman to  whom  he  referred  had  been 
disposed  to  give  a  brief  lecture  on  the 
science  and  mysteries  of  cramming,  he 
would  certainly  have  been  able  to  as- 
tonish a  great  majority  of  that  House. 
It  had  been  pointed  out  to  him  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  by  an  experienced  crammer, 
in  a  moment  of  social  expansion,  that 
the  more  distinguished  the  Examiners 
with  whom  a  crammer  had  to  deal  the 
more  safe  the  crammer  was  in  forecast- 
ing the  questions  that  would  be  asked. 
Men  of  distinguished  scientific  attain- 
ments were  the  men  who  were  most  sure 
to  have  a  dozen  particular  fads  of  which 
they  were  particularly  proud.  Having 
aixived  at  certain  original  views,  they 
eonld  not  for  the  life  of  them  help  asking 
qaestions  upon  them  year  after  year.  He 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  of  opinion  that  the 
whole  system  of  competitive  examina- 
tions required  re-casting.  It  was  some- 
thing like  the  contest  between  big  guns 
and  iron  plates ;  the  guns  had  got  ahead 
of  the  platesy  and  the  crammer  had  got 
ahead  of  the  competitive  examination 
system.  Looking  at  the  imperfect  nature 
of  the  tribunal  before  which  Mr.  Coffin 
went^and  if  there  was  one  tribunal  less 
satisfactory  than  another  it  was  a  Com- 
mitteeof  that  honourable  House—looking 
at  the  imperfect  nature  of  that  tribunal, 
he  was  certainly  utterly  unable  to  come 
to  any  conclusion  hostile  to  the  good 
faith  of  Mr.  Gk>ffin.  Mr.  Coffin  seemed  to 
beamanof  wonderfiil  ability  as  a  teacher, 
with  a  wonderful  genius  for  getting  at 
oondnsions ;  and  he  was  quite  sure  that 
during  the  period  Mr.  (ioffin  was  en- 
gaged in  preparing  Westminster  scholars 
tmder  a  strict  cramming  system,  he 
would  have  made  it  his  business  1x>  go 
through  aU  the  antecedents  of  the  Exa- 
niners,  and  all  the  people  the  pupils  were 
hkelj  to  come  in  contact  with.  Being  a 
i&an  of  such  ability,  it  was  not  astonish- 
ing that  the  pupils  of  Mr.  Gk>ffin,  as 
^  general  rule,  satisfactorily  answered 
mat  90  per  oent  of  the  questions  put 


to  them.  He  thought  it  would  be  most 
difficult,  in  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  for  the  House  to  draw  any  hasty 
inference  as  to  the  guilt  of  Mr.  Gk>ffin, 
or  to  come  to  any  conclusion  adverse  to 
him. 

Mr.  MX7NDELLA  said,  he  had  no 
right  to  address  the  House  again  except 
by  permission  ;  but  he  would  not  detain 
the  House  for  more  than  two  or  three 
minutes.  The  question  had  only  been 
brought  to  his  attention  by  the  Notice 
plaoea  on  the  Paper  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Ceorge  Hamilton) ;  and  everyone 
who  heard  the  noble  Lord  that  night 
must  feel  that  he  had  done  good  service 
in  bringing  it  forward.  When  the  ques- 
tion was  brought  imder  his  (Mr.  Mun- 
della's)  notice  in  the  Department,  he 
made  an  inquiry  into  the  nature  of  the 
charges  against  Mr.  Gk>ffin,  and  the  re- 
sult of  his  investigation  was  this — ^that 
Mr.  Coffin  was  ^lilty  of  the  charge 
broughtagainst  him,  andthatit  wasreaUy 
a  sad  thing  that  a  body  of  Governors  so 
eminently  respectable  as  the  Covemors 
of  Westminster  School  should  have  re- 
tained a  man  in  such  an  important  posi* 
tion.  The  retention  of  such  a  man  was 
little  less  than  a  scandal,  and  it  was 
setting  a  very  bad  example.  He  was 
the  more  sorry,  because  it  was  really 
teaching  the  country  to  believe  that  the 
Department  were  disposed  to  charge  a 
man  with  fraud  when  there  was  no  real 
and  substantial  ground  for  the  accusa- 
tion. He  did  not  know  that  it  was  pos- 
sible to  constitute  a  fairer  or  more  com- 
plete Committee  than  that  which  had 
been  appointed  at  the  suggestion  of  his 
hon.  Fnend  behind  him  to  investigate 
this  case.  It  consisted  of  Mr.  Lowthian 
Bell,  Mr.  Moore,  Lord  Ceorge  Hamilton, 
Lord  Francis  Hervey,  Mr.  Errington, 
Mr.  Bodwell,  and  Sir  Sydney  Watorlow. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Craves- 
end  ohaiged  everyone  who  sided  against 
Mr.  Coffin  with  being  the  prosecutor. 
He  spoke  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Middlesex  as  the  prosecutor,  then  of 
Colonel  Donnelly  as  the  prosecutor;  and 
he  (Mr.  Mundella)  was  afraid  that  he 
himself  would  now  be  looked  upon  as 
the  prosecutor.  Even  Mr.  Lowe,  the 
present  Lord  Sherbrooke,  was  spoken  of 
as  the  prosecutor,  because  he  had  hap- 
pened to  be  Vice  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil, and  it  was  supposed  that  he  must 
necessarily  be  affected  with  some  De- 
partmental taint  which  would  prevent 
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him  from  fairly  and  honourably  dealing 
with  a  question  like  that  of  Mr.  Goffin. 
Surely  the  House  would  not  suspect  that 
Members  of  the  Government  and  per- 
manent officials  were  really  anxious  to 
convict  any  man  of  fraud  ?  From  what 
he  could  learn,  such  men  as  Professor 
Franklin  and  Professor  Eoscoe  con- 
sidered that  the  case  against  Mr.  Goffin 
was  proved  beyond  all  doubt,  and  that 
it  was  a  scandal  that  such  a  man  should 
have  been  retained  so  long  in  the  posi- 
tion he  now  occupied.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  Mr.  Goffin  was  a  remark- 
ably able  man  and  an  excellent  science 
teacher ;  but  he  had  all  the  less  excuse 
for  the  course  he  had  taken.  It  was  not 
necessary  that  a  man  possessing  so  much 
ability  should  have  recourse  to  fraud  in 
the  way  in  which  Mr.  Goffin  evidently 
had  had  recourse  to  it  in  order  to  obtain 
money  for  his  own  school  work.  It  was 
said  that  the  Education  Department 
ought  to  have  prosecuted  Mr.  Goffin,  and 
the  hon.  Member  behind  him  (Mr.  Erring- 
ton)  repeated  that  cry.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, however,  knew  that  the  Department 
oould  not  do  so.  This  transaction  took 
place  nearly  three  and  a-half  years  ago 
— namely,  in  May,  1878 — and  howcomd 
they  now  prosecute  Mr.  Goffin  ?  An  in- 
dictment for  fraud  would  not  lie  against 
him ;  that  was  very  well  known.  The 
fraud  was  not  committed  by  Mr.  Goffin 
directly  for  his  own  benefit,  but  only  in- 
directly, as  the  money  went  into  the 
hands  of  the  Governors.  If  a  criminal 
indictment  had  been  preferred  against 
Mr.  Goffin,  his  mouth  would  have  been 
closed ;  they  could  not  have  cross-exa- 
mined him,  and  they  would  have  been 
deprived  of  the  best  means  of  getting 
at  the  truth.  All  he  could  say  about  the 
matter  was  this — that  he  thought  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place  would 
produce  a  good  effect.  He  hoped  the 
Governors  of  the  School  would,  on  re- 
flection, consider  that  it  was  a  scandal 
to  allow  the  present  state  of  things  to 
continue.  He  should  certainly  confer 
with  those  who  usually  advised  him  in 
legal  matters,  in  order  to  see  what  steps 
oould  possibly  be  taken.  He  was  afraid 
that  nothing  could  be  done  by  the  Edu- 
cation Department;  but,  if  not,  the 
Charity  Commissioners  might  consider 
whether  it  was  not  their  duty  to  inter- 
fere. He  did  not  oare  how  eminent  or 
able  a  man  might  be ;  if  he  committed 
•uoh  a  fraud  as  this,  ho  was  guilty  of  a 
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great  mistake,  and,  in  the  interests  of 
all  public  teachers,  he  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  continue  in  the  position  he 
occupied.  It  was  now  time  that  this 
discussion  should  come  to  an  end,  and, 
as  the  House  could  not  come  to  a  con* 
elusion  on  the  matter,  he  would  appeal 
to  it  to  resolve  itself  at  once  into  Com* 
mittee,  so  that  the  Government  might 
be  allowed  to  take  the  Education  Votes. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  asked  if  there 
was  to  be  a  discussion  upon  the  Esti- 
mates  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Certainly. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Supply — eomidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class    IV. — ^Education,   Scibnoe,    ahD 
Art. 

(I.)  £1,283,958,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Education,  England  and  Wales. 

YisoouNT  SANDON  said,  he  was  not 
anxious  to  trouble  the  Committee  in  aaj 
way ;  but  he  thought  that  the  full  and 
very  interesting  Statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Q-entleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  would  require  a  good  deal 
of  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
facts  contained  in  it  before  they  could 
express  any  judgment  upon  it.  He 
thought  no  excuse  was  needed  for  the 
long  speech  which  had  been  made  to 
them,  as  it  was  one  of  great  interest  to  all 
who  had  the  pleasure  of  hearing  it ;  and 
he  would  only  venture  to  remark  that  he 
hoped  another  time  to  have  the  satiefaic- 
tion  of  entering  at  length  into  the  points 
which  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  had 
laid  before  them  that  night.  He  wai 
inclined  to  doubt  the  advisability  of  the 
practice  which  the  Vice  President  had 
adopted  that  night,  and  which  he  (Via* 
count  Sandon)  tried  to  adopt  when  he 
mied  the  Office  of  Vice  President  of 
the  Council — namely,  of  making  a  State* 
ment  with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair. 
Unfortunately,  other  matters  had  inter- 
cepted  that  Statement,  and  the  natural 
discussion  of  the  points  raised  bj  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  reeutt 
was  that  they  had  arrived  at  a  very  late 
hour  before  they  were  able  to  duouii 
the  Vote.  As  he  hadsaid,  he  was  notto 
blame  for  not  having  set  a  bad  egampln 
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m  ihe  matter,  because  he  did  tryto  make 
Ui  statement  with  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair ;  but  he  waspreyented  from  doing 
10  by  the  present  Chief  Seoretarjfor  Ire- 
hndl    He  gathered  from  the  speeoh  of 
Ae  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  vice  Pre- 
■dent  of  the  Council  that  the  experience 
of  the  last  10  years  had  somewhat  dis- 
sgipnnted  the  expectations  that   were 
miaed,  and,  to  some  extent,  that  it  dissi- 
pated some  of  the  fears  that  were  ex- 
praaaed.     Some  of  them  expected  that 
the  Tolontaxy  schools  would    be  very 
much  enoouraffed  by  the  course  of  legis- 
lation adopted;  but  those  expectations 
had  been  disappointed.    On  the  other 
hand,  the  expectation  entertained  that 
the  progress  of  education  would  be  a 
Etde  more  rapid  had  been  somewhat 
dashed.     The  hopeful  aspect  of  the  case 
was  that  the  parties  who  disagreed  in 
former  years  were  now  evincing  a  desire 
to  work  together  in  a  more  harmonious 
manner  for  the  benefit  of  the  children 
eonunitted  to  their  charge.     He  was 
gratified  to    hear  the  high  testimony 
iriiich  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
boKe  to  the  voluntary  work  of  the  coun- 
tij,  both  in  regard  to  the  board  schools 
and  the  voluntary  schools.    They  found 
that   some  verv  vague  and  voluntary 
flraanin  which  nad  been  formed  of  the 
past  liad  been  abandoned,  judging  from 
fb»  Yiee  P^resident's  speech.    Nobody 
spoke  more  strongly  than  the  Vice  Pre- 
eident  did  now  against  the  evils  of  free 
and  flmtnitous  education.     The  right 
lum.  Gentleman  was  perfectly  consistent 
in  that ;  but  it  was  most  important  that 
a  person  holding  the  hiffh  position  of  the 
ijg)it  hon.  GFentleman  should  be  able  to 
say  that  the  opinion  of  the  coimtry  was 
Mitirely  against  free  education.     As  to 
idigions  instruction,  the  testimony  of  the 
li^t  hon.  Oentleman  was  in  favour  of 
itivalne ;  and  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  re- 
joioad  that  it  was  so  after  the  18  months' 
•mscienoe    the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
MOhad  of  the  working  of  the  Depart- 
■sat    He  congratulated  the  right  hon. 
:    flsDtleman  on  the  fact  that  it  had  fallen 
Id  his  lot  to  oome  to  the  House  at  a  time 
cf  eomparative  calm  in  the  Education 
Dapartmenty  so  that  he  was  able  to  turn 
kk  mind  to  a  further  revision  of  the 
Idaeation  Code.    He  hoped,  in  the  long 
na,  the  right  hon,  Qentieman  miffht  not 
hd  *^^*  in  tzyingf  to  be  concise  he  had 
Iseome  obaoore.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
aUo  to  undertake  this  im- 


portant work,  owing  to  the  Department 
being  more  free  in  regard  to  the  supply 
of  schools,  and  owing  to  the  board  sys- 
tem having  been  started  and  eot  into 
full  working  order.  He  was  aLo  able 
to  undertake  the  work  of  compulsion 
which  had  been  proposed  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
George  Hamilton).  His  way  had  been 
cleared  for  him,  and  ho  (Viscount  Sandon) 
felt  that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentieman  was 
perfectiy  right  in  giving  a  large  meed  of 
praise  to  the  exceeding  vigour  of  the 
neads  of  the  Education  Department,  not 
only  the  Gentieman  who  was  at  the 
head  of  all,  but  those  who  were  at  the 
head  of  the  subordinate  departments. 
In  regard  to  the  Code  itself,  he  hoped  he 
miffht  be  allowed  to  record  his  opinion, 
and  he  trusted  that  all  hon.  Gentiemen 
who  were  interested  in  education  would 
do  the  same.  Until  they  had  seen  the 
system  fully  in  operation,  the  whole 
future  of  the  schools  must  depend  en- 
tirely on  the  good  working  of  the  Code. 
They  must  remember  that  all  the 
changes  were  purely  tentative  after  all, 
and  tne  great  question  which  lurked  be* 
hind  was  that  of  the  money.  They 
were  told  that  they  were  not  to  consider 
the  money  question  at  present ;  but  to 
look  to  it  solely  as  an  educational  ques- 
tion. That  was  very  admirable  and  very 
excellent ;  but  the  schools  of  the  country 
must  look  to  it  from  the  money  point  of 
view ;  and  the  case  of  the  board  schools, 
and  voluntary  schbols,  as  between  small 
schools  and  largo  schools,  rural  schools 
and  urban  schools,  must  be  decided  by 
the  facilities  which  tho  new  Code  af- 
forded. It  would,  therefore,  be  unwise 
to  express  an  opinion  as  to  the  Code 
until  they  knew  how  the  money  was  to 
be  allocated.  There  was  one  thing, 
however,  which  they  ought  to  require. 
He  did  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  watch  the  matter  carefully, 
so  as  not  to  place  too  great  a  head  pres- 
sure upon  the  children.  He  said  that 
from  the  exporience  he  had  gained  when 
Vice  President,  and  he  was  satisfied  that 
there  was  groat  danger  of  pressing  too 
heavily  on  children  of  tender  age.  He 
would  venture  to  call  special  attention 
to  the  case  of  the  pupil  teachers.  He 
was  quite  suro  that  in  many  cases  they 
demanded  far  too  much  from  young  pupil 
teachers.  They  had  to  give  out  these  poor 
children,  as  well  as  take  them  in,  and  the 
pressure  upon  their  minds   was   vexy 
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great,  in"  having  to  teacli  during  the 
greater  part  of  the  day,  to  stand  almoBt 
entirely  throughout  the  day,  and  then  to 
study  at  night.  Then,  also,  in  regard 
to  [increasing  the  intellectual  pressure, 
he  would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, after  the  strong  expressions  he 
had  used  as  to  the  advantages  of  reli- 
gious teaching,  to  keep  a  careful  watch 
that  in  their  exertions  for  the  spread  of 
secular  knowledge  they  did  not  ignore 
religious  teaching.  There  was  great 
danger,  if  they  showed  that  the  interests 
of  the  State  in  the  schools  was  merely 
based  on  secular  knowledge,  that  in  the 
course  of  time  pure  religious  teaching 
would  be  cast  aside  as  of  no  importance 
whatever.  He  thought  that  was  quite 
unintentional  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  and  he  believed 
that  they  might  virtually  make  it  im- 
possible that  that  religious  teaching 
they  wished  to  foster  should  suffer. 
He  congratulated  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  his  praiseworthy  endeavours  to 
remove  the  temptation  to  fraud  which 
existed  at  present,  and  which  were  so 
serious  in  our  schools.  No  one  would 
rejoice  more  than  he  would  when  the 
scheme  relating  to  the  250  attendances 
was  carried  out.  As  to  The  Child* a  School 
Book  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alluded,  he  was  in  favour  of  getting 
rid  of  all  unnecessary  forms ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  should  only  be  too  happy  if  he 
succeeded  in  getting  rid  of  The  Child's 
School  Book,  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  was  also  going  to  give  greater 
prominence  to  poetry,  recitation,  history, 
and  geography.  He  would  be  glad  in- 
deed if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
time  to  get  those  matters  attended  to  in  the 
ordinary  curriculum  of  the  schools.  For 
his  own  part,  he  was  a  little  doubtful 
whether  Afilton  and  Shakspeare  offered 
the  best  kind  of  poetry  to  children  of  10 
or  12  years  of  age  ;  and  he  was  rather 
in  favour  of  some  of  our  excellent  pa- 
triotic lyrics  which  very  easily  adapted 
themselves  to  the  intellects  of  children. 
But  that  was  a  matter  of  detail.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  assured 
them  that  he  was  going  to  lay  great 
stress  on  sewing  as  a  branch  of  instruc- 
tion. He  believed  he  had  the  honour 
to  be  the  first  to  give  the  money  of  the 
State  for  the  promotion  of  that  most  im- 
portant art  amongst  girls,  and  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do  aU 
in  his  power  to  encourage  it.     At  the 
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same  time,  he  ventured  to  put  in  a  word 
for  those  despised  subjects — domestic 
economy  and  cooking.  They  should  all 
have  in  view  the  importance  of  teaching 
those  useful  and  necessary  subjects  in 
schools.  It  was  difficult  in  practice,  he 
knew  ;  but  they  were  most  necessary  to 
be  taught  to  girls,  and  he  hoped  the 
Vice  President  would  encourage  them. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  to  keep  the  attention  of  Inspec- 
tors fully  engaged  on  the  moral  charac- 
tei  of  the  schools.  Everyone  who  knew 
what  schools  were  would  see  how  im- 
portant it  was  that  the  Inspectors  should 
show  great  attention  to  the  general  moral 
tone  which  prevailed  in  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  used  one  happy  ex- 
pression. He  said  he  was  determined  that 
the  teaching  in  these  elementary  schoolB 
should  be  thorough.  He  reminded  the 
House  that  they  had  made  it  com- 
pulsory on  parents  to  send  their  children 
to  those  schools ;  that  they  were  bound 
to  see  that  the  teaching  was  thorough 
and  good,  and  that  it  was  absolute 
cruelty  and  wrong  to  subject  children 
to  insufficient  instruction.  That  point 
should,  undoubtedly,  be  kept  steadfly  in 
view.  He  wished  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman success  in  his  endeavour  to  pro- 
mote night  schools ;  and  he  agreed  that 
he  was  taking  a  bold  and  wise  course  in 
allowing  clerical  teachers  to  instruct  in 
night  schools.  It  was  probably  the  most 
important  change  of  any  made  in  the 
Code  to  throw  open  the  profession  of 
teachers  to  graduates  of  the  Universi- 
ties; and  he  thought  the  more  people 
considered  it,  the  more  they  would  see 
the  advantages  of  making  that  altera- 
tion. It  would,,  however,  be  necessary, 
in  fairness  to  existing  teachers,  that  thej 
should  have  due  warning  of  the  change, 
because,  having  entered  upon  their 
career  on  the  understanding  tiiat  it  was 
a  closed  one,  they  should  certainly  re- 
ceive notice  of  what  would  appear  to 
them  a  very  sudden  and  important 
change.  He  also  hoped  care  would  be 
taken  to  find  a  more  suitable  class  of 
teachers  for  rural  schools.  The  misfor- 
tune was  that  it  was  impossible  for 
the  districts  in  which  those  schools 
were  situated  to  give  a  high  rate  of  pay, 
and  yet  it  was  exceedingly  bad  to  have 
verv  young  teachers.  That  question, 
undoubtedly,  merited  great  atttention. 
It  was  the  case  that  there  was  some  de- 
terioration in  respect  of  the  time  dnring 
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vhieh  teabkers  stayed  in  their  soihooLi ; 
tad  they  loTind  that  as  a  rale  where 
there  was  only  a  mistress  she  stayed 
ooly  for  a  year,  or  possibly  two  years. 
Anyone  would  understand  that  the  effect 
of  tW  upon  the  children  was  disastrous. 
In  that  way  the  teacher  had  no  time  to 
make  acquaintance  with  the  children, 
who  were  always  being  put  under  new 
■jrstema,  while,  in  fact,  the  moral  hold 
was  relaxed.  That  was  a  very  import- 
sat  difficulty  which  all  interested  in 
ratal  education  should  consider.  He 
eould  not  anee  with  the  remarks  of  the 
Vice  Presiaent  of  the  Oouncil  on  the 
subject  of  honour  certificates.  He  had 
always  regarded  them  both  as  tending 
to  raise  the  tone  in  schools  and  as  incen- 
ti?6B  to  future  exertion.  He  thought 
those  certificates  did  tend  to  elevate  the 
character  of  their  elementary  schools, 
and  he  was  afraid  he  should  adhere  to 
that  view.  He  thought  it  a  pity,  for 
the  sake  of  £1,000,  to  sacrifice  what  he 
believed  to  be  in  many  cases  a  useful 
iaoentiye;  and,  therefore,  he  trusted 
that  if  any  change  was  made  the  system 
might  be  modified  without  being  aban- 
doned. He  eaw  that  about  13,000  chil- 
dren in  the  oourse  of  the  year  got  those 
oertificates;  and  he  was  constantly  meet- 
ing with  children  who  had  gained  them 
and  who  showed  them  with  great  pride, 
while  the  parents  had  told  him  that  the 
moral  e&bct  upon  their  feunilies  was 
Borprising.  There  was  one  point  on 
which  he  should  be  obliged  to  challenge 
the  decision  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  if 
he  should  think  it  his  duty  to  press  it. 
He,  for  one,  was  loth  in  any  way  to 
lower  the  character  of  the  Inspectorate, 
heoause  it  was  of  the  highest  importance 
that  its  intellectual  standard  should  be 
kept  up;  so  much  so,  in  his  opinion,  that 
when  he  held  the  Office  of  Vice  President 
Tory  severe  conditions  were  attached  as 
qualifications  for  that  office.  Therefore, 
he  trosted  that  nothing  would  be  done 
to  lower  the  position  of  the  Inspectorate. 
He  would  aslc  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  there  was  any  truth  in  the  ru- 
mour alluded  to  in  the  Press  that  he 
hM  out  hopes  to  teachers  of  extending 
the  pension  system  generally  ?  He  was 
aware  that  he  granted  a  certain  number 
o{  pensions  in  cases  where  the  teachers 
▼ere  old  and  underpaid ;  but  he  carefully 
parded  himself  from  holding  out  any 
ao^  whatever  of  a  general  pension  sys- 
tem, whieh  woi|14  be  ^  most  serious  and 


ffrave  undertaking  for  the  country,  and 
he  hardly  thought  the  right  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman could  have  been  correctlv  re- 
ported when  he  was  said  to  hold  out 
nopes  of  so  great  a  change.  Although 
he  should  not  be  sorry  to  see  a  system 
of  assurances  established  wluoh  would 
secure  teachers  against  the  consequences 
of  sickness  and  old  age,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  the  business  of  the  State 
to  go  further  in  the  matter.  He  did  not 
wiw  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  must  hold  hun- 
self  absolutely  ^e  with  regard  to  the 
changes  in  the  Oode,  and  with  regard, 
also,  to  the  changes  in  connection  with 
the  Inspectorate. 

Ma.  KICHAED  said,  he  had  a  Mo- 
tion on  the  Paper  on  foing  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  which,  yielding  to 
the  appeal  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  he 
did  not  proceed  with;  but  to  which, 
perhaps,  he  might  be  permitted  to  refer 
in  Committee  and  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  subject  of  it.  He  referred  to 
what  he  could  not  but  regard  as  a  great 
anomaly  in  their  educational  system — 
that  was  to  say,  the  denominational  cha- 
racter of  so  many  of  our  Training  Col- 
lies. He  did  not  severely  blame  any- 
body for  that,  because  it  had  grown 
out  of  a  state  of  things  which  existed 
formerly,  but  which  no  longer  prevailed. 
It  was  well  known  that  for  a  long  time 
the  education  of  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try was  left  in  the  hands  of  volun- 
tery  associations,  and  they  frankly  and 
gratefully  acknowledged  that  they  ren- 
dered veduable  service  to  the  cause  of 
education.  As  long  as  these  associations 
were  purely  voluntary,  and  supported 
by  the  contributions  of  their  finends, 
they  had  a  right  to  make  their  own 
rules ;  but  when  Government  undertook 
to  subsidize  those  efforte,  then,  of  course, 
the  matter  was  very  much  altered.  It 
was  enacted  that  all  elementary  schools 
should  be  subject  to  the  Conscience 
Clause,  which,  to  some  extent,  modified 
the  denominational  character  of  those 
schools,  but  the  Training  Colleges  re- 
mained as  they  were,  being  governed  by 
the  same  rules  as  existed  when  they 
were  purely  voluntary  institutions.  But 
they  were  no  longer  volunta^  institu- 
tions ;  so  much  otherwise  that  by  far  the 
larger  proportion  of  the  incomes  by  which 
they  were  supported  was  derived  from 
Parliamentary  grants,  and  the  fees  paid 
by  students.  He  would  give  some  figures, 
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by  way  of  illustration,  taken  from  the 
Heport  of  the  Committee  of  Council.  He 
found  that  with  regard  to  the  Training 
College  at  Carnarvon  the  total  annual 
expenditure  was  £2,227,  the  subscrip- 
tions and  donations  amounted  to  only 
£293.  At  Cheltenham  College  the  total 
expenditure  was  £5,275,  of  which  only 
£500  was  raised  by  subscriptions  and 
donations  ;  the  total  expenditure  of  the 
Female  College  in  the  same  town  being 
£2,281,  with  subscriptions  and  dona- 
tions amounting  to  only  £117.  The 
British  Schools  College,  in  the  Borough 
Boad,  had  a  total  expenditure  of 
£7,000,  of  which  only  £1,390  was 
raised  by  voluntary  contributions,  and 
the  Wesleyan  College,  at  Battersea, 
a  total  expenditure  of  £4,172,  and  the 
donations  and  subscriptions  amounted  to 
£321.  Thus  it  would  be  apparent  to  the 
Committee  that,  so  far  as  support  was 
concerned,  those  Colleges  had  become 
almost  State  institutions ;  and  the  ques- 
tion was  whether  it  was  right  that  in- 
stitutions, which  were  practically  de- 
pendent on  public  money,  to  which 
all  classes  of  the  community  contri- 
buted, should  remain  sectarian  in  their 
character,  government,  and  teaching. 
The  tendency  of  their  legislation  had 
been,  of  late  years,  to  unsectarianize 
education.  That  was  proved  by  the 
Elementary  Education  Act,  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act,  and  the  various  Acts 
passed  by  the  Legislature  during  the 
last  20  or  30  years  in  relation  to  the 
Universities.  But  the  Training  Colleges 
remained  on  the  same  footing  as  before, 
many  of  them  being,  beyond  doubt, 
purely  denominational.  A  Memorial  had 
been  sent  in  to  the  London  School  Board, 
signed  by  the  members  of  the  Teachers' 
Association  in  this  Metropolis,  complain- 
ing of  the  disabilities  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  denominational  character 
of  the  examination  to  which  their  pupils 
were  subject  before  they  could  enter  the 
Training  Colleges.  The  School  Board 
thereupon  appUed  to  each  Training  Col- 
lege in  the  country  for  copies  of  the 
forms  of  application  for  admission,  and  for 
information  with  regard  to  the  nature  of 
the  reliffious  examination  required  to  be 
passed  by  candidates.  The  Eeturns  to  the 
London  School  Board  were  as  follows : — 
There  were  41  Training  Colleges  of  all 
Idnds  in  England  and  Wales.  Of  these, 
six  made  no  Betum,  five  had  no  reli- 
gious examination^  and  25  had  returned 

Mr.  Bichar4 


that  they  required,  on  entranoe,  an  exa- 
mination in  the  Old  and  New  Testa- 
ments and  in  the  Prayer  Book.  In  all 
the  Church  of  England  and  Diocesan 
Training  Colleges  l£is  examination  was 
exacted.  The  Wesleyan  Methodists  re- 
quired an  examination  in  the  Old  and 
New  Testaments  and  the  Conferenos 
Catechism;  and  as  to  the  preliminazy 
inquiries  of  an  ecclesiastical  character 
there  were  a  great  variety.  Some  Col- 
leges merely  required  testimonials  as  to 
character  from  a  clergyman  or  minis- 
ter, and  others  addressed  questions  of 
this  kind — **  Are  you  a  Communicant  f  " 
''Are  you  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
Eneland?"  "Are  you  prepared  to 
make  a  declaration  that  you  will  oon« 
tinue  as  a  teacher  in  the  Chuibh 
schools?"  Now,  he  asked  the  Com- 
mittee again  whether  it  was  fair  that 
these  institutions,  which  were  supported 
almost  entirely  out  of  public  money, 
should  have  a  character  so  decidedly  da- 
nominational  as  to  exclude  entirely  from 
the  advantages  of  the  training  they  g^^e 
all  the  Nonconformists  of  the  oountnrf 
He  did  not  wish  to  say  one  disrespectnil 
word  of  the  Book  of  Common  Frayer. 
It  was  not  his  habit  to  speak  disrespect 
fully  of  anything  that  was  an  object  of 
reverence  to  any  of  his  coimtrymen ;  but 
he  might  be  permitted  to  say  there  was 
much  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer 
that  the  Nonconformist  conscientiously 
objected  to.  They  did  not  teach  it 
in  their  schools ;  therefore,  any  of  the 
Nonconformist  teachers  who  wished 
to  go  to  those  Training  Colleges  were 
barred  by  the  requirement  that  a  candi- 
date must  be  examined  in  the  Book  of 
Common  Prayer.  There  was  a  great 
hardship  in  that,  inasmuch  as  these 
teachers  might  wish  to  go  to  the  Train- 
ing Colleges  for  the  purpose  of,  after- 
wards, teaching  in  the  board  schooli^ 
which  did  not,  and  were  not,  allowed  to 
teach  the  children  the  Prayer  Book  and 
the  Catechism.  The  boara  schools  were 
forbidden,  by  the  14th  section  of  the 
Elementary  Education  Act,  from  giving 
the  children  such  instruction.  ISo  exa- 
mination on  these  matters  was  required 
in  the  scholarship  examination  under- 
taken by  the  GK>vemment ;  and  yety 
when  these  young  people  presented 
themselves  for  admission  to  the  Training 
Colleges,  they  were  made  to  submit  to 
that  relifldous  test  examination  into  the 
Prayer  Book,  and,  in  some  oases,  thej- 
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were  oompeQed  to  dedare  that  they  were 
members  of  the  Ohurch  of  England. 
He  must  say  it  was  time  that  aU  this 
fhonld  be  changed.  It  was  undesirable 
tiiat  any  of  these  Training  GoUeffes 
should  be  denominational  in  their  cha- 
racter ;  but,  in  any  case,  he  maintained, 
the  sectarian  restrictions  which  pre- 
Tented  others  than  members  of  the 
Ohuroh  of  England  from  enjoying  the 
advantages  of  those  Training  Oolleges, 
and  other  institutions  supported  by  pub- 
lic money,  should  be  removed.  He  was 
not  able  to  move  tiie  Eesolution  he  had 
put  on  the  Paper,  owing  to  the  Forms 
of  the  House ;  but,  if  the  Committee 
would  permit  him,  he  would  read  it,  in 
Older  tnat  hon.  Members  might  see  the 
modest  proposal  he  intended  to  make  as 
to  those  elementary  teachers.  It  was  as 
follows : — 

*<  That  the  Training  Colleges  for  Elementary 
Teachers,  which  are  almoet  entirely  maintained 
by  pnbUc  grants  and  by  the  contributions  of 
the  stndents,  should,  so  long  as  the  present  sys- 
tem of  denominational  colleges  exists,  be  opeoa 
without  sectarian  restrictions  to  those  candi- 
dates who,  being  otherwise  qualified,  pass  the 
scholarship  examination  with  the  greatest  suc- 
cess, and  the  same  religious  Uber^  should  be 
ssdired  to  them  during  their  training  which  the 
Law  now  secures  to  students  at  the  UniTersities, 
Orsmmar  Schools,  and  in  public  Elementary 
Schools  throughout  the  Country." 

He  was  told  it  happened  very  f^ 
^uently  that  puuils  who  had  been  trained 
in  the  Iiondon  School  Board  schools,  and 
were  proficient  in  all  other  branches  of 
knowledge,  being  perfectly  as  well  quali- 
fied to  enter  into  the  Training  Colleges 
as  any  of  those  candidates  who  stood  by 
their  side,  yet  were  rejected  because 
they  would  not  tmdergo  examinations 
in  the  Prayer  Book.  He  said  this  was 
nnfur,  and  that  the  time  had  come  when 
some  chaujge  should  be  effected  in  the 
interests  of  reli^ous  libertv. 

Ub.  J.  G.  TMiBOT  said,  that  one  of 
the  disadvantages  they  experienced  on 
the  present  occasion,  and  wmch  his  noble 
^end  the  Member  for  Liverpool  had  re- 
ferred to,  was  that  they  had  not  been  able 
to  follow  the  interesting  Statement  of  the 
^oe  President  by  a  general  discussion, 
^n^  debate  had  strayed  over  various 
topics,  interesting  in  themselves,  some 
<^them  hiffhly  interesting,  almost  sensa- 
tional, and  those  had  diverted  them  from 
the  main  topic  of  the  evening — namely, 
ft  review  of  the  educational  proceedings 
of  the  pasty  and  of  the  educational  policy 


of  the  future.  He  could  not  help  ex« 
pressing  a  hope  that  if  the  revision  of 
the  Eules  of  the  House  was,  as  had  been 
indicated,  to  form  an  important  part  of 
the  programme  for  next  Session,  no  new 
Bule  would  be  adopted  which  would  en- 
courage and  sanction  the  course  of  pro- 
ceeding which  had  been  pursued  that 
night.  Discussions  of  that  Jdnd  came 
on  under  great  disadvantaffes  at  such  an 
hour  of  the  morning,  and  it  was  very 
difficult  for  one  to  compress  into  the  few 
minutes  which  he  felt  nimself  at  liberty 
to  occupy  all  the  observations  he  de- 
sired to  make  concerning  the  large  num- 
ber of  interesting  topics  referred  to.  He 
did  not  intend  to  go  into  the  case  of  Mr. 
Goffin  ;  but  he  would  say  a  word  with 
regard  to  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  (Mr.  Bichard)  had,  with  great 
moderation  from  his  point  of  view,  just 
stated.  He  (Mr.  Bichard)  had  made 
an  appeal  to  the  Government,  and  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  very  de- 
sirable if  they  could  have  come  to  some 
decision  on  the  subject.  Just  as  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Goffin  they  were  unable  to 
come  to  a  decision,  so  aho  in  the  matter 
of  Training  Oolleges  they  were  unable  to 
come  to  a  decision.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mundella)  would 
not  be  led  into  an  incautious  statement 
in  approval  of  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merthvr  in  so  seductive 
a  manner.  He  had  spoxen  as  though  a 
gentle  change  miffht  be  made  to  brinff 
these  Training  Golleg^  in  harmony  wit£ 
other  institutions  in  the  country,  con- 
ducted upon  what  he  called  the  unde- 
nominational principle.  If  they  were 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  evening 
he  ^ould  endeavour  to  persuade  the 
hon.  Member  that  this  institution,  whose 
example  he  recommended,  was  not  so 
undenominational  as  he  seemed  to  think. 
He  would  have  reminded  him  of  the  en- 
dowed schools  which  came  under  Clause 
19  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act,  and  he 
would  have  pointed  to  the  larger  "  public 
schools,"  as  they  were  called,  where  reli- 
gious education  was  given.  But  he  would 
not  now  go  into  matters  of  that  kind. 
He  would  only  ask  the  Oommittee  to 
remember  that  any  change  of  the  kind 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  would  be  a 
great  and  fundamental  change,  and  not 
only  that,  but  it  would  be  a  change  that 
would  amount  to  something  very  much 
like  a  breach  of  faith,  because,  although 
it  was  true  that  those  institutions  were 
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supported  in  a  sreat  measure  by  the 
State — and  he  fully  recognized  the  fact 
— yet  it  was  also  equally  true  that  they 
were  founded  in  a  great  measure  by  the 
liberality  of  private  persons,  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  their  being  connected 
with  a  certain  religious  denomination. 
That  remark  did  not  only  apply  to  the 
Church  of  England  in  which  ne  was  in- 
terested. There  were  Wesley  an  Colleges, 
founded  by  and  for  Wesleyans,  and  also 
Boman  Catholic  Colleges,  which  were 
founded  by  and  for  Eoman  Catholics. 
Therefore,  he  trusted  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  would  not,  in  a  moment 
of  incaution,  be  induced  to  adopt  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr, 
and,  by  so  doing,  give  a  severe  shock  to 
public  feeling — to  a  great  deal  of  the 
sound  feeling  on  which  the  education  of 
this  country  had  hitherto  rested,  to  which 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  had 

S'ven  credit,  and  to  which  the  hon. 
ember  himself  had  given  credit.  Edu- 
cation in  this  country  was,  for  a  very 
long  time,  chiefly  dependent  on  volun- 
tary effort.  That  voluntary  effort  was 
entirely  connected  with  some  religious 
body,  and  that  religious  body  was  mainly 
Church  of  England,  as  being  the  principal 
representative  of  religion  in  the  country. 
He  did  not  know  that  he  would  detain 
the  Committee  longer  on  this  matter, 
except  to  say  this — that  there  was  a  great 
difference  between  Training  Colleges  and 
public  elementary  schools.  In  connection 
with  the  latter  there  was  the  Conscience 
Clause,  and  the  children  of  parents  of 
any  religious  opinion  could  be  admitted, 
every  person's  religious  convictions  being 
respected.  He  was  not  merely  going 
into  those  matters  on  his  own  authority, 
but  the  Schools  Inquiry  Commissioners 
in  their  Eeport  said  that  great  distinction 
was  to  be  drawn  between  places  where 
pupils  were  received,  educated,  and 
boarded,  and  those  to  which  children 
went  as  day  scholars.  Boarding  schools 
it  was  pointed  out,  were  in  loco  par entum, 
and  it  was  shown  that  to  have  no  definite 
system  of  religious  teachingin  them  would 
be  a  serious  detriment  to  their  character. 
He  was  not  speaking  to  those  in  the 
House  who  would  discard  religious  in- 
struction altogether  from  all  schools; 
his  arguments  would  be  of  no  value  to 
them;  but  to  anyone  who  believed  in 
giving  young  people  some  religious  in- 
struction, he  said  that  unless  they  in- 
structed the  teachers  in  some  definite 
Mr.  J.  Q.  Talbot 


form  of  religion — ^he  cared  not  for  the 
purpose  of  uie  present  argument  what, 
so  long  as  it  were  definite — ^they  had  no 
chance  of  producing  that  class  of  teaohen 
who  would  be  the  best  and  truest  teachers 
in  the  sense  in  which  they  wished  the 
children  of  this  country  to  be  taught 
On  this  subject,  speaking  of  Training 
Colleges,  he  was  naturally  led  to  saj 
a  word  on  a  very  important  point--- 
namely,  the  new  Code,  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  them  an  out- 
line. He  spoke  of  graduates  of  any 
University  being  recognized  as  assistant 
teachers  without  having  to  undergo  exa- 
mination for  certificates.  The  exiatinff 
rule  might  be  relaxed  harmlessly ;  ana 
if  that  article  of  the  Code  was  carried  oat 
to  any  extent,  they  would  have  a  large 
number  of  teachers  in  the  country  who 
would  not  have  been  trained  in  Training 
Colleges,  which  was  now  necessary ;  but 
would  have  had  the  advantages  of  that 
free  training  which  was  given  in  the 
Universities.  No  work  could  be  more 
suited  to  graduates,  who  had  gone 
through  a  great  deal  of  teaching  them- 
selves, than  to  impart  their  knowledge 
to  others.  The  system  contemplated  had 
been  already  tried,  he  believea,  and  had 
been  found  successful,  especiaUy  in  the 
case  of  ladies.  He  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  those  ladies  had  absolutely  taken 
University  degrees ;  but  they  had  passed 
the  University  examinations,  and  were 
those  who  would  be  expected,  under 
certain  circumstances,  to  take  degrees 
and  enrol  themselves  in  the  ranks  of 
school  teachers.  He  was  glad  to  see  any* 
thing  like  an  advance  in  that  direction. 
Teacning  was  one  of  the  noblest  occupa- 
tions possible.  Anything  which  raised 
the  profession  was  a  distinct  benefit  to  ths 
community,  and  he  here  spoke  not  only 
of  University,  but  elementary  teaching. 
He  most  cordially  thanked  the  ri^t  hon* 
Gentleman  for  his  proposal.  Ke  had 
here  one  or  two  figures  which  he  thought 
he  might  trouble  the  Committee  with, 
just  to  show  how  great  had  been  the 
progress  of  the  schools  connected  with 
the  Church  of  England — which  were  ike 
larger  part  of  the  voluntary  sohodls— 
and  the  larse  share  they  had  had  in  the 
scholastic  development  of  the  oountiT. 
In  1870  the  accommodation  in  the 
Church  schools  was  1,365,000,  and  in 
1880,  2,327,879,  whilst  the  average  at- 
tendance in  1870  was  844,334,  and  in 
1880,  1,47  l,6U;  or,  in  otbar  imiB,. 
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962,299  additional  places  had  been  pro- 
yided  in  Ohuroh  schools  in  10  years; 
whilst  all  other  denominations,  together 
with  the  school  boards,  afforded  addi- 
tional places  for  1,399,870.  In  1880, 
there  was,  as  he  had  said,  in  Church 
schools  accommodation  for  2,327,379,  or 
more  than  half  the  whole  school  accom- 
modation of  the  whole  country,  which 
was  4,240,753.  It  was  said  that  the 
school  boards  renresented  the  elemen- 
tary education  of  uie  country.  He  did  not 
wish  to  discourage  the  eood  work  done  by 
the  school  boards ;  but  his  view  was  that 
they  had  only  to  supplement  what  was  al- 
ready partly  done  by  the  voluntary  schools 
in  the  matter  of  elementary  education. 
But  it  was  important  to  observe  that  far 
from  killing,  or  even  checking,  volun- 
tary effort,  the  school  board  system 
seemed  to  have  stimulated  and  encou- 
raged that  effort.  They  were  entitled  to 
ask  how  that  had  occurred.  There  was 
a  very  pertinent  view  taken  of  that 
matter  by  some  people.  They  said — 
"People  won't  pay  twice  over  for  the 
same  thing."  It  was  said — ''  How  can 
you  expect  people  to  subscribe  towards 
the  support  of  voluntary  schools  when 
they  have  to  pay  taxes  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  school  board  schools?" 
WeU,  it  was  because  at  the  bottom  of 
the  voluntary  system  there  was  some- 
thing sufficient  to  counterbalance  the 
selfish  element.  There  seemed  to  be  in 
such  a  matter  an  analogy  with  the  relief 
of  the  poor.  It  might  be  supposed  that 
nobody  would  subscribe  to  voluntary 
hospitals,  when  there  were  infirmaries 
scattered  all  over  the  country  provided 
out  of  the  rates ;  but  just  as  they  found 
in  that  case  that  people  always  would 
provide  more  in  the  way  of  relief  than 
was  required  to  simply  meet  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case,  so  in  this  case  he 
thought  they  would  find  that  the  volun- 
taiy  system  of  education  would  not  be 
killed,  but  would  rather  be  quickened 
and  increased  by  the  action  of  l^e  School 
Board.  With  regard  to  the  details  of 
the  new  scheme,  although  they  had  only 
heard  them  for  the  first  time  that  night, 
they  would  give  to  it  all  the  favourable 
consideration  in  their  power,  and  heartily 
oo-operate  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  respect  to  it. 

Mb.  LTULPH  STANLEY  wished  to 
say  a  word  or  two  as  to  the  Training 
OolleKes  which  were  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil.  In  the 

YOL.  OOLXIY.     [thxso  sxaiss.] 


first  place,  there  was  not  only  the  griev- 
ance of  those  who  were  driven  out  of 
the  Training  Colleges  by  conscientious 
scruples,  but  there  was  the  moral  harm 
to  the  other  ex-pupil  teachers  who  felt 
compelled  to  sacrifice  their  religious 
scruples  in  order  to  obtain  the  train- 
ing. That  was  a  result  which  they 
ought  to  look  at  quite  as  much  as  to 
the  injury  to  those  who  adhered  to  their 
religious  opinions.  In  fact,  he  thought 
they  ought  to  consider  the  latter  class 
rather  more  than  those  who  withdrew 
from  the  Colleges.  Then,  with  regard 
to  the  training  of  teachers,  the  country 
paid  this  large  sum  of  money  in  order 
that  the  most  experienced  and  indus- 
trious of  the  teachers  might  proceed 
through  the  Colleges  to  me  work  of 
elementary  teaching.  By  giving  pre- 
ference to  an  ex-pupil  teacher  who 
Eassed  low  down  in  the  examination 
ecause  he  could  pass  an  examination 
on  the  Church  Service,  or  who  gave  a 
promise  that  he  would  teach  in  Church 
schools,  they  got  inferior  teachers  when 
they  might  secure  superior  teachers. 
He  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  labour 
that  point  further,  except  to  remind 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford  that  freedom  of  conscience  and 
exemption  from  religious  services  and 
instruction  existed  in  all  the  Colleges 
among  the  undergraduates.  He  con- 
gratulated the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  steady  progress  made  by  his 
Department  this  year.  The  progress 
was,  perhaps,  not  as  great  as  they  would 
have  liked  to  see ;  but  there  was  a  suffi- 
ciently distinct  progress  to  make  them 
feel  that  they  were  promoting  elementary 
education.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary,  at  that  late  hour,  for  him  to 
take  up  the  challenge  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  threw  down  as  to  the  ex- 
pensiveness  of  the  London  School  Board. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  that  he 
held  strongly  that  the  duty  of  the  De- 
partment was  to  look  after  the  efficiency 
of  the  School  Board  and  not  the  cost, 
which  was  the  business  only  of  the  rate- 
payers. He  hoped  the  Department  would 
keep  their  minds  on  the  question  of  effi- 
ciency, and  not  run  into  other  matters. 
They  had  too  much  of  the  Education  De- 
partment under  the  late  Government, 
when  it  tried  to  hold  up  economy  at  the 
risk  of  sacrificing  efficiency.  It  was  not 
proper  in  a  debate  in  Parliament  to  drag 
in  considerations  of  cost  as  between  one 
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Bcliool  and  another.  Then,  with  regard 
to  the  proposals  for  the  revision  of  the 
Code,  no  one  could  give  a  final  opinion 
favourable  or  unfavourable  upon  them. 
It  was  a  most  important  scheme,  and 
full  of  very  valuable  considerations  ;  but 
their  remarks  that  night  must  be  purely 
provisional,  and  further  discussion  must 
be  reserved.  But  there  were  one  or  two 
points  which  he  should  like  his  right 
non.  Friend  to  consider  before  finally 
pledging  himself  to  this  scheme.  He 
ehould  like  to  suggest  under  No.  5 
whether  sewing,  which  was  to  be  com- 
pulsory for  lul  girls,  might  not  be 
made  optional  far  girls  who  were  half- 
timers.  It  was  necessary  there  should 
be  compulsory  sewing;  but  in  indus- 
trial districts,  where  g^ls  were  half- 
timers,  they  got  BO  little  opportunity 
for  mental  training  that  he  thought 
sewing  should  not  be  made  part  of  the 
curriculum.  Then,  as  to  Clause  6,  the 
Department  had  to  steer  between  two 
shoals,  the  danger  of  mechanical  instruc- 
tion, and  the  danger  of  trusting  every- 
thing to  inspection.  If  they  wished  to 
give  the  Inspector  greater  power  and 
liberty,  they  would  be  exposed  to  the 
danger  of  its  being  said  that  they  were 
putting  the  schoolmaster  under  the  In- 
spector, and  enabling  the  Inspector  to 
impose  his  own  theories  upon  a  whole 
district.  That  was  a  danger  they  ought 
to  be  alive  to — the  danger  of  excessive 
State  interference.  He  was  sufficiently 
in  favour  of  local  individualism  not  to 
wish  to  see  that,  but  to  see  something 
like  free  play  and  individual  working 
out  of  the  educational  system  in  the 
country.  A  stereotyped  pattern  of  edu- 
cation throughout  the  country  would  be, 
on  the  whole,  bad,  although  it  might  be 
useful  in  backward  districts.  He  wel- 
comed No.  8  as  to  adult  teachers;  but 
ho  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  No.  8  in  connection 
with  Nos.  36  and  37.  He  gathered  from 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  that 
by  the  latter  Articles  of  the  Code  it  was 
intended  to  wipe  out  the  ex-pupil  teacher 
in  favour  of  certificated  teachers.  He 
did  not  dissent  £rom  that ;  but  he  should 
like  to  ask  what  was  the  meaning  in 
No.  8  of  an  adult  teacher  up  to  the 
number  of  40,  and  a  certificated  teacher 
when  the  number  amounted  to  60.  Then, 
in  No.  20,  needlework  would  cease  to  be 
a  class  subject.  It  had  been  put  in  as 
a  necessary  subject  according  to    the 
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Schedule ;  but  it  would  be  a  necessary 
subject  in  the  routine  of  the  day,  and 
not  a  class  subject.  He  did  not  object 
to  that ;  but  he  would  remind  the  vice 
President  of  the  Council  that  if  he  put 
needlework  in  the  Schedule  he  would 
materially  raise  the  standard,  because  at 
present,  if  needlework  was  taught  accord- 
ing to  Schedule,  it  was  taught  as  a  class 
subject,  and  it  became  a  matter  for  extra 
grants.  The  modification  of  the  specific 
subjects  was  too  minute  a  proposal  to  be 
discussed  at  that  hour;  but  it  would 
naturally  be  discussed  in  the  autumn  by 

Eersons  practically  en&^aged  in  education, 
a  No.  28,  he  thought  the  Vice  Presi* 
dent  was  going  too  far  in  the  direction 
of  checking  and  discouraging  specific 
subjects  unless  elementary  subjects  were 
well  taught.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
objection  to  the  provision  that  where  less 
than  75  per  cent  passed  in  elementary 
subjects  the  grant  should  not  be  Daid  in 
that  particular  year  for  specific  subjects; 
but  he  thought  it  would  be  hard  to  reduce 
the  grant  if  there  was  less  than  75  per 
cent  passed  in  the  previous  year,  for  there 
might  have  been  many  things,  such  as 
an  epidemic,  for  instance,  to  interfere 
with  the  results.  He  knew  schools  in  one 
district  of  London  where  they  frequently 
got  less  than  75  per  cent,  but  where  the 
Inspector  reported  that  the  state  of  edu- 
cation was  thoroughly  satisfactory.  In 
fact,  he  believed  that  in  that  particular 
district  schools  were  more  efficient,  pass- 
ing under  75  per  cent,  than  many  other 
schools  passing  up  to  85  or  even  90  per 
cent,  so  different  was  the  standard  of  oif- 
ferent  Inspectors.  Therefore,  he  thought 
to  prohibit  the  grant  for  specific  subjects 
merely  on  account  of  the  percentage  of 
the  school  would  be  a  mistake.  He  should 
not  object  to  giving  the  Inspectors  some 
discretionary  power,  or  that  if  they  re- 
ported the  general  teaching  of  a  sdiool 
to  have  fallen  back,  the  grant  for  spe- 
cific subjects  for  the  coming  year  should 
be  suspended  ;  but  he  did  not  think  they 
should  have  a  mechanical  self-actinff 
standard  like  75  per  cent.  With  regard 
to  night  schools,  he  sympathized  with 
the  desire  of  the  Department  to  raise 
the  teaching  ;  but  night  schools  took  up 
education  after  a  boy  had  left  the  ele- 
mentary schools,  and  it  was  not  enough 
to  go  to  the  Seventh  Standard  in  those 
schools,  because  some  of  the  boys  would 
probably  have  passed  the  sixth  or  even 
the  seventh  by  the  time  fliqr  were  13 
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years  old,  and  for  these  there  would  be 
no  further  education  in  the  night  schools. 
He  should  like  to  see  something  which 
would  enable  night  schools  to  go  be- 
yond that.  Then,  with  regard  to  No.  34 
and  the  three  pupil  teachers,  he  sym- 
pathized with  the  intention  of  the  De- 
partment to  keep  down  the  number ;  but 
three  pupil  teachers  would  be  too  many 
in  a  small  school  of,  say,  120  average 
attendance ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
in  infant  schools  with  an  average  of  600 
three  pupil  teachers  would  not  be  suf&- 
dent.  He  would  rather  fix  l^e  number 
at  one  for  every  100  of  the  average 
attendance.  That  would  keep  down  the 
number  of  teachers  more  than  the  pre- 
sent proposal.  As  to  No.  36,  he  aereed 
with  the  proposal  to  reduce  the  value  of 
the  certificated  assistant,  and  to  let  him 
count  for  60  instead  of  80;  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  necessary,  if  they 
reduced  the  value  of  the  assistant,  that 
they  should  reduce  the  value  of  the 
pupil  teacher.  He  had  hitherto  been 
yalued  as  half;  but  if  they  made  the 
yalue  40  as  compared  with  60,  they  were 
stimulating  pupil  teachers  rather  than 
assistants.  As  to  No.  39,  dealing  with 
graduates,  that  had  been  spoken  of  as 
if  it  were  a  concession ;  but  it  did  not 
concede  or  give  anything  of  moment,  and 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  a  graduate 
of  a  University  getting  an  appoint- 
ment to  a  school  and  sitting  for  his  cer- 
tificate. He  would  admit  no  ex-pupil 
teachers  unless  they  were  prepared  to 
pass  the  Government  examination ;  but 
ne  would  not  dose  the  door  absolutely 
to  persons  who  might  be  of  great  merit, 
ana  some  of  whom  were  doing  admirable 
work  in  their  schools,  unless  they  were 
prepared  to  go  through  a  University 
training.  Aluough,  as  a  rule,  that 
training  was  valuable,  they  might  get 
some  people  who  had  been  teaching  in 

Private  schools,  but  could  not  afford 
Iniversity  training,  who  were  very  effi- 
cient for  teaching;  and  they  woidd  be 
doing  great  injustice  to  them  and  de- 
priving elementary  schools  of  valuable 
teachers  by  the  present  proposal.  Then 
he  thought  No.  39  would  immensely 
strengthen  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
MemberforMerthyrTydvil(Mr.Eichard) 
in  favour  of  breaking  down  the  present 
monopoly  of  the  Training  Colleges.  But 
if  they  proposed  that  the  onlv  door  of  ad- 
mission to  uie  schools  should  be  theTrain- 
ingColleges,  they  made  an  overwhelming 


argument  for  the  contention  against  any 
denominational  distinction  whatever.  On 
the  whole,  however,  he  congratulated  his 
right  hon.  Friend  upon  his  scheme. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he 
thought  two  parts  of  the  Vice  Piresi- 
dent's  speech  seemed  to  afford  general 
satisfaction  to  the  House — ^his  expressed 
desire  to  render  educational  endowments 
more  generally  useful,  and  his  statement 
that  he  would  bring  in  a  Bill  next  year. 
Although  he  did  not  now  propose  to  go 
into  the  question  of  endowments  at  any 
length,  he  would  submit  to  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  whether  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  do  something  in  the  mean- 
time. The  facts  were  these.  Whereas 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  ho^ed 
that  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
would  be  able  to  deal  with  all  the  en- 
dowed schools  in  five  years,  10  years 
had  elapsed  and  less  than  half  of  the 
schools  had  been  dealt  with.  He  would, 
therefore,  submit  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
whether  it  was  not  possible  to  increase 
the  number  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
so  that  there  might  be  some  more  rapid 
progress  made.  Unless  that  was  done 
it  was  perfectly  clear  that  they  could 
not  hope  that  any  more  rapid  advance 
would  be  secured.  He  hoped  it  would 
not  be  supposed  that  he  was  complain- 
ing of  the  Charity  Commissioners.  He 
believed  they  had  worked  with  all  due 
diligence,  and  that  they  were  not  to 
blame  in  the  matter.  At  the  same  time, 
the  question  was  one  of  much  import- 
ance. It  was  one  thing  to  prepare  a  Bill, 
and  another  to  pass  it  through  Parlia- 
ment ;  and,  therefore,  even  if  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  was  pre- 
pared to  introduce  a  Bill  next  year,  it  was 
still  very  desirable  to  hasten  the  action 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners 
in  the  meantime.  There  was  one  point 
connected  with  higher  education  upon 
which  he  should  like  to  say  a  worn — 
namely,  as  to  the  great  desirability  of 
knowing  what  was  being  done  in  the 
schools  of  the  country.  He  did  not  desire 
to  interfere  with  the  action  of  the  head 
masters  and  Governing  Bodies  of  schools ; 
but  he  thought  that  parents  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  knowing  what  kind  of 
education  their  sons  would  receive.  They 
had  Blue  Books  containing  interesting 
and  valuable  statistics  as  to  the  pro- 
perty, land,  and  buildings  belonging  to 
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the  public  Bchoolfl  ;  but  they  really  had 
not,  until  the  Eetums  given  him  by  his 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  two  years  ago, 
any  information  as  to  the  system  of  edu- 
cation pursued  in  the  public  schools,  and 
he  regretted  to  say,  in  spite  of  all 
that  had  been  said  as  to  the  desirability 
of  introducing  modern  languages  and 
science,  only  two  or  three  hours  at 
the  most  were  being  given  to  each  of 
them.  Those  who  felt  with  him  in  that 
matter  would  be  sorry  to  see  literature 
excluded  from  the  public  schools ;  but  as 
there  were  42  hours  devoted  to  study  he 
would  hope  that  some  greater  amount  of 
time  would  be  devoted  to  those  branches. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  now  dealing 
with  the  question  of  secondary  schools, 
whereas  the  Vote  before  the  Committee 
is  one  for  the  elementary  schools. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  thought  the 
Vote  included  the  expenses  of  the  Edu- 
cation Committee ;  and,  therefore,  he  had 
considered  that  he  was  justified  in  allud- 
ing to  that  question.  He  would,  how- 
ever, not  pursue  the  question,  but  would 
only  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  give 
attention  to  the  subject.  Coming  to  the 
question — ^namely,  of  specific  subjects  in 
elementary  schools,  there  was  one  point 
connected  with  the  Inspectors  to  which  he 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
told  them  that  evening  that  he  proposed 
to  deal  with  that  subject.  Lcust  year  he 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  troubled  the  Com- 
mittee with  statistics  showing  conclu- 
sively that  the  introduction  of  specific 
subjects,  so  far  from  interfering  with 
reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic,  really 
benefited  the  merely  fundamental  sub- 

i'ects;  and  he  thought  the  statistics  which 
Lad  been  produced  that  day  showed  that 
experience  had  proved  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  specific  subjects  had  not  had  the 
effect  of  interfering  with  the  study  of 
other  subjects.  Although  the  hour  was 
late,  he  hoped  he  might  be  permitted  to 
mention  one  little  anecdote  wnich  showed 
how  well  children  were  able  to  follow  a 
little  instruction  in  this  matter.  A 
friend  of  his,  the  wife  of  a  distinguished 
Member  of  that  House,  had  given  lessons 
in  mechanics  to  one  of  her  children  only 
about  four  years  old.  Some  time  after- 
wards bhe  told  him  the  story  of  the  fox 
and  the  crane,  and  how  the  crane  ex- 
tracted the  bone  from  ^e  throat  of  the 
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fox.  When  she  came  to  the  end  of  the 
fable  the  child  said — "Well,  Mamma, 
was  it  a  hand  crane,  or  was  it  a  steam 
crane  ? "  He  regretted  to  find  from 
their  Reports  that  some  of  the  Inspectors 
were  veiy  unfriendly  to  the  specific  sub- 
jects. He  did  not  wish  to  quote  any 
names,  because  he  did  not  wish  to  make 
a  personal  attack  upon  the  Inspectors. 
According  to  the  Blue  Book,  for  in- 
stance, one  of  the  Inspectors  said  he  had 
no  sympathy  with  the  desire  to  add 
science  to  the  subjects  already  taught; 
another  said  that  it  would  be  ridioiuous 
to  see  3,800,000  children  assembled  lis- 
tening to  sermons  on  stones;  another 
stated  that  children  could  not  under- 
stand scientific  questions  at  all ;  another 
did  not  regret  that  specific  subjects  were 
not  taught  in  his  schools  ;  and  another 
could  not  see  what  business  a  Fourth 
Standard  child  had  to  be  dabbling  in 
science.  All  this  showed  how  very  little 
appreciation  there  was  of  the  instructioiL 
proposed  to  be  ^ven.  He  would  not 
weary  the  Committee  with  other  quota- 
tions to  the  same  effect ;  but  he  would 
submit  that  these  gentlemen  had  such 
strong  views  on  the  matter  that  they 
could  hardly  be  expected  to  give  to  these 
specific  subjects  a  fair  trial  when  they 
were  brought  before  them.  He  heard 
one  or  two  expressions  which  fell  from 
his  right  hon.  Friend  in  his  opening  ad- 
dress with  great  re^et.  At  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  think,  on  further  dis- 
cussion, that  it  would  be  found  that 
they  differed  very  much  after  all.  At 
any  rate,  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  pro- 
posal that  technical  knowledge  should 
be  continued  from  the  commencement  of 
school  life  until  the  close.  He  agreed  widi 
what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  (Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley) 
as  to  leaving  the  school  committees  as 
free  in  this  matter  as  possible.  He 
objected  strongly  to  the  proposal  to  make 
erammar  a  compulsory  subject.  No 
doubt  a  very  large  proportion  of  8cho<^ 
would  take  grammar  as  one  of  the  class 
subjects;  but  still  he  should  like  to 
leave  the  school  committees  the  option 
of  doing  as  they  pleased  in  that  matter. 
He  did  not  understand  how  many  specifio 
subjects  could  be  taken  in  addition  to 
class  subjects. 

MR.MUNDELLA:  Two. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK:  May  a  third 
class  subject  be  taken  as  a  specific  sab* 
ject?  ■ 
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to.  HUNDELIA :  T^es. 
Bib  JOHN  LUBBOOK  said,  he  was 
glad  to  hear  that  that  was  the  case. 
Qf  course^  the^  could  not  now  discuss 
an  the  details  of  the  proposed  arrange- 
ments. It  struck  him  in  looking  through 
the  Gode  that  it  might  be  improved  in 
details ;  for  instance,  that'it  made  rather 
too  little  reference  to  plants;  but  that 
question  they  would  have  an  opportunihr 
of  considering  afterwards.  He  was  glad, 
ft8  a  University  Member,  to  see  the  step 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  proposed 
to  take  in  that  direction ;  ana,  on  the 
whole,  he  thought  they  might  fairly 
congratulate  his  right  hon.  Friend  on 
the  fact  that  the  alterations  he  proposed 
were  likely  to  be  of  benefit  to  the  edu- 
cation of  the  country.  He  thanked  the 
Committee  for  allowing  him  to  make 
these  observations ;  and  in  sitting  down 
he  would  only  add  that  they  might  all 
oongratulate  themselves  on  the  energy, 
ability,  and  zeal  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  the  Vice  President  was 
conducting  the  important  duties  of  his 

Office.     

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  trusted 
the  hon.   Member    for  Merthyr    (Mr. 
Biohard)  would  excuse  him  if  he  ex- 
pressed some  pain  at  the  observations 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  addressed 
to  the  House.    It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  bent  on  invading 
the  voluntary  principle.     He  might  be 
wrong;   but  that  was   the  impression 
that  the  speech  of  the  hon.   Member 
conveyed.     He  was  old  enough  to  re- 
member when  the  representatives  of  the 
denominations  strove  earnestly  for  the 
recognition  of  that  principle,  and  he 
very  humbly  aided  them  in  that  object ; 
bat  now  the  hon.  Gentieman  pointed 
with  jealousy  to  the  success  of  that  very 
principle,  because  the  most  successful 
denomination  had  been  the  Church  of 
England.    Next  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
hmd,  the  hon.  Member  pointed  out,  not 
as  a  subject  of  congratulation,  but  as  a 
Babject  of  regret,  the  amount  which  the 
Wesleyans  had  earned  for  their  Train- 
ing Colleges.    Now,  if  that  was  not  a 
recognition  of  the  voluntary  principle, 
he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  knew  not   wnat 
was.    The  hon.  Gentleman  would  carry 
&e  point  at  issue  to  this  —  that  not 
equality  of   treatment,   but  numerical 
equality,  should  be  insisted  upon ;  and 
that  was  a  most  tyrannical  principle. 
Ihe  hon.  Member  would  excuse  him  if 


he  asked  the  hdn.  Member  to  glance 
back  at  the  period  of  the  Commonwealth. 
Surely  he  would  accept  Cromwell,  ad- 
vised, as  he  was,  by  his  chaplain,  Owen, 
and  his  secretary,  Milton,  as  in  favout 
of  religious  freedom  up  to  the  point 
when  freedom  became  irreligious.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  study  the  his- 
tory of  the  Commonwealth  he  would 
find  that  Cromwell,  advised  by  Dr. 
Owen,  and  with  Milton  for  his  secretary, 
was  compelled  to  restrain  with  a  strong 
hand  that  denominational  jealousy  which 
that  great  man  clearly  foretold  would, 
if  gratified,  prove  fated  to  all  religious 

freedom.  

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  it  was 
stated  that  they  ha^  littie  to  do  with 
economy,  but  that  their  great  point 
should  be  efficiency.  The  Education  De- 
partment had  to  consider  both  economy 
and  efficiency,  and  the  attention  of  the 
country  had  therefore  been  properly 
directed  to  the  increased  expenditure 
for  educational  purposes.  The  grant 
in  1870  amounted  to  something  like 
9«.  8(f .  a-head.  It  had  now  risen  to  1 5«.  %d. 
a-head;  and  he  was  ^raid,  from  some 
indications  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  given,  that  he  did  not  contemplate 
any  Umit  to  the  amount  to  which  the 
grant  might  go.  He  should  be  sorry  to 
object  to  any  expenditure  that  would 
secure  the  efficiency  of  the  schools ;  but 
as  there  was  a  growing  tendency  to- 
wards extravagance  in  the  local  ad- 
ministration of  the  educational  expen- 
diture of  the  country,  and  as  it  arose, 
to  a  great  extent,  from  having  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  to  fall  back  upon, 
he  did  think  that  that  was  a  point  de- 
serving of  attention.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  pursue  that  matter  further ;  but 
with  respect  to  the  challenge  given  to 
him  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  one  sentence 
contained  in  the  Report  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  himself,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  read  to 
the  House,  but  which  he  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  regarded  as  very  unsatisfac- 
tory and  very  depressing.  The  Report 
said  that — 

<*  Whereas, out  of  1,900,000  Bcl^olars  examined, 
there  were  969,000  over  10  yesn  of  age  who 
ought  to  have  been  presented  in  Standards  lY., 
v.,  and  VI.,  but  tiiat  only  461,000  were  so 
presented." 

[Mr.  Mtjwdblia  :  Hear,  hear!]  His 
right  hon.  Friend  said  "  Hear,  ne^r  ? " 
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but  he  (Mr.  Fowler)  contended  that  it 
was  a  most  unsatisfactory  state  of  affairs 
that  only  one-half  of  the  entire  number 
were  presented.  The  Report,  however, 
did  not  state  there  what  it  did  in  the 
Appendix — namely,  that  the  total  num- 
ber who  passed  in  Standards  lY.,  Y., 
and  VI.,  out  of  the  461,000,  was  only 
263,000;  and  he  ventured  to  say  that 
when  they  found  so  large  a  number  who 
failed  in  those  Standards,  it  was  impos- 
sible that  they  should  allow  the  educa- 
tion to  remain  there.  In  Standard  VI. 
last  year  52,625  children  were  presented 
for  examination  ;  but  only  58  per  cent  of 
that  number  passed.  The  practical  result 
of  that  was  that  they  were  paying  in 
this  country  something  like  £5,000,000 
per  annum  for  the  education  of  the  rising 
generation,  out  of  which  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  and  the  local  rates  contributed 
£2,750,000,  and  yet  the  result  was  that 
less  than  40,000  children  passed  a  satis- 
factory examination  in  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic.  He  said  that  that  was 
not  a  satisfactory  state  of  things,  and 
he  had  sufficient  confidence  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  believe  that  he  would 
do  his  utmost  to  bring  about  a  better 
condition  of  affairs.  He  was  sorry  to 
see  in  the  New  Code  introduced  to  the 
House  that  night  that  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  grapple  with  the  question  of 
the  aee  at  which  children  should  be 
compelled  to  pass  in  the  several  Stan- 
dards. By  Clause  15  it  was  provided 
that  a  boy  of  10  years  of  age,  after 
April,  1883,  should  be  passed  over  in 
the  First  or  Second  Standards.  Now, 
the  First  Standard  ought  to  be  passed 
by  a  boy  of  seven,  Sie  Second  by  a 
boy  of  eight,  the  Third  by  a  boy  of 
nine,  and  the  Fourth  by  a  boy  of  10. 
And  yet  he  saw  a  clause  introduced  to 
allow  children  over  10  years  of  age  to 
go  on  for  two  years,  and  then  to  allow 
them  to  escape  two  of  the  Standards. 
Their  educational  system  had  now  been 
in  force  for  10  years;  and  he  thought 
the  Department  would  be  justified  in 
saying,  before  they  granted  the  public 
money  to  any  school  children,  that  a 
child  of  seven  years  must  pass  in  Standard 
I.,  another  of  eight  in  Standard  II„  and 
80  on,  carrying  out  their  own  rule.  In 
that  case  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
found  that  out  of  461,000  children  exa- 
mined in  Standard  IV.  only  260,000 
were  able  to  pass.  He  congratulated 
his  right  hon.  Friend  on  the  masterly  I 


and  statesmanlike  manner  in  which  he 
had  made  his  Statement  that  evening, 
and  on  the  determination  he  had  evinced 
to  make  his  administration  of  that  De- 
partment a  great  success ;  but  he  would 
press  upon  him  the  necessity  of  raising, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  standard  of  gene- 
ral education. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  hoped  it 
would  not  be  thought  disrespectftd  if  he 
did  not  reply  to  many  of  the  questions 
which  had  been  addressed  to  him  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool  (Viscoant 
Sandon)  had  made  some  usefid  sugges- 
tions, and  also  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  University  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot). 
He  should  very  much  like  to  allude 
to  those  suggestions  if  it  were  not 
for  the  lateness  of  the  hour.  He  had 
only  time  to  answer  the  question  whioh 
had  been  raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr.  Eichard). 
Before  doing  so,  however,  he  would  say 
in  reply  to  Ms  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 
who  asked  him  to  put  more  pressure  on 
the  schools  of  the  country  in  order  to 
brin^  more  children  into  the  higher 
standard,  that  that  was  not  where  the 
pressure  was  required.  The  pressure 
should  be  put  first  on  that  House,  and 
next  on  the  local  authorities.  If  they 
wanted  the  children  to  pass  in  the  Six 
Standards  they  should  have  the  courage 
to  do  what  was  done  in  Switzerland, 
Germany,  and  other  countries,  and  say 
to  the  children  that  they  must  continue 
at  school  from  the  6th  to  the  14th  year, 
until  they  had  passed  through  all  the 
curriculum  laid  down.  It  was  of  no 
use  saying  to  a  child  that  it  might  work 
half  time  as  soon  as  it  had  reached  the 
Second  and  Third  Standards,  and  full 
time  when  it  had  reached  the  Fourth, 
and  then  complain  that  the  schoolmaster 
did  not  make  all  the  children  pass  the 
Sixth  Standard.  It  was  not  the  fault  of 
the  secular  schoolmaster,  but  of  Parlia- 
ment which  seemed  to  have  a  low  esti- 
mate, of  what  the  education  ought  to  be, 
and  had  never  had  the  courage  to  do  its 
duty  to  the  children.  They  tfuked  about 
foreign  competition,  and  yet  they  still  sa- 
crificed their  children  to  that  foreign  com- 
petition. When  Parliament  exhibited 
more  courage  his  faith  in  the  principles 
of  a  higher  education  would  be  con- 
siderably strengthened.  What  they 
ought  to  do  was  to  keep  their  ohildzea 
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at  school  up  to  their  14th  year.  That 
was  his  answer  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  whole  answer 
he  had  to  give  him.  He  certainly  be- 
lieved that  their  system  and  their  scuiool- 
masters  were  quite  as  good  as  those  of 
any  other  oountzy.  He  was  sorry  he 
was  not  able  to  give  as  complete  an 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
(Mr.  Bichard)  as  he  should  like.  He 
confessed  that  the  question  of  the  Train- 
ing OoUeges  had  not  occupied  his  atten- 
tion. He  was  assured,  however,  that 
school  board  teachers  did  go  to  the  Train- 
ing Colleges,  123  male  and  224  female 
teachers  having  passed  through  them, 
according  to  the  last  Betum.  *He  was 
told  that  legislation  would  be  necessary 
on  this  subject ;  but  that  depended  on 
the  will  of  the  House.  He  thought  no 
teacher  ought  to  be  debarred  from  the 
Training  Colleges  on  account  of  his  or 
her  religious  opinions,  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  consider  what  was  necessary  to 
be  done  in  that  matter.  If  his  hon. 
Friend  would  give  him  a  little  time  he 
would  look  into  the  question.  His  noble 
Friend  (Viscount  Sandon)  had  com- 
plained that  he  had  set  a  bad  example 
by  making  his  Statement  with  the 
Speaker  in  the  Chair ;  but  he  could  as- 
sure him  that  this  course  was  adopted 
after  much  consideration,  and  with  due 
regard  to  the  convenience  of  the  House, 
for  had  not  his  Statement  been  made 
under  these  circumstances,  he  was  sure, 
having  regard  to  the  number  of  Motions 
on  the  Paper,  that  he  should  have  been 
making  it  now.  He  hoj^ed,  after  the 
satisfactory  discussion  which  had  taken 
place,  that  he  might  be  allowed  to  take 
this  Vote. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  this  most  important  subject 
of  education  had  been  brought  on  so  late 
in  the  Session,  and  at  so  late  an  hour  of 
the  night.  He  thought  it  was  a  reflec- 
tion on  Members  of  the  House  that  when 
smaU  matters  were  under  consideration, 
there  was,  as  a  nile,  a  full  attendance, 
but  that  when  subjects  of  the  deepest 
interest  were  before  them  they  found 
themselves  reduced  to  scarcely  a  quorum. 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  had 
not  absolutely  closed  the  door  against 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bichard) ;  but  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  assurances  he 
had  given  were  of  a  very  vague  cha- 
racter. Now,  in  these  days,  when  re- 
ligious tests  had  been  removed  in  every 


direction,  it  was  impossible  that  in  such 
a  matter  as  elementary  education  those 
who  were  qualifying  themselves  for  the 
position  of  teachers  should  be  debarred 
from  entering  any  public  training  insti- 
tution they  pleased.  Sooner  or  later 
some  change  must  come.  He  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  had  put  his  proposal  in 
the  mildest  form,  having  regard  to  the 
prejudices  of  those  who  sought  to  main- 
tain the  denominational  character  of  the 
Training  Colleges;  but  if  it  was  found 
that  some  relaxation  of  the  present  tests 
was  not  conceded,  he  was  certain  that 
some  radical  change  must  be  made 
in  the  direction  of  establishing  Train- 
ing Colleges  affainst  which  the  objec- 
tion now  urg^  would  not  He.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had  re- 
proached his  hon.  Friend  with  having 
gone  counter  to  the  voluntary  system. 
But  he  did  not  see  how  this  could  be 
said,  seeing  that  95  per  cent  of  the  main- 
tenance of  these  institutions  came  from 
the  public  funds,  and  that  there  only 
remained  5  per  cent  upon  which  they 
could  hang  their  claim  to  be  considered 
voluntary  institutions.  They  were  not 
voluntary  institutions ;  they  were  public 
institutions  controlled  by  denominations 
and  maintained  by  public  money,  and 
they  were,  therefore,  anomalies.  It  was 
only  fair  on  the  part  of  his  hon.  Friend 
to  say  that,  unless  some  substantial  pro- 
posal by  way  of  relief  were  made,  it 
would  be  necessary  next  year  to  proceed 
much  further  than  his  hon.  Friend  now 
proposed.  Let  hon.  Members  look  at 
the  possible  injury  done  by  the  jpresent 
system.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
(Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley)  truly  stated  that 
the  object  should  be  to  provide  the 
highest  class  of  teachers  which  the  coun- 
try could  find ;  and  what  had  been  the 
result  of  the  Test  Act  so  far  as  our  Uni- 
versities were  concerned?  The  last  17 
years  would  testify.  In  11  of  those 
years  the  highest  honours  had  been 
taken  by  Dissenters,  who,  before  the 
Act  was  passed,  were  denied  the  right 
of  entry.  There  had  been  gross  injus- 
tice done  to  men  belonging  to  the  Dis- 
senting Bodies  of  the  country  in  placing 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  their  entrance 
into  suitable  training  institutions.  Again, 
he  must  say  that  the  right  hon.  and 
other  hon.  Members  were  by  no  means 
entitled  to  call  the  denominational 
schools  of  the  country  voluntary  sohoolsi 
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because  they  were  only  so  to  a  limited 
extent;  and  they  knew  that  a  great  pro- 
portion of  their  cost  came  from  the  taxes 
of  the  country  and  the  payments  of  the 
children.  The  great  blot  on  the  Educa- 
tion Act  of  1870  was  the  leave  given 
to  denominational  bodies  to  claim  and 
occupy  as  much  ground  as  they  liked ; 
and  the  country,  as  was  well  known, 
was  startled  by  the  sudden  zeal  shown 
by  denominationalists  to  occupy  ground 
which  ought  to  have  been  really  occupied 
by  a  national  system  of  education.  In 
the  rural  districts  it  wcus  notorious  that 
this  denominational  zeal  had  been  shown 
for  the  purpose  of  keeping  out  board 
schools  and  the  representative  system .  He 
himself  had  a  curious  instance  of  this 
presented  to  him  in  conversation  with 
a  clergyman  in  the  North  of  England, 
who  said — "Although  he  was  certain 
the  change  must  come,  he  had  been 
round  to  all  the  farmers  to  put  them  on 
their  guard  against  the  possibility  of 
having  board  schools  in  the  parish." 
That  was  evidence  of  the  strongest  kind 
of  the  prejudice  which  prevailed  in  cer- 
tain quarters  against  the  board  schools. 
It  was  now  asked  that  what  was  main- 
tained at  the  public  expense,  and  what 
was  established  by  national  authority, 
should  be  put  under  national  control. 
He  deeply  regretted  that  their  Episco- 
palian friends  did  not  take  up  their 
position  side  by  side  with  their  fellow- 
citizens  in  the  maintenance  and  further- 
ance of  national  control  with  regard  to 
the  educational  system  of  the  country* 
In  conclusion,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
pointed  to  the  sum  of  £18,000  a-year 
contributed  in  aid  of  the  Training  Col- 
legos;  but  he  thought  he  must  know 
that  that  sum  represented  but  a  small 
percentage  of  their  entire  cost,  and  by 
no  means  entitled  him  to  defend  their 
present  position.  He  believed  that  those 
who  wore  favourable  to  national  educa- 
tion in  this  country  would  be  justi- 
fied in  putting  entire  confidence  in  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  knowing  that  he 
would  hold  the  balance  fairly,  and  that 
justice  would  be  done. 

Mb.  WOODALL  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther, in  addition  to  the  grants  upon  class 
subjects,  aid  would  be  ^ven  towards 
instruction  in  specific  subjects  in  night 
schools? 

Mb.  HEALY  asked,  in  reference  to 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
WolYerhampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler), 

Mr.  IlUngwarth 


whether  it  had  been  brought  under 
notice  that  the  real  reason  why  children 
were  prevented  from  passine  in  the 
higher  Standards  was  that  they  were 
compelled,  owing  to  the  inherent  diffi- 
culty of  our  orthography,  to  pass  the 
first  seven  or  eight  years  of  their  lives 
in  learning  to  read?  He  asked,  also, 
whether  anything  had  been  done  with 
regard  to  the  Memorial  from  130  school 
boards  for  makine  use  of  a  concurrent 
phonetic  system  of  spelling?  He  should 
be  glad  to  know  whether  the  Depart- 
ment had  made  any  inquiries  into  the 
matter,  and  whether  they  were  prepared 
to  give  that  proposal  recognition  side  by 
side  with  the  old  musical  notation  ?  He 
might  as  well  give  Notice  that  he  would 
take  an  early  op^rtunity  of  moving 
that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  the  desirability  of  establishing 
a  phonetic  system  of  spelling. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Mb.  BIOGAE  said,  it  was  now  after 
2  o'clock,  and  he  therefore  begged  to 
move  that  the  Chairman  report  Pro^^ress. 
It  was  unreasonable  to  keep  them  sitting 
here  at  this  hour,  when  they  had  most 
important  Business  to  get  through  to- 
morrow. They  would,  at  their  next 
Sitting,  have  the  Land  Bill  before  them 
again,  and  it  was  desirable  that  they 
should  be  able  to  give  that  attention  to 
it  which  would  enable  them  to  deal  with 
it  satisfactorily.  In  the  last  Parliament 
they  were  never  asked  to  vote  money 
aftejT  1  o'clock ;  but  now  the  Government 
seemed  to  think  it  the  proper  thing  to 
ask  them  to  sit  up  all  night  voting 
money. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Biggar,) 

Mb.  MIJNDELLA  said,  the  question 
of  Science  and  Art  was  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed in  the  early  part  of  the  night. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
London  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  had  sat 
there  a  very  long  time  to  discuss  the 
British  Museum  vote. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
be  unreasonable.  The  Government  were 
anxious  to  make  a  Jew's  bargain ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Biggar)  desired  to  be  perfectly 
reasonable.  Therefore,  on  the  under- 
standing that  after  the  Sdence  and  Art 
Vote   had  been  disposed  of  Frogreis 
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vould  be  roported,  he  would  withdraw 
Iiif  Hotion. 

MotioDy  by  leaye,  withdnhon. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 


poMd, 


'That  a  mmit  not  exeeediiig  £227,181,  be 
*  to  Her  IfMesty,  to  comi^ete  the  sum 
f  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
I  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
Am  Slit  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Ezpenaea  of  the  Sdenoe  and  Art  Depart- 
■wif,  and  of  the  Ertahluhmento  connected 
tihBMwith." 

Mb.  O.  HOWABD  said,  that  in  the 
abeenoe  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Ayrshire  (Mr.  Cochran-Patrick),  who 
had  interested  himself  in  the  matter,  and 
lAoy  if  he  had  been  present,  would  have 
eilled  attention  to  it,  he  wished  to  say 
a  word  with  regard  to  the  General  Pitt 
Birers'  Correspondence.    A  Committee, 
iroon  which  were  to  be  found  some  of 
me   Tery    best   names   from   a    scien- 
tific point  of  yiew,  was  appointed  to 
daer  whether  General  Pitt  Bivers' 
should  be  accepted  or  not.    The 
Committee    unanimously  recommended 
^IbMt  the  collection  should  be  taken  over, 
and  one  was  rather  surprised  to  find  that 
the  Department  had  not  adopted  that 
eonrse.     They  gave  as  their  reason  for 
not  accepting  the  collection,  first  of  aU, 
want  of  space ;  but  that  was  a  bad  argu- 
ment in  connection  with  a  National  Mu- 
seam,  especially  now  that  something  was 
being  said  about  enlarging  it.  The  next 
won  g^ren  was  that  there  was  a  col- 
leoticm  of  a  similar  kind  at  the  British 
Miiaeam.      Well,  that  was  entirely  dis- 
puted not  only  by  General  Pitt  Eivers 
nimaelf,   but   by  the  Committee,  who 
stated  that  the  collection  would  not  in- 
>  with  any  existing  collection.    It 
arranged   on  different  principles, 
and    illustrated  different   points.      He 
voold  not  detain  the  Committee,  but 
voold  urge  most  strongly  on  the  Govem- 
maDt  the  desirability  of  reconsidering 
fliair  decision.    He  trusted  they  had  not 
gnren  a  final  answer. 

Sib  JOHN  LT7BB0CE  said,  that,  as 
Ohaannan  of  the  Committee  to  which 
reCBrence  had  been  made,  he  hoped  he 
shoiild  be  allowed  to  say  one  or  two 
words.  He  had  heard  one  or  two  mur- 
mnii  and  if  hon.  Members  were  to  dis- 
cusAese  Votes,  he  trusted  the  Committee 
vodU  allow  them  to  do  it  without  inter- 
n^tinL    This  oolleotion  of  Gtoneral  Pitt 


i 


Birers  was,  perhaps,  one  of  the  finest 
collections  in  the  world.  The  collection 
was  offered  to  the  nation  by  General  Pitt 
Bivers,  and  not  only  that,  but  this  gen- 
tleman undertook,  if  the  collection  were 
accepted,  to  provide  a  curator  at  his  own 
expense.  The  Committee  unanimously 
decided  that  the  collection  was  of  the 
greatest  value  and  interest,  and  should 
oe  accepted ;  and,  having  done  that,  the 
Government  then  declined  to  receive  it, 
on  the  ground  of  want  of  space.  It 
would  have  been  much  better  if  the  Go- 
vernment had  made  up  their  mind  not 
to  accept  the  collection  at  the  outset, 
instead  of  appointing  a  Committee  of 
scientific  gentlemen,  whose  time  was  of 

freat  value  to  them,  whose  recommen- 
ation  had  been  ignored.  He  did  not 
suppose  the  hon.  Member  wished  to 
divide  the  Committee  on  this  Vote ;  but 
he  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  would  like  to 
know  whether  the  decision  of  the  De- 
partment was  final,  or  whether  the  mat- 
ter was  still  open  ?  General  Pitt  Eivers 
did  not  care  whether  the  collection  was 
under  the  South  Kensington  authorities 
or  those  of  the  British  Museum ;  but, 
having  got  together  a  most  interesting 
collection,  he  wished  to  present  it  to  the 
nation,  and  it  appeared  to  him  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  very  unwise  to  decline  it,  and 
not  to  see  whether  some  arrangement 
could  not  be  made  under  which  it  could 
be  accepted.  If  the  Government  did  not 
care  about  putting  the  collection  in  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  or  the  British 
Museum,  arrangements  could,  perhaps, 
be  made  for  exhibiting  it  permanently 
at  Liverpool  or  Manchester.  He  there- 
fore ventured  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
Government  would  not  look  upon  this 
matter  as  absolutely  finally  closed,  but 
would  place  themselves  in  communica- 
tion with  General  Pitt  Eivers,  with  a 
view  to  seeing  whether  some  arrange- 
ment could  not  be  made  for  the  purpose 
of  accepting  this  very  valuable  collection 
for  the  benefit  of  the  nation. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA :  The  Department 
quite  recognized  the  public  spirit  of 
General  Pitt  Eivers ;  but  the  ground  on 
which  they  have  declined  the  collection 
is  that  it  is  not  suitable  for  preservation 
in  the  Museum  at  South  Kensington, 
where  the  collections  have  reference  to 
Art  and  applied  Science.  It  is  an  ethno- 
logical collection,  and  can  be  of  no  kind 
of  value  in  the  work  South  Kensington 
has  to  do.    As  to  want  of  space,  the  hon. 
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Member  is  mistaken  about  that.  The 
gallery  in  which  the  collection  is  ar- 
ranged belonged  to  the  Commissioners 
of  1851.  They  at  first  allowed  us  to 
have  it  without  rent ;  but  they  now  ask 
us  to  pay  £2,000  a-year  for  it.  More 
than  that,  General  Pitt  Eivers  says  the 
collection  requires  a  certain  amount  of 
space,  and  that  amount  of  space  seems 
to  us  to  be  altogether  out  of  proportion 
to  the  advantages  of  possessing  the  col- 
lection. He  says  he  will  require  almost 
double  the  amount  of  space  he  at  present 
occupies  at  once,  and  then  he  desires  to 
have  the  collection  entirely  under  his 
own  control.  He  requires  that  the  col- 
lection shall  not  in  any  way  be  dispersed, 
or  dealt  with  otherwise  than  as  he  pleases. 
He  insists  on  having  it  entirely  under 
his  own  management  during  his  Ufetime. 
It  seems  to  me  that  gifts  made  to  the 
nation  in  this  form  should  not  be  ac- 
cepted. No  one,  however  generous  he 
may  be,  has  a  right  to  impose  these  con- 
ditions. A  gendeman,  in  giving  a  col- 
lection, should  say,  as  many  people  have 
said  before — **  You  may  take  my  collec- 
tion as  a  whole,  and  I  will  have  no  con- 
nection with  it  whatever."  As  it  is. 
General  Pitt  Eivers  wants  to  have  the 
collection  under  his  own  control,  and  we 
are  to  pay  the  expense  of  its  main- 
tenance. The  proper  place  for  the  col- 
lection is  the  British  Museum,  where 
there  is  already  a  small  collection.  Why 
should  not  this  collection  go  with  the 
National  Collection  ?  No  doubt  it  is  a 
very  interesting  collection;  indeed,  it 
afforded  me  considerable  pleasure  when 
I  went  to  see  it ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
South  Kensington  is  not  the  place  for  it. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  what 
a  pity  it  was  that  General  Pitt  Rivers 
did  not  go  to  the  University  of  Oxford, 
where  he  would  have  got  abundant 
room  and  better  treatment  than  he  had 
received  from  the  stingy  autocratic  body 
he  had  gone  to. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the  col- 
lection was  at  South  Kensington  already, 
so  that  the  objection  of  want  of  space 
was  not  a  good  one.  If  they  accepted 
the  collection,  and  desired  to  part  with 
it,  the  Government  could  give  it  up 
again  at  any  time.  General  Pitt  Rivers 
had  offered  to  provide  a  curator ;  and, 
again,  on  the  question  of  space,  hon. 
Members  would  see,  if  thev  referred  to 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  he  had 
referred  to,  that   they  had    expressly 

Jb'.Mfmd$lla 


guarded  themselves  against  the  demand 
for  so  much  space.  If  it  was  under* 
stood  that  the  refusal  was  on  the  part  of 
the  South  Kensington  authorities,  and 
not  on  the  part  of  the  Government  as  a 
whole,  they  would  have  gained  their 
point.  Whether  the  collection  was  put 
in  South  Kensington  or  the  British  Mu- 
seum was  not  a  matter  of  importance. 
What  they  desired  was  that  ttiis  vala* 
able  collection  should  not  be  lost  to  the 
nation. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  view  which  haa 
been  taken  of  this  matter  by  the 
South  Kensington  authorities.  The 
collection  was  entirely  different  to  any- 
thing at  South  Kensington,  and  it 
took  up  an  enormous  amount  of  room. 
It  was  utterly  unsuitable,  and  the 
Government  was  right  in  not  accept- 
ing it.  It  was  said  that  General  'Fitb 
Rivers  would  provide  a  curator.  So  he 
would ;  but  at  his  death  the  authoritiee 
at  South  Kensington  would  have  to  look 
after  the  collection  themselves.  As  to 
the  British  Museum  taking  the  oolleo- 
tion,  that  was  entirely  a  matter  for 
General  Pitt  Rivers  and  the  Museum 
Trustees.  The  Government  could  not 
control  them,  and  if  General  Pitt  Rivers 
wished  his  collection  to  go  to  South 
Kensington,  he  had  nothmg  to  do  but 
to  go  to  the  Trustees.  It  would  be 
putting  their  funds  to  an  improper  pur- 
pose to  accept  the  collection  at  South 
Kensington. 

Mb.  HEALT  said,  there  was  an  item 
of  £150  for  house  rents  for  Sir  Richard 
Wallace's  Collection,  which  was  removed 
in  1873.  Why  should  the  Vote  have 
gone  on  since  1873?  This  Vote  em- 
braced the  Dublin  Museum  of  Science 
and  Art,  and  he  was  sorry  that  the  Vote 
should  have  been  taken,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray),  who 
was  not  now  present,  was  very  much 
interested  in  it.  The  hon.  Member 
would  be  in  his  place  to-morrow,  and 
he  (Mr.  Healy)  had  hoped  that  he  would 
have  been  able  to  speak  upon  this  mat- 
ter. There  was  a  strong  ^ling  in  Ire- 
land on  the  subject  of  the  Science  and 
Art  Museum  of  Dublin,  and  it  would 
have  given  his  hon.  Friend  much  satis- 
faction if  he  could  have  had  an  assur- 
ance with  regard  to  it. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  that  on  page  314, 
in  what  was  supposed  to  be  a  rMumi  and 
analysis  of  the  Vote,  there  was  an  item 
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of  £80,880  for  **  puxohases,  oatalogues/' 
fto.  Thcffe  was  not  a  line,  however,  in 
the  Estimates  showing  what  the  pur- 
ehases  had  been.  Thej  knew  that 
Soaih  Kensington  and  the  other  De- 
nartments  must  purchase  specimens ; 
Imt  it  was  desirable  that  the  details  of 
those  purchases  should  be  shown,  as, 
owing  to  jealousy,  the  different  Depart- 
ments might  compete  with  one  another. 

Mb.  lltrNDELLA :  As  to  the  ques- 
tion asked  by  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
■te,  I  stated  about  a  month  ago  that  we 
had  sent  a  person  over  to  Ireland  to  see 
what  amount  of  space  was  required  at 
flie  Dublin  Museum,  and  to  prepare  a 
nonnd  plan.  We  haye  reoeived  from 
3ie  Treasury  a  notice  that  the  Office  of 
Works  in  Dublin  is  prepared  to  put  out 
■a  adrertisement  invitmg  tenders  for 
flie  building  of  a  new  Science  and  Art 
Museum  forthwith.  Nothing  can  be 
dme  until  that  matter  is  decided. 

Mb.  BIGK}AB  wished  to  have  an  ex- 

e nation  of  the  item  £6,234  for  ''  Simp- 
's Defalcations,"   and  of  the  item 
£500  for  "  Solar  Physics."     What  did 

these  Votes  mean  f  

LoBD  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
saidp  he  was  sorry  to  state  that  **  Simp- 
kin'a  Defalcations  "  was  an  item  which 
had  appeared  in  the  accounts  for  many 
years.  The  defalcations  were  only  wiped 
out  last  Tear.  With  respect  to  **  Solar 
Flmies,"  he  thought  that  explained  it- 

Mbi.  HEALY  said,  he  saw  in  the 
Tote  the  item  of  £150  for  house  rent, 
aad  he  would  suggest  that  if  it  was  to 
be  a  permanent  item  it  should  be  trans- 
tama  to  the  Buildings  Vote. 

Mb.  ABTHUR  O'GONNOE  said,  he 
ftonght  the  noble  Lord  was  right  in 
saying  the  solar  physics  spoke  for  itself. 
Ik  was  evident  he  had  not  much  to  say 
in  support  of  it,  and  all  the  best  au- 
flioiitiee  in  the  country  thought  that 
tUs  item  ousht  not  to  appear  in  the 
Estimates.  The  ex-Astronomer  Royal, 
writing  on  this  subject,  said — 

*^J  think  that  tho  granting  of  public  money 
lor  iciflptiflc  reiearcn  oaght  not  to  be  sanc- 


I  in  one  of  the  following  cases : — 
r  where  it  appears  probable  tfa^t  results 
wfal  to  the  pablic  will  be  obtained,  or  where 
it  appears  that  scientific  investigations,  interest- 
Iw  to  the  educated  classes,  and  commensurate 
wifli  fhe  probable  coet,  are  beyond  the  reach  of 
jdnAb  peraona  or  aocieties,  but  may  be  under- 
■han  wnh  adTantage  at  the  public  expemse.  My 
k  to  tibia  estfbliibmentol  the  tknnmittee 


on  Solar  Physics  is  intended  to  apply  only  so 
far  as  it  is  a  paid  Committee ;  I  do  not  object 
to  the  purpose  for  which  the  CJommitteo  was 
appointed,  or  to  the  payment  of  a  secretary,  or 
to  expenses  incidental  to  an  office.  The  Com- 
mittee, I  believe,  have  faithfully  discharged 
their  understood  duties,  and  I  shall  willingly 
co-operate  with  them  to  the  best  of  my 
power." 

What  was  this  item  ?  £500  was  paid  to 
one  or  two  men  who  thought  they  wore 
promoting  scientific  research,  while  they 
were  simply  amusing  themselves  by 
looking  through  telescopes  and  spectro- 
scopes from  one  year's  end  to  another. 
He  was  not  at  all  singular  in  his  opinion 
upon  this.  In  April  there  was  a  special 
meeting  of  the  Royal  Astronomical 
Society  with  regard  to  this  item,  and 
the  foUowing  resolutions  were  passed : — 

"  (I.)  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Society, 
the  granting  of  public  money  for  scientific  re- 
search, in  cases  where  it  does  not  appear  that 
results  useful  to  the  public  will  be  obtained,  or 
where  the  researches  proposed  are  likely  to  bo 
undertaken  by  private  individuals  or  public 
bodies,  does  not  tend  to  the  real  advancement  of 
science.  (2.)  That  this  meeting  considers  it  in- 
expedient that  a  l^ysical  Observatory  should 
be  foimded  at  the  national  expense.  (3.)  That 
this  meeting  is  of  opinion  that  the  Government 
grant  to  the  Committee  on  Solar  Physics  at 
South  Kensington  should  be  discontinued. 
(4.)  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting,  full 
accounts  should  be  published  of  all  money  ex- 
pended by  the  Government  for  scientific  pur- 
poses, and  that  in  all  cases  the  nature  of  tho 
work  to  be  undertaken  should  bo  defined  as 
clearly  as  possible." 

His  expression  as  to  looking  through 
telescopes  was  not  his  own ;  it  was  the 
expression  of  Sir  Edmund  Beckett,  who 
said — 

"  You  mav  employ  anybody  if  you  like  to 
amuse  himself  with  looking  through  a  telescope 
and  a  spectroscope,  and  there  may  be  no  defimte 
work  expected;" 

and — 

**  On  tho  other  hand,  if  a  man  is  to  be  paid 
for  only  amusing  himself,  in  order  that  he  may 
every  now  and  then  publish  a  book  on  some 
solar  theory,  or  something  of  that  kind,  there  is 
no  sort  of  security  that  he  will  be  employed 
usefully." 

And  again — 

*'  There  was  the  great  object  that  was  to  be 
obtained  by  what  has  been  called  in  later  times 
by  the  amusing  name  of  the  science  of  sun- 
spottcry.  I  do  not  know  that  that  science  so- 
called  has  done  much  for  mankind." 

These  were  the  views  of  the  Astrono- 
mical Society,  and  he  thought  that  So- 
ciety might  be  supposed  to  have  as  ffood 
a  knowledge  of  the  subject  as  Members 
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of  this  House.  Mr.  Banyard,  one  of 
the  members  of  the  Society — 

*'  Considered  that  those  who  asked  for  endow- 
ment ought  to  be  able  to  show  the  usefulness  of 
the  researches  upon  which  they  were  engaged — 
for  instance,  that  the  study  of  solar  physics  was 
useful  to  prevent  periodiciEd  famines  in  India, 
and  so  on. 

Mr.  Bidden,  who  was  certainly  an  au- 
thority, said — 

"  Having  listened  to  the  letter  of  the  Astrono- 
mer Royal,  he  thought  it  was  directed  to  dis- 
couraging the  grant  of  money  to  gentlemen  of 
a  scientific  turn  who  had  no  particular  definite  ob- 
ject in  view,  but  who  desired  to  promote  in  a  par- 
ticular manner  the  science  in  which  they  were 
interested,  without  any  evidence  of  its  being 
for  the  benefit  of  mankind  in  general.  No 
doubt,  many  would  be  very  glad  to  spend  more 
of  their  time  in  scientific  experiment,  and  to 
dignify  it  with  the  name  of  scientific  research ; 
but  thero^  should  be  an  adequate  motive  of 
public  utility  for  making  an  application  for  a 
grant  of  public  money." 

He  thought  that  was  very  reasonable, 
and  he  should  be  glad  if  the  Govern- 
ment could  state  what  Public  Service 
had  been  forwarded  by  voting  this  item 
for  Solar  Physics  year  after  year.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  he  re- 

farded  it  as  a  waste  of  money,  given  to 
eep  a  particular  individual  in  a  very 
pleasant  semi-occupation — in  something 
like  what  Addison  called  ''phy si-idle- 
ness." It  was  not  worth  while  to  pay 
£500  to  gentlemen  for  physi-idleness. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £226,681,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment, and  of  the  Establishments  connected 
therewith." —(ifr.  Arthur  O'Connor.) 

Mb.  STORY-MASKELYNE  thought 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
ought  not  to  pass  without  comment  by 
one  who  knew  Mr.  Norman  Lockyer. 
He  did  not  like  to  hear  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  knew  nothing  about  this  mat- 
ter, speaking  of  the  labours  of  scientific 
men  in  a  most  insolent  manner 

Mr.  HEALY  rose  to  Order,  and 
asked  whether  the  term  **  insolent  man- 
ner "  was  a  proper  term  to  use  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  un-Parliamentary,  but  it  is 
not  becoming. 

Me.  STORY-MASKELYNE  would 
withdraw  the  words,  and  substitute 
"  most  unbecoming  manner."    He  was 

Mr.  Arthur  ff  Connor 
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sure  that  if  the  hon.  Member  knew  any- 
thing at  all  about  the  branch  of  science 
to  which  Mr.  Lockyer  had  contributed 
important  discoveries,  one  of  which  had 
been  crowned  by  the  medal  of  the  French 
Academy — a  body  that  was  certainly  a 
good  jud&^e — he  would  see  that  some- 
thing had  been  done  by  the  gentleman 
of  whom  he  spoke  in  such  a  flippant 
manner.  He  aid  not  think  any  £500 
could  be  voted  for  a  better  purpose  than 
that  of  promoting  such  research. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  eaid,  he 
certainly  would  not  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. He  knew  it  was  Mr.  Lockyet 
who  was  concerned ;  but  he  had  not  gone 
upon  his  own  opinion,  but  on  those  of 
the  ex-Astronomer  Royal  and  other 
members  of  the  Society. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  this  Vote  was  made  on  the  special 
recommendation  of  a  special  Committee 
of  distinguished  gentlemen. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  had 
been  talking  to  the  ex- Astronomer  Royal 
a  few  days  ago,  and  thought  he  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  rather  the  opposite 
of  those  given  in  the  passages  quoted  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  repeated 
that  what  he  had  read  had  been  the 
proceedings  of  the  Royal  Astronomical 
Society  in  April  last.  Mr.  Christie,  the 
new  Astronomer  Royal,  read  the  letter 
of  the  ex-Astronomer  Royal  in  the  sense 
in  which  he  signed  the  first  of  the  third 
resolutions. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  he  difiPered  some- 
what from  his  hon.Friend  the  course  he 
had  taken ;  but  he  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  as  much  entitled  to  be  heard  on  the 
subject  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Cricklade 
(Mr.  Story-Maskelyne).  His  hon.  Friend 
had  known  Mr.  Lockyer  for  15  years  as 
a  friend ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  perhapsi 
competent  to  know  what  that  gentle- 
man^s  capabilities  were.  He  himself 
would  not  oppose  any  Vote  for  scientific 
research;  for  he  did  not  think  this 
country  spent  enough  in  that  direction. 
He  believed  every  one  of  Mr.  Lockyer's 
theories  had  been  confuted;  but  they 
could  not  expect  to  get  truth  without 
discussion,  and  he  would  respectfully 
ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  witharaw  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  would 
also  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  to  with- 
draw. What  this  country  had  done  in 
science  was  highly  valued  in  India. 
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ICiu  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB  said,  he 
was  perfectly  convinced  that  this  was 
money  thrown  away ;  but  as  he  did  not 
ihink  he  should  have  anyone  to  ''tell" 
with  him  he  would  withdraw. 

MotioBy  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(8.)  £69,939,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Britiah  Museum. 

Mb.    spencer  WALPOLE  :   You 
are  about  to  move,  Sir,  the  Vote  for  the 
British   Museum,   and  there    are  two 
points  upon  which  I  wish  to  speak.  The 
first  is  on  the  apparent  increase  in  the 
Estimate.     That  is  not  an  increase  pro- 
per, but  is  an  increase  entirely,  or  almost 
entirely,  on  account  of  the  removal  of 
collections    to    the   South    Kensington 
Museum,  and  for  the  necessary  increase 
of  the  sta£P.    At  the  same  time,  I  ex- 
pect this  increase  will  go  on  for  a  few 
years  until  the  whole  of  the  collections 
are  removed.    The  other  point  arises 
out  of  an  observation  which  I  under- 
stand was  made  earlier  in  the  discussion 
upon  the  gprants  to  private  local  institu- 
tions.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Yice  President  of  the  Council  will  pro- 
bably be  pleased  to  hear  what  I  am 
going  to  saj.    Two  or  three  years  ago 
power  was  given  to  the  Museum    to 
^ve  duplicates  to  these  local  institu- 
tions.   I  understand  that  something  has 
been  said  this  evening  to  the  effect  that 
the  Trustees  of  the  Museum  neither  mve 
duplicates    nor  lend  any  part  of  their 
ooUections  to  these  institutions ;  but  the 
Trustees  are  forbidden  b^  Parliament 
from  lending  their  collections,  and  are 
bound  to  preserve  all  collections  in  the 
Museum  to  all  posterity.    With  regard 
to  duplicates,  when  we  transferred  the 
Natural  History  Collections,  we  took  care 
to  see  what  duplicates  could  be  given, 
and  several  have  been  sent  to  six  or 
seven  of  the  largest  institutions  in  the 
country.     The  question  of  loans  is  one 
involving  much  greater  considerations 
tiian  can  be  discussed  on  a  mere  Vote. 
Those  loans  can  only  be  made  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  then  you  will  have  to 
consider  whether  you  will  entirely  alter 
the  British  Museum  as  contrasted  with 
the  South  Kensington  Museum,  the  one 
being  a  repository  where  everything  is 
to  be  found  for  uie  purposes  of  stimy ; 
the  other  being  a  place  more  or  less  f o^ 
flie  granting  oi  loans.  I  veature  to  9ug. 


gest  this  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  THOBOLD  EOaEBS  said,  he 
fully  recognized  the  fbrce  of  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Walpole) ;  but  it  was 
only  fair  to  say  that  tne  position  taken 
up  by  the  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum 
in  regard  to  the  lending  of  books  and 
manuscripts  was  regarded  by  most 
foreigners  as  singularly  churlish.  They 
could  get  the  loan  of  M8S.  from 
Florence,  Vienna,  Berlin,  and  other 
places ;  and  the  University  of  Oxford, 
with  which  he  was  connected,  was  also 
willing  to  lend  any  rare  books  or  MSS. 
it  possessed.  A  rigid  rule  against  lend- 
ing prevailed,  however,  in  the  British 
Museum,  and  it  was  an  exceedingly 
churlish  rule.  He  hoped  that  the 
Trustees  would  be  induced  to  make 
some  arrangement  by  which  important 
MSS.  and  documents  mi^ht  be  lent  to 
other  Museums,  where  they  would  be 
copied  and  kept  in  perfect  safety.  He 
only  made  these  remarks  in  consequence 
of  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said,  and  also  in  connection  with  the 
fact  that  a  large  amount  of  the  treasures 
of  the  British  Museum  was  rendered 
practically  useless  to  the  great  mass  of 
scholars  throughout  the  world  in  conse- 
quence of  the  great  expense  attending 
a  journey  to  London,  that  being  the  only 
place  where  there  was  a  possibility  of 
seeing  them. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  he  wished  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  rifi;ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole),  as  one  of 
the  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum,  to 
induce  the  Museum  occasionally  to  part 
with  some  of  its  MSS.,  and  ako  to  ex- 
tend the  hours  during  which  the  build- 
ing was  allowed  to  remain  open.  He 
thought  the  adoption  of  such  a  policy 
would  be  of  material  advantage  to  the 
country,  and  conduce  to  promote  the  in- 
terests of  the  Museum  itself.  If  the 
Trustees  were  of  opinion  that  at  present 
they  had  no  power  to  do  this,  a  short 
Act  of  Parliament  might  be  brought  in 
giving  them  the  power,  and  he  beUeved 
it  would  be  hailed  with  great  satisfac- 
tion. The  library  of  the  Museum  was 
at  present  rich  in  the  possession  of 
MSH.,  and  only  wanted  one  other  collec- 
tion to  be  quite  perfect.  He  believed 
that  a  good  collection  of  Spanish  MSS. 
was  the  onljr  abQont^e,  (ind  h^  trusted 
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that  steps  would  be  taken  to  remedy  the 
deficiency. 

Mr.  STORY-MASKELYNE  desired 
to  say  a  word  in  regard  to  the  transfer 
of  the  collections  from  the  British 
Museum  to  South  Kensington.  The 
transfer  commenced  more  than  a  year 
ago ;  and  at  the  time  when  the  last  year's 
Vote  was  taken  the  collection  of  minerals 
with  which  he  had  been  connected  for  a 
period  of  32  years  had  been  already  re- 
moved to  the  South  Kensington  Museum 
without  the  slightest  accident,  and  had 
been  arranged  in  accordance  with  plans 
previously  made  for  its  exhibition  and 
safe-keeping.  He  was  sorry  to  think, 
however,  that  this  was  the  only  col- 
lection which  had  yet  been  completely 
transferred.  He  believed  that  the  Geo- 
logical Collection  had  been  transferred, 
but  that  it  had  not  yet  been  com- 
pletely arranged.  The  Botanical  Col- 
lection was  nearly  transferred;  but  in 
biology  not  a  single  specimen  had  as 
yet  been  removed.  He  thought  it  was 
a  great  pity,  seeing  that  an  important 
and  costly  Museum  had  been  built  at 
South  Kensington  for  the  reception  of 
these  collections,  that  so  long  a  time 
should  elapse  before  it  was  in  a  position 
to  fulfil  the  purpose  to  which  it  had  been 
dedicated.  At  present  the  space  to  be 
vacated  at  the  British  Museum  was  still 
incapable  of  being  devoted  to  the  col- 
lections remaining  at  that  locality.  It 
was  very  much  to  be  regretted,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  any  steps  to- 
wards completing  the  transfer  were 
about  to  be  taken  ?  He  believed  that 
the  keeper  of  the  Department  had  an 
idea  that  he  must  move  all  at  once 
or  not  at  all.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Story  -  Maskelyne),  however,  that  it 
would  very  much  help  the  transfer  to 
move  part,  and  that  a  good  deal  might 
be  done  in  arranging  such  a  part  in  the 
course  of  the  next  few  months.  He 
understood  that  most  of  the  cases  were 
now  very  nearly  ready  for  the  reception 
of  the  specimens ;  and  he  hoped  to  nave 
some  assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  transfer  was  to  be  soon 
begun  and  be  rapidly  and  properly 
carried  on.  He  believed  that  there 
would  be  plenty  of  room  in  the  Museum 
for  General  Pitt  Rivers'  Collection,  if  it 
was  a  collection  of  a  kind  desirable  to 
be  incorporated  with  those  now  at  the 
British  Museum — a  point  on  wluoh  there 
feemed  to  be  much  question. 

Mr.  Magniae 


Sm  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the  difl- 
culty  in  completing  the  removal  of  the 
Natural  History  Collection  arose  from 
the  fact  that  it  had  been  found  impoa- 
sible  to  induce  the  late  Government  to 
give  the  money  that  was  required  for  pro- 
viding the  necessary  cases  ;  and  it  was 
impossible  to  remove  the  various  speci- 
mens of  birds  and  animals  until  cases 
were  fitted  up  for  their  reception.  He 
thought  that  hon.  Members  would  hardly 
wish  that  some  of  the  specimens  should 
be  removed  before  the  whole  of  them 
could  be  transferred.  If  they  were  re- 
moved bit  by  bit  they  were  likely  to 
sustain  injury.  As  to  the  desirability  of 
allowing  the  precious  MSS.  posseraed 
by  the  British  Museum  to  go  abroad, 
although  a  |^od  deal  might  be  said  in 
favour  of  it,  stiU  there  were  variooB 
considerations  of  great  weight  whioh 
had  hitherto  induced  those  who  had 
looked  into  the  matter  to  believe  that  it 
was  better  to  keep  them  in  England.  At 
any  rate,  the  Trustees  could  not  fairly  be 
blamed  for  not  doing  so,  because  at  pre- 
sent they  had  no  power.  To  lend  the 
MSS.  as  suggested  would  be  contraiy 
to  the  law. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  would  not  object  now  to  report 
Progress.  There  were  several  ouier 
Orders  upon  the  Paper  which  it  would 
be  necessary  to  dispose  of,  and  the  hour 
was  late — nearly  3  o'clock.  He  did  not 
mean  to  argue  that  the  next  two  or  three 
Votes  were  likely  to  give  rise  to  muoh 
discussion;  but  they  would  occupy  no 
larger  amount  of  time  on  the  next 
Supply  night  than  they  would  then.  He 
would  therefore,  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  propriety  of  report- 
ing Progress. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  take  any  of  the  succeeding 
Votes,  except  the  Vote  for  Education  in 
Scotland.  He  would  take  that  Vote, 
which  he  believed  would  not  require 
discussion,  and  he  would  then  move  to 
report  Progress. 

(4.)  £228,435,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Public  Education,  Scotland. 

Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  how  Scotland  would 
be  affected  by  the  new  arrangements  in 
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regard  to  the  Education  Code  ?  Nothing 
had  been  said  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  before  the  House  went 
into  Committee  as  to  Scotland  ;  and  he 
was  afraid  that  it  was  not  intended  to 
extend  the  advantages  of  the  New  Code 
to  Scotland.  He  trusted  that  no  length 
of  time  would  be*  allowed  to  elapse  be- 
fore Scotland  received  a  scheme  some- 
what similar  to  that  which  was  now 
offered  to  England.  He  wished,  further, 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  why  it 
was  that  the  Education  Department  had 
not  yet  put  in  force  two  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Education  (Scotland)  Amend- 
ment Act,  1878,  relating  to  the  exami- 
nation' of  higher  class  schools — which 
were  part  of  the  Scotch  educational  sys- 
tem. One  of  these  provisions  related  to 
the  examination  of  higher  class  schools 
which  were  not  under  school  boards — 
— private  schools — and  gave  power  to 
tiie  Department  to  appoint  Ilxaminers 
to  such  schools,  provided  that  the  man- 
agers of  the  sdiools  offered  suitable 
payment  for  the  examination  ?  There 
would  thus  be  no  expense  to  the  Depart- 
ment in  carrying  out  this  provision  of 
tiie  Act.  The  second  provision  related  to 
the  examination  of  higher  class  schools 
under  school  boards.  In  that  case, 
there  would  be  some  additional  expense 
to  the  Education  Department ;  but  it 
would  be  very  little  compared  with  the 
great  advantage  which  the  cause  of  edu- 
cation would  derive  from  having  an 
examination  of  the  higher  class  schools 
conducted  by  officers  of  the  Education 
Department,  and  having  aU  the  schools 
examined  on  one  uniform  system.  If 
this  were  done,  it  would  give  the  school 
boards  a  much  higher  sense  of  the  im- 
portance of  the  schools  of  this  kind 
under  their  charge.  He  would,  there- 
fore, ask  if  the  Education  Department 
contemplated  putting  in  operation  these 
two  provisions  of  the  Education  (Scot- 
land) Amendment  Act  of  1878  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  the  scheme 
contained  in  the  New  Code  was  intended 
to  apply  to  England  and  Wales  only ; 
but  if  the  Scotch  people  approved  of  it 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  extend- 
ing it  to  Scotland.  The  necessity,  how- 
ever, for  a  New  Code  was  not  so  urgent 
in  Scotland  as  in  England,  because 
many  of  the  provisions  contained  in  the 
new  arrangement  were  already  adopted 
in  Scotland.  The  Scotch  Code  was  very 
much  more  liberal   than  the  English 


Code ;  but  if  the  New  Code  was  found  to 
work  satisfactorily,  he  should  be  per- 
fectly ready  to  make  the  two  systems 
thoroughly  uniform.  As  to  the  other 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  in  regard 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Education  (Soot- 
land)  Amendment  Act  of  1878,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  probably  be  aware  that 
some  doubts  had  been  expressed  as  to 
the  provisions  in  regard  to  the  examina- 
tion of  higher  class  schools  and  the 
power  of  inspection  possessed  by  the 
Department  under  the  Act.  He  should 
be  happy  to  take  the  question  into  con- 
sideration. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

fiEGULATION  OF  THE  POECES  BILL. 

{Mr,  Secretary  Childert^  The  Judge  Advocate 

General,  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman,) 

[bill  195.]      GONSIDSBATIOX. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  On  Thursday  I 
appealed  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biggar)  to  take  ofif  his  objection  to 
this  Bill.  He  said  he  would  consult  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  on  the  subject.  The  blocking 
Notice,  however,  has  not  been  removed. 
I  would  repeat  my  appeal.  It  is  neces- 
sary that  the  Bill  should  pass,  because 
unless  it  is  accepted  the  soldier  is  likely 
to  suffer  very  materially. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  that  he  must  have 
foi^gotten  on  Friday  to  speak  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
and  on  Saturday  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  was 
not  in  the  House.  To-day  his  hon. 
Friend  was  not  present ;  but  he  hoped 
to-morrow  to  be  able  to  ask  him  about 
it.  He  should  be  prepared  to  take  off 
the  Notice ;  but  he  haa  given  a  positive 
promise  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  that  he  would  not  remove  it 
until  he  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  had  an  op- 
portunity of  moving  an  Amendment. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  remarked,  that  on 
Friday  he  saw  both  hon.  Members  in 
the  House,  and  was  somewhat  surprised 
that  the  Notice  had  not  been  removed. 
He  trusted,  however,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  would  take  an  opportunity 
of  conferring  with  his  hon.  Friend. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred 
till  To-morrow, 
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PATRIOTIO  FUND  BILL— [ZorA.] 

{Mr.  Secretary  Childere,) 
[bill  240.]      BSCOND   BEADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  CHILDERS,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  enable  the  Pa- 
triotic Fund  Commissioners  to  g^ve  up 
one  of  their  schools  for  which  they  had 
not  sufficient  money,  and  to  give  the 
Government  more  control  over  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  fund.  He  did  not  think 
any  question  would  arise  as  to  the  Bill ; 
but  in  Committee  he  would  give  all 
necessary  information. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
iimey'*'-'(^Mr.  Childers.) 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  inform  the  House  whether,  out  of 
the  funds  they  were  about  to  save,  they 
intended  to  endow  any  institution  for 
Catholic  orphans  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  the  school 
which  had  been  kept  on  by  the  Patriotic 
Fund  Commissioners  was  a  boys'  school 
at  Wandsworth. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morroiP. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL.— [Bill  236.] 

{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exeheqtter^  Lord 

Frederick  Cavendish.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
he  should  like  to  know  the  nature  of  the 
Bill,  as  some  hon.  Members,  particularly 
an  hon.  Member  who  generally  sat  at 
the  end  of  that  Bench,  were  very  much 
interested  in  it  f 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Bill  was  merely 
a  formal  measure  to  carry  out  a  pro- 
mise made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
would  not  raise  any  opposition  to  the 
progress  of  the  Bill. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported:  to  be  printed,  as  amended  [Bill 
243] ;  re-eommitted  for  Thundaif. 


SUPPLY.— BBPORT. 

Resolutions  [6th  August]  reported. 

Resolutions  1  to  18  agreed  to. 

(19.)  <«  That  a  sum,  not  exceediiiff  £19,883,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  snni 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  com^ 
in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 
the  3lBt  day  of  March  1882,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Incidental  Expenses  of  Temporary  Commissioiis 
and  Committees,  including  Special  Inqairies." 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  to  postpone  it.  He 
made  this  appeal  because  he  intended 
to  bring  forward  a  Motion  which,  un- 
fortunately, he  had  not  yet  put  on  the 
Paper.  He  did  not,  however,  think  he 
should  be  out  of  Order  in  readine  it  to 
the  House,  and  the  House  would  Uien 
see  why  he  made  the  appeal.  The  terms 
of  the  Motion  were  as  follows : — 

**  That  in  view  of  the  increasing  importatioii 
of  foreign  and  Colonial  f ood-stoffii,  ana  the  con* 
sequent  decrease  in  the  valae  of  agrici:dtnTal 
property  in  Great  Britain  and  Irehmd,  it  is 
expedient  to  appoint  a  Committee  of  Experts  to 
inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  probable  effects 
of  foreign  competition  on  British  agricultorey 
and  the  rentals  of  English  and  Irish  ^d." 

He  was  in  this  position.  This  was  a 
Motion  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Sunply;  and,  looking  at  the  state  of 
Public  Business  at  present,  it  did  not 
seem  likely  that  he  should  ever  have  an 
opportunity  to  move  this  Motion.  If  he 
did  move  it,  he  would  undertake  not  to 
occupy  the  House  more  than  a  couple  of 
hours  in  its  discussion.  As  far  as  he, 
personally,  was  concerned^  he  should  not 
occupy  more  than  half-an-hour  in  the 
statement  he  should  have  to  make ;  and, 
no  doubt,  it  would  be  very  easy  for  the 
Government  to  answer  him.  If  he  had 
not  an  opportunity  of  moving  the  Resolu- 
tion he  believed  he  could  raise  the  ques- 
tion on  this  Vote,  for  in  this  Vote  the 
Agricultural  Commissioners  were  in- 
cluded. The  noble  Lord  would  not  lose 
anything  by  giving  him  the  opportunity 
he  sou^t,  because  he  (LordTFrederiac 
Cavendish)  was  sure  of  getting  the 
money  he  required. 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  saw  no  possibility  of  being  aUe 
at  any  other  time  to  bring  on  the  Kepoit 
of  Supply  earlier  than  that.  Theretoi^ 
it  would  be  useless  to  postpone  the  Yote. 
If  the  hon.  Member  wished  to  bring  for- 
ward his  Motion  and  make  a  q^eeohf 
why  did  he  xiot  4o  so  f^t  onoef 
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Mb.  T.  p.  (VOONNOB  said,  ifc  would 
take  a  week  to  piepare  the  speech. 

Beeolntion  ngr^i  to. 

Remaining  Beeolntions  n^r^ed  io. 

WATS  AHD  ICEAirS. 

Si9oiv0i,  That,  towaids  making  good  tlit 
Aipaly  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Serrioe 
of  ue  year  ending  on  the  Slrt  day  of  March 
llttS,  the  eiim  of  £21,696,712,  be  granted  out  of 
file  Oonaolidated  Fond  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

BeKdntion  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 

Oommiitee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednesday. 

lAST    nmiAK     RAILWAY    (bEDEMFTION  07 

AmnnmBs)  bill. 

Rewlution  [AngOBt  6]  reported,  and  agreed  to : 
^Bill  erderedto  be  brought  in  by  The  Marquess 
of  Haktinoton  and  Lord  Frxubbick  Cavb^t- 
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Kn^ptvMfilMl,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  244.] 

xxpiBiNa  LAWS  ooiminTAircE  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Fhedbbick  Cavendish, 
YSBL  to  oontinno  Tarious  Ex|nring  Laws,  ordered 
•to  be  brought  in  by  Lord  Frbdekick  Cavbn- 
DVH  and  Mr.  Attobicbt  Gsxtbral. 

"WlpreemUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  246.] 

House  a^'oumed  at  a  quarter 
after  Three  o^dock. 


HOUSE     OP     LOEDS, 
2VMfdlfly,  9M  AHgu9i,  1881. 


II  Im  U  TJfiS.}— Pubuo  BnJA-Seeond  Reading^ 
Effdcriastical  Courts  Regulation  (201) ;  Me. 
tropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  (186) ; 
Snpenumnation  (Post  Office  and  Works)  * 
(SOe);  Central  Criminal  Court  (Prisons)* 
hM) ;  Lsases  for  Schools  (Ireland)  (188) ; 
Oanrnpt  Fraotioes  (Suspension  of  Illections) 
(M8). 

OMMiMsf  —  J2i9N>r<  —  Public  Works  Loans* 
(IM). 

AM  igiisrfisy— Bgyal  Uniyersity  of  Ireland  * 
(194),  uuljMmed. 

SIVEBS  OONSERVANCT  AND   FLOODS 
FBEVEKnON  BILL.— QUESTION. 


B  Eabl  of  8ANDWI0H  asked  Her 
'•g    Gkiyemment,    Whether   the 

rOcnuervanqy  and  Floods  Preven- 
tion Bni  would  be  brought  forward  in 
tts'^EbniM  again  next  Session?  He 
^HfcfWjHSony  to  see  that,  after  it  had 
"^jtend^ttootigh  their  Lordships'  House, 

TQL.  OOIiXIY.    [thibd  saans.] 


and  been  read  a  second  time  in  the 
other  House,  it  had  been  withdrawn. 

Earl  SFENOEE,  in  reply,  said,  that 
this  Bill  had  been  given  up  with  extreme 
regret  and  under  the  greatest  pressure. 
He  could  assure  his  noble  Friend  that 
the  Government  would  consider  the 
matter,  and,  if  possible,  re-introduce  the 
Bill  early  next  Session. 

ECCLESIASTICAL    COURTS   REOULA- 
TIO^    BILL.— <No.  20L) 
( The  Earl  Beauehamp.) 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time,  said:  My 
Lords,  I  shall  endeavour,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, to  abstain  from  entering  into  the 
merits  of  what  is  known  as  the  Eitualistic 
Question  ;  but  I  think,  that  in  order  to 
make  my  Bill  clear,  it  is  necessary  that 
I  should  explain  to  your  Lordships,  in 
as  few  words  as  I  can,  the  circumstances 
attending  the  passing  of  Thorogood's 
Act,  in  the  year  1840,  when  a  Bm  was 
brought  into  Parliament  by  Lord  John 
Bussell  and  Lord  Morpeth  which  dealt 
with  the  case  of  Mr.  Thorogood.  He 
was  then  a  prisoner  in  Chelmsford  Gkiol 
foi  not  appearing  to  a  citation  in  an 
Ecclesiastical  Court  to  show  cause  why 
he  refused  to  pay  sums  of  money  assessed 
upon  him  for  church  rate.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  observe  that  Mr.  Thorogood 
was  not  in  prison  for  refusing  to  pay 
church  rate.  I  do  not  complain  of  it ; 
but  he  had  adopted  a  course  which 
put  that  out  of  the  question,  and  he  was 
in  prison  solely  for  refusing  to  appear 
to  a  citation  in  an  Ecclesiastical  Court, 
as  is  the  case  with  Mr.  Green.  He  had 
been  in  prison  for  a  period  of  18  months, 
after  a  good  deal  of  litigation  ;  and  on 
the  30th  July,  1840,  Lord  John  Eussell 
and  Lord  Morpeth  brought  in  the  Bill 
which  afterwards  passed  into  law.  Mr. 
Thorogood  was  a  Quaker,  who  had  con- 
scientious objections  to  the  payment  of 
church  rates,  and  his  imprisonment  under 
the  circumstances  I  have  mentioned  had 
given  rise  to  a  good  deal  of  scandal  and 
of  hostile  feeling  amongst  various  par- 
ties. It  therefore  appeared  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  undesirable  that 
he  should  any  longer  languish  in  pri- 
son, and  the  Act  was  passed  which  is 
known  by  the  name  of  Thorogood's  Act, 
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althougli  I  need  not  say  the  name  does 
not  appear  within  the  n)ur  corners  of  the 
Act.  it  empowered  the  Privy  Council, 
or  the  Ecclesiastical  Judge  in  whose 
Oourt  the  case  was  tried,  to  order  the 
disharge  of  persons  in  custody  under  a 
writ  de  contumace  capiendo  ;  but  there  was 
a  proviso  that  no  such  order  should  be 
made  by  the  Privy  Council  or  the  Eccle- 
siastical Judge  without  the  consent  of 
the  other  party  or  parties  to  the  suit, 
and  another  proviso — 

"  That  in  cases  of  subtraction  of  church 
rates  for  an  amount  not  exceeding  £5,  where 
the  party  in  contempt  has  suffered  imprison- 
ment for  six  months  and  upwards,  the  consent 
of  the  other  parties  to  the  suit  shall  not  be  ne- 
cessary to  enable  the  Judge  to  discharge  such 
party  so  soon  as  the  costs  lawfully  incurred  by 
reason  of  the  custody  and  contempt  of  such 
party  shall  have  been  (hscharged,  and  the  sum  for 
which  he  may  have  been  dted  into  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Court  shall  have  been  pud  into  the  registry 
of  the  said  Court,  there  to  abide  the  result  of  the 
suit,  and  Uie  party  so  discharged  shall  be  released 
from  all  fuxiher  observance  of  justice  in  the 
said  suit." 

The  Bill  was  very  carefully  considered 
both  in  the  House  of  Lords  and  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  underwent  various 
amendments.  The  House  of  Commons 
proposed  that  the  limit  of  imprisonment 
should  be  12  months ;  but  the  House  of 
Lords  diminshed  the  term  of  imprison- 
ment from  12  months  to  six.  Lora  John 
BusseU,  in  the  debate  on  the  Bill,  said 
that  he  believed  things  were  in  such  a 
state  that  if  they  were  to  get  Mr.  Thoro- 
good  discharged  from  prison  a  Bill  must 
be  introduced  for  the  purpose,  and  in 
pursuance  of  that  belief  tne  Bill  was 
introduced.  A  debate  occurred,  in  which 
many  eminent  men  took  part,  and  the 
Bill  was  the  result  of  careful  considera- 
tion, and  was  accepted  as  a  compromise 
in  a  matter  which  had  given  rise  to  con- 
siderable feeling.  Li  the  case  of  Mr. 
Thorogood,  he  objecting  from  conscien- 
tious reasons  to  the  payment  of  the 
money,  it  was  found  by  other  parties, 
and  Dr.  Lushiuj^ton,  of  his  own  motion, 
released  Mr.  Thorogood  from  prison. 
The  Act  is  by  no  means  obsolete,  for  in 
the  course  of  the  last  few  years  it  was 
used  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Tooth,  appre- 
hended under  a  wntde  contumace  capiendo, 
but  discharged  from  custody  by  the 
Judge  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Court,  with 
the  consent  of  the  parties  to  the  suit. 
At  the  present  moment,  unless  the  con- 
sent of  the  other  parties  to  the  suit  is 
given,  the  person  in  prison  cannot  be 

^tarl  Beauehamf 


discharged.  Now,  my  Lords,  a  oasd  has 
arisen  to  which  I  must  refer— namely, 
the  case  of  the  Hev.  Sidney  Ghreen,  now 
in  prison  under  a  similar  writ  ever  since 
the  1 9th  March  last.  In  the  year  1 840, 
as  I  have  said.  Parliament  gave  relief 
by  passing  a  measure  which  had  the 
effect  of  releasing  from  prison  a  Quaker 
who  entertained  conscientious  objections 
to  submitting  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Courts.  I  now  ask  your 
Lordships  to  read  a  Bill  a  second  time 
which  wUl  meet  the  case  of  the  Bev. 
Sidney  Green,  in  prison  for  the  like 
cause,  and  enable  him  to  be  released 
from  prison  at  the  expiration  of  six 
months.  There  are  various  ways  of 
looking  at  the  case  of  Mr.  Gh*een.  It 
may  be  looked  at  technically  as  regards 
the  contempt,  and  it  might  be  looked  at 
it  in  its  moral  aspects  as  bearing  on  the 
whole  Bitual  Question,  and  more  par- 
ticulary  as  regards  the  wearing  of  vest- 
ments during  the  performance  of  Divine 
Service.  As  regards  the  moral  aspect, 
as  bearing  on  the  whole  Bitual  Question, 
I  wish  to  dismiss  it  as  briefly  as  possible ; 
but  I  may  very  fairly  ask  your  Lord- 
ships why  this  particular  congregation, 
consisting,  as  it  does,  of  poor  persons, 
should  be  singled  out  for  attack  by  the 
Church  Association?  Mr.  Gh*een  is  a 
person  who  has  been  labouring  for  many 
years  of  his  life  amongst  the  poor  and 
neglected;  he  has  brought  his  parish 
into  a  very  high  state  of  oreanization ; 
his  schools  are  excellent,  and  he  enjoys 
the  esteem  and  regard  of  the  whole 

Earish.  There  are  certain  persons  whom 
e  may  have  offended ;  but  I  ask  your 
Lordships  why  this  congregation  should 
be  selected  for  disturbance,  and  why 
Mr.  Ghreen,  whose  character  is,  in  the 
highest  degree,  all  that  a  clergyman's 
should  be,  should  be  subjected  to  this 
harassing  conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
prosecutors,  the  Church  Association, 
while  rich  congregations  are  left  oom- 

Eletely  undisturbed,  and  persons  who 
ave  powerful  friends  are  allowed  to 
pursue,  without  check  or  hindrance, 
precisely  the  same  practices  as  Mr.  Green 
has  been  pursuing  ?  I  may  go  a  step 
further,  and  say  that  the  Bishop  of 
Manchester  himself,  who  allowed  the 
case  against  Mr.  Green  to  go,  does  not 
profess  to  observe  the  law  for  the  non- 
observance  of  which  Mr.  Green  is  now 
in  prison.  The  Bishop  of  Manohester, 
he  being  asked  bow  tp  reconcile  tlu« 
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vifh  hif  own  ooiMfliqnoe,  said  that  when 
he  was  invited  by  his  aroluepieoopal 
Bin^erior  to  wear  the  legal  yestments — 
whioh  he  did  not  then  wear—it  would 
be  time  enouffh  for  him  to  oonaider  what 
eoime  he  uionld  pursue.  I  do  not 
thinky  under  these  droumstances,  any 
good  case  has  been  made  out  why  Mr. 
Green  should  be  selected  for  proseou- 
tion,  when  the  Bishop  of  Manchester 
himself,  his  ecclesiastical  superior,  does 
not  comply  with  the  law  under  whioh 
Ifr.  Green  is  now  languishing  in  prison. 
There  are  legal  questions  connected  with 
the  case  wiw  which  I  need  not  trouble 
your  Lordships ;  but  there  is  one  yenr 
serious  onestion  which  I  will  shortly  ad- 
yert  to.  The  whole  contention  turns  upon 
whether  certain  adyertisements,  pub- 
lished in  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth, 
are,  or  are  not,  in  force  in  the  Province  of 
York.  The  Privy  Oouncil  has  held  that 
they  are  in  force  in  the  Province  of  Can- 
terbury, although  there  is  some  doubt 
about  how  far  they  are  in  force  there ; 
but  I  belieye  I  am  quite  right  in  saying 
that  there  is  not  the  faintest  shadow  of 
reason  for  supposing  that  the  advertise- 
ments in  question  ever  ran  in  the  Pro- 
vince of  York.  I  only  mention  tiiis  to 
jTOUT  Lordships  to  show  that  the  matter 
IB  one  of  considerable  doubt  and  com- 
plexity. As  regards  the  moral  aspect 
of  the  case,  therefore,  Mr.  Ghreen  may 
contend  that  the  matter  for  which  he  is 
in  prison  is  one  of  considerable  doubt ; 
but  I  pass  this  question  by.  Mr.  Green 
is  in  prison,  technically,  K>r  a  contempt 
of  Court,  and  for  nothing^  else,  as  was 
also  Mr.  Thoroffood ;  and  1  wish  to  draw 
your  Lordships  consideration  to  reasons 
why  the  law  under  which  he  is  now  in 
prison  should  be  amended  so  as  to  en- 
able him  to  be  released  at  the  end  of 
six  months.  He  is  in  prison  for  con- 
tempt of  Court,  and  I  am  forced  to  ask 
vonr  Lordships  whether  the  Court  which 
he  has  cont^uied  is  one  whioh  receives 
sodh  univeral  respect  as  that  a  man  is 
to  be  thrown  in  prison  because  of  his 
not  obeying  its  commands  ?  My  Lords, 
it  IB  enough  for  me  to  say  that  so  much 
difficulty  exists  in  the  minds  of  men  on 
the  subject  of  this  Court  that  in  the  early 
part  of  this  Session  your  Lordships  were 
moved  to  vote  an  Address  to  the  Crown, 
paying  for  a  Boyal  Commission  to 
nquire  into  these  Ecclesiastical  Courts. 
That  AddresB  was  moved  by  the  Lord 
Aiehbishop  of  Canterbury,  who,  I  pre- 


sume, had  sufficient  grounds  for  making 
that  Motion.  Certainly  it  was  aereed 
to  by  your  Lordships;  and  I  tnink, 
under  those  circumstances,  it  may 
fairly  be  contended  that  the  Court 
Mr.  Ghreen  has  contemned  is  not  en- 
titled to  that  unquestioning  obedience 
which  would  entitle  its  every  order  to 
be  received  with  undoubting  submission. 
I  may  at  least  say  that  the  Court  itself 
has  given  so  much  dissatisfaction  that  it 
may  be  said  to  be  on  its  trial.  A  noble 
Earl  opposite  shakes  his  head ;  but  I 
say  if  there  was  no  dissatisfaction  why 
was  the  Inquiry  moved  for?  Persons 
may  shut  their  eyes  to  the  facts  of  the 
case,  but  nobody  can  deny  that  the 
Court  has  given  great  dissatisfaction, 
and  that  the  subject  requires  the  in- 
vestigation which  it  is  now  receiving  at 
the  hands  of  the  Boyal  Commission. 
My  Lords,  it  is  said  that  Mr.  Green  has 
only  to  submit  himself  to  the  judgment 
of  the  Court  to  obtain  his  release.  I 
know  that  that  is  the  case ;  but  I  will 
tell  your  Lordships  why  he  cannot  sub- 
mit himself  to  the  Court.  He  con- 
scientiously believes  that  it  would  be 
wrong  for  him  to  do  so.  But  even  as- 
suming that  that  belief  of  Mr.  Qreen 
is  ill-founded,  I  ask,  has  not  the  punish- 
ment which  he  h&s  suffered  been  suffi- 
cient for  the  wrong  which  he  has  com- 
mitted ?  That  is  the  question  which  we 
have  to  ask  ourselves.  Supposing  the 
Court  was  perfect  in  its  constitution; 
supposing  tnat  all  its  dicta  had  been 
such  as  to  command  the  unquestioning 
assent  of  the  minds  of  men,  I  still  ask 
whether  the  imprisonment  which  Mr. 
Green  has  now  suffered  is  not  a  sufficient 
punishment  for  his  wrong-doing  ?  Pun- 
ishment should  bear  some  proportion  to 
the  offence  committed,  and  if  Mr.  Ghreen 
should  remain  in  prison  for  three  years, 
or  all  his  life,  a  punishment  would  be 
inflicted  revolting  to  the  consciences  of 
men.  It  is  the  indefiniteness  of  the 
punishment  which  makes  it  so  severe  and 
cruel.  If  we  could  measure  it  we  might 
estimate  its  proportion  to  the  offence,  but 
we  cannot.  We  do  not  know  how  long 
this  imprisonment  may  continue,  and  I 
do  ask  your  Lordships  seriously  to  con- 
sider whether  a  punishment  of  six  months 
is  not  an  imprisonment  amply  suffi- 
cient for  the  offence  which  Mr.  Green 
has  committed.  If  he  had  been  sub- 
jected to  the  sentence  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Court  for  any  of  the  gravent  offences 
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whicli  a  man  could  commit ;  if  he  had 
heen  proceeded  against  and  ezcommimi- 
cated  for  incest,  he  could  not  be  impri- 
soned for  a  longer  period  than  six 
months,  because  the  tvrit  de  excommuni- 
eato  capiendo  which  runs  in  consequence 
of  such  proceedings  in  the  Ecclesiastical 
Oourt  can  imprison  a  man  for  no  longer 
a  period  than  six  months — and,  there- 
fore, if  Mr.  Qreen  had  committed  the 
most  aggravated  offence  to  which  I  have 
referred,  his  imprisonment  could  not  be 
for  a  longer  period  than  six  months.  I 
need  not  cite  the  case  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Courts,  but  I  will  take  the  case  of 
offences  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Courts.  It  is  within  my 
own  knowledge  that  in  a  deliberative 
Assembly  of  high  antiquity,  and  pos- 
sessed of  august  privileges,  when  the 
privileges  of  that  Assembly  were  set  at 
naught  and  its  authority  contemned,  a 
person  bound  to  obey  its  orders  was 
imprisoned;  but  how  long  was  that 
person  imprisoned?  One  night's  im- 
prisonment was  held  to  have  purged  his. 
offence,  and  he  was  released  without  any 
promise  exacted  with  regard  to  the  fu- 
ture. My  Lords,  if  an  officer  in  a  rail- 
way train  criminally  assaults  a  woman 
who  may  be  in  the  same  carriage  with, 
him,  he  is  committed  to  prison  for  one 
year,  and  at  the  end  of  that  period  he 
is  released.  I  ask  your  Lordships  whe- 
ther an  indefinite  imprisonment  hanging 
over  the  head  of  an  exemplary  clergy- 
man, because  he  conscientiously  objects 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  a  Court,  is  not  a 
punishment  revolting  to  the  consciences 
of  men  ?  Such  a  state  of  things  would 
never  have  been  deliberately  adopted, 
but  must  have  been  brought  about  in 
consequence  of  some  complication  of 
ecclesiastical  law,  which  complication  I 
now  ask  your  Lordships  to  disentangle. 
But,  my  Lords,  it  may  he  said — and  this 
is  an  argument  which  I  dare  say  we 
shall  hear  advanced  by  those  who,  I 
think,  might  show  more  sympathy  with 
Mr.  (>reen — that  he  should  not  be  re- 
leased without  a  guarantee  for  the  future 
against  further  lawlessness.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  Mr.  Ghreen  is  not  in 
prison  for  the  offence  of  weariog  vest- 
ments— he  is  in  prison  for  contempt  of 
Court ;  and  I  do  not  myself  understand 
how  the  arguments  with  regard  to  the 
practice  complained  of  can  be  urged 
when  he  ie  in  prison,  not  for  the  per- 
formance of  those  praotioeB,  but  simply 


for  having  contemned  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Court.  It  is  obvious  that  if  inability 
to  accept  an  interpretation  of  an  his- 
torical fact  as  to  the  use  of  vestments  is 
lawlessness,  it  is  lawlessness  of  a  very 
different  character  to  that  which  to  the 
minds  and  consciences  of  men  commends 
itself  as  a  fit  subject  for  such  punish- 
ment. The  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  has  given  divers  judg- 
ments on  this  point  as  to  the  wearing  of 
vestments.  The  Judicial  Committee,  in 
the  case  of  '<  Westerton  v.  Liddell,"  de- 
<dded  that  the  vestments  worn  by  Mr. 
Green  were  legal.  In  the  case  of  "  Clif- 
ton V.  Bidsdale,"  which  is  now  thought 
to  be  law,  what  did  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  say?  If 
the  only  law  as  to  the  vestments  is  to  be 
found  in  the  Ornaments  Bubric,  clearly 
the  vestments  of  Edward  YI.  fall  within 
the  law.  That  is  the  judgment  of  the 
Privy  Council  in  the  very  case  under 
which  Mr.  Green  is  imprisoned.  I  think 
your  Lordships  might  view  with  indul- 
gence the  conduct  of  a  gentleman  who, 
cooscientiously  believing  that  that  which 
he  saw  was  black  and  not  white,  declined  to 
commit  himself  to  the  statement  contrary 
to  his  plain  belief.  As  regards  the  view 
taken  oy  some  that  Mr.  Green  should 
promise  to  conform  in  fiiture  to  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  I  say  that  is  not  the 
point  before  your  Lordships.  The  point 
before  your  Lordships  is  a  very  narrow 
one — namely,  whether  the  punishment 
which  Mr.  Green  has  suffered,  and  is 
suffering,  is  not  sufficient  for  the  tech- 
nical offence  of  contempt  of  Court  which 
he  has  committed  ?  I  cannot  understand, 
if  he  be  a  criminal,  why  he  should 
be  treated  in  an  exceptional  manner. 
Thieves,  burglars,  and  convicts  of  all 
descriptions,  when  they  have  undergone 
their  punishment,  are  released  m>m 
prison  without  any  engagement  being 
asked  for  the  future.  They  are  set  free, 
and  if  they  offend  against  the  law  aeain, 
they  are  subject  to  the  penalties  of  tiie 
law  and  again  imprisoned.  What  did 
Lord  John  Kussell  say  in  the  debate  on 
Thorogood's  Act  as  regards  this  part  of 
the  subject  ?  He  said  that  the  vindica- 
tion of  the  law  seemed  to  him  to  be 
often  better  maintained  by  taking  no 
notice  of  such  offenders,  just  as  Sir 
Bobert  WaJl{>ole  had  said  on  one  occa- 
sion— "  The  hon.  Gentleman  wie^ee  -to 
be  committed  to  the  Tower,  bat  I  dmU 
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do  no  mich  thing."  I  contend  that  Mr. 
Chrean  hM  suSSmd  enough  for  the  of- 
ienee  he  hM  oommitted.  Mr.  Gh*een'B 
parishioners  were  naturally  asking  why 
th^  were  deprived  of  his  ministrations, 
Jhinking  that  a  man  who  had  undergone 
sufficient  imprisonment  ought  to  be  re- 
leased. I  dare  say  we  shsiu  hear  some- 
thing of  our  old  Mend  the  aggrieved 
pariJuiioner,  and  we  shall,  no  £ubt,  be 
told  that  the  parishioners  of  Miles  Plat- 
ting have  a  nght  to  the  performance  of 
Divine  Service  in  accoroance  with  the 
law.  I  am  bound  to  say,  with  regard  to 
that,  that  I  do  not  think  very  much  con- 
ndsration  is  due  to  the  bogus  parish- 
ioners who  were  put  forward  to  enforce 
the  law  at  Miles  I^lattin^.  ^  I  call  them 
bogus  parishioners  for  this  simple  reason, 
that  in  tihe  biU  of  costs  which  Mr.  Green 
is  called  upon  to  pay  there  is  an  item  of 
no  little  singularity,  which  I  do  not  think 
will  commend  itself  to  many  of  your  Lord- 
duns'  sense  of  justice.  There  is  a  charge 
made  by  the  solicitors  for  the  prosecu- 
tion— and  Mr.  Ghreen  having  been  con- 
demned in  costs  is  bound  to  pay  it — for 
the  correction  of  a  mistake,  it  having 
been  ascertained  that  one  of  the  pro- 
posed complainants  had  not  completed 
the  residence  in  the  parish  required  by 
law.  Seeing  that  the  solicitors  for  the 
nroseoutors  are  sending  in  this  bill  to 
Mr.  Qreen,  and  asking  him  to  pay  for  a 
mistake  which  had  been  made  in  conse- 

Senoe  of  one  of  the  complainants  not 
ving  resided  in  the  parisn  during  the 
time  required  by  law,  1  think  I  am  justi- 
fied in  saying  tiiat  the  parishioners  who 
have  brought  this  case  forward  are  only 
nominal  prosecutors.  The  real  prose- 
eatora  being,  as  I  believe,  the  Church 
AsBodation — which  I  say  without  fear 
of  eontradiotion — and  the  nominal  prose- 
cutors beinp^  merely  bogus  parishioners, 
I  do  not  thmk  they  are  entitled  to  much 
oonsideration  at  your  Lordships'  hands. 
These  are  the  very  parishioners  who 
were  sommoned  to  attend  the  Bishop  of 
Manchester,  and  declined  the  invitation  ; 
but,  notwithstanding,  the  Bishop  of 
Muehester  thought  it  his  duty  to  exer- 
cisebisdiscretion,  and  allow  the  prosecu- 
tion to  proceed.  The  Services  which  are 
being  carried  on  in  Miles  Platting  church 
m  neither  more  nor  less  than  exactly 
the  same  aa  they  were  before  Mr.  Green 
was  imprisoned.  There  is  no  doubt 
vhaftever  that  Ae  gentleman  officiating 
kids  the  same  views  as  Mr.  Green,  and 


that  the  practices  complained  of  will 
be  continued  until  a  prosecution  is  in- 
stituted, although  after  what  has  taken 
place  it  is  very  improbable  that  another 
prosecution  will  be  instituted  in  that 
parish.  I  venture  to  doubt  whether  the 
Bishop  of  Manchester  would  allow  an- 
other prosecution  to  be  instituted,  which 
has  been  so  discreditably  conducted. 
The  proceedings  have  been  stigmatized 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  as  a  scandal.  I  shall  not 
apologize  for  the  use  of  that  expression. 
They  have  been  stigmatized  as  a  scandal, 
and  I  am  justified  in  making  the  ob- 
servations 1  have  made  with  regard  to 
the  prosecutors  in  this  case.  But,  my 
Lords,  the  Public  Worship  Regulation 
Act  was  enacted,  we  were  told,  to  pro- 
tect the  rights  of  parishioners.  Let  us 
consider  for  one  moment  tlie  state  of  the 
parish  in  which  Mr.  Ghreen  has  so  long 
ministered,  and  the  view  taken  of  his 
conduct  by  his  own  parishioners.  The 
population  of  the  parish  is  about  4,500 ; 
there  are  370  children  in  the  day  schools ; 
the  communicants,  excluding  those  on 
week  days  and  saints'  days,  on  an  aver- 
age of  &e  12  months,  are  45  a-week. 
A  Petition  has  been  presented  for  the 
release  of  Mr.  Green,  signed  by  940 
householders  out  of  a  total  number  of 
1,140,  and  I  think,  therefore,  I  may 
fairly  assume  that  the  ministrations  of 
Mr.  Green  are  such  as  to  commend 
themselves  to  the  majority  of  the  par- 
ishioners. As  far,  therefore,  as  the  ag- 
grieved parishioner  is  concerned,  the 
case  has  entirely  failed.  There  is  not  a 
shadow  of  pretence  for  saying  that  any 
real  parishioner  has  been  aggrieved,  for, 
in  order  to  make  up  the  number  required 
for  this  miserable  prosecution,  a  gentle- 
man is  brought  in  who,  at  the  time  of 
the  institution  of  the  proceedings,  had 
not  completed  the  term  of  residence  re- 
quired by  law.  What  is  the  treatment 
to  which  Mr.  Green,  a  conscientious 
clergyman,  who  has  spent  15  years  in  la- 
bouring amongst  the  poor  and  neglected 
of  his  parish — what  is  the  shameful 
treatment  to  which  he  has  been  sub- 
jected ?  A  letter  was  addressed  by  Mr. 
Green  to  the  noble  and  learned  liord  on 
the  Woolsack,  in  which  he  described 
the  treatment  to  which  he  had  been  sub- 
jected by  the  bailiffs  who  were  put  in 
possession  of  his  rectory  by  the  Church 
Association.  This  letter  was  written 
some  time  ago;  but  the  treatment  he 
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complams  of  has  been  renewed  subse- 
quently, and  his  goods  sold.  He  says 
that  the  bailiffs  were  put  into  his  house 
on  the  24th  January,  and  continued  there 
without  intermission,  day  and  night, 
until  March  19,  when  he  was  ^ut  into 
prison.  He  says  it  was  impossible  for 
his  wife  to  remain  under  such  circum- 
stances, and  she  left  home  at  the  time 
he  was  obliged  to  do  so,  and  took  re- 
fuge in  a  neighbouring  cottage.  On  one 
occasion,  Mrs.  Green,  having  visited  the 
house  to  ^et  some  clothes  for  her  baby, 
was  so  mghtened  by  an  intoxicated 
bailiff  that  she  had  never  been  well 
since.  That  is  the  statement  of  the 
treatment  to  which  Mr.  Green  has  been 
subjected.  I  hear  a  noble  Lord  remark 
that  I  have  been  already  speaking  for 
half-an-hour ;  but  I  can  only  say  that 
half-an-hour  is  not  too  mu(&  time  for 
your  Lordships  to  give  to  such  a  sub- 
ject, and;  I  must  protest  against  these 
interruptions.  If  it  is  necessary,  I  will  go 
on  speaking  for  another  half-an-hour  on 
the  oiscreditable  way  in  which  Mr.  Green 
has  been  treated.  I  decline  to  sit  down. 
The  real  question  is  this — Is  the  House, 
or  is  it  not,  prepared  to  extend  that 
measure  of  relief  to  Mr.  Ghreen  which, 
in  the  year  i  840,  it  thought  not  impro- 
per to  extend  to  one  of  the  people  called 
''  Quakers  ?  "  I  do  not  know  what  the 
antecedents  of  Mr.  Thorogood  were ;  I 
do  not  know  whether  he  had  passed  his 
life  amongst  the  poor  and  afflicted ;  I  do 
not  know  whether,  at  the  age  of  40,  or 
whatever  it  may  be,  he  was  torn  away 
from  his  wife  and  family,  and  subjected 
to  the  treatment  which  Mr.  Ghreen  has 
described ;  but  I  do  know  this,  that 
Parliament  at  that  time,  in  its  wisdom, 
thought  it  was  a  fit  case  to  be  considered, 
and  did  not  ^udge  the  time  and  pains 
necessary  to  inquire  into  the  case ;  and 
that  at  the  end  of  the  Session — for  the 
Bill  was  brought  into  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  30th  July,  and  received 
the  Eoyal  Assent  on  the  10th  August. 
My  Lords,  I  do  not  know  how  the  pro- 
ceedings were  conducted  in  Thorogood's 
case,  nor  do  I  know  whether  the  Judge 
acted  as  legal  adviser  to  the  prosecutors — 
though  I  should  suppose  Dr.  Lushington 
to  be  incapable  of  such  conduct — ^but 
blunders  have  been  committed  by  the 
solicitor  and  counsel  for  the  prosecutors 
in  this  case,  for  which  Mr.  Green  has 
to  pay.  They  are  of  a  remarkable  kind. 
The  bill  of  oostf,  which  is  now  a  public 

JS§rl  B$a%champ 


document,  shows  that  the  most  extra- 
ordinary proceedings  have  been  taken 
in  this  case,  which  will  not  bear  public 
investigation.  I  have  referred  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Ghreen  as  briefly  as  I  could ; 
but  it  is  a  case,  although  not  on  all  fours 
with  the  case  of  Mr.  Thorogood,  be- 
cause if  it  had  been  a  case  on  all  fours 
with  the  case  of  Mr.  Thorogood,  there 
would  have  been  no  necessity  to  trouble 
your  Lordships  on  the  present  occasion 
— ^I  do  say  that  the  imprisonment  of  Mr. 
Thorogood  under  the  writ  de  cotUu- 
mace  capimdoy  was  considered  a  grievous 
scandal  and  offence.  Whether  it  was 
that  the  consciences  of  men  in  high 
places  were  touched,  or  the  fears  of 
friends  of  the  Established  Church  were 
moved,  I  do  not  know ;  but  a  feeling  of 
indignation  was  excited  by  his  imprison- 
ment, and  a  Bill  was  introduced  and 
passed  into  law.  Now  I  come  to  the 
Bill  which  I  have  l^d  on  your  Lord- 
ships' Table.  The  provisions  are  very 
simple.  The  second  proviso  in  Thoio- 
good's  Act  is  repealed  which  had  refer- 
ence to  the  payment  of  church  rates.  In 
the  2nd  clause,  it  is  proposed  to  enact 
that  after  six  months  a  person  in  cus- 
tody under  a  writ  de  eantumace  capiendo 
shall  be  discharged  out  of  custody  by 
the  sheriff,  gaoler,  or  other  officer  in 
whose  custody  he  may  be,  without  any 
order.     Clause  3  enacts — 

**  That  such  party  or  person  shall,  notwith- 
standing his  discharge,  remain  liable  for  the 
costs  lawfully  incurred  by  reason  of  his  custody 
and  contempt." 

Clause  4  provides  that  the  person — 

*'  Shall  not,  by  reason  of  his  discharge  in 
manner  aforesaid,  be  released  from  further  ob- 
servance of  justice  in  the  suit  in  whidi  he  has 
been  pronounced  in  contempt.*' 

Therefore,  if  he  offends  against  the  law 
in  future,  a  remedy  is  provided,  and  he 
can  again  be  subjected  to  the  same 
ecclesiastical  penalties  as  he  has  been 
subjected  to  in  the  past.  Then  Clause  5 
provides — 

*  *  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Judicial  Ckmi- 
mittee  of  Her  Majesty's  Most  Honourable  Privy 
Council,  if  the  party  be  in  custody  in  conse- 
quence of  any  proceedings  before  the  said 
Judicial  Ck>mmittee,  or  for  the  Judge  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Court,  or  if  the  party  be  in  cus- 
tody in  consequence  of  any  proceedings  before 
such  Judge,  to  declare  by  oraer  made  in  open 
Court  before  the  said  penod  of  six  months  naa 
elapsed,  that,  for  reasons  to  be  specified  on  the 
face  of  such  order,  the  party  so  in  onstody  shall 
not  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  ol  this  Act  for 
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the  fmihar  wfuob  of  fhiee  monthly  and  therep 
i^on  the  put7  dudl  not  be  entitled  to  the  be- 
nnta  of  thie  Act  until  the  expiration  of  nine 


I  may  be  circninntanoeB,  my  Lords, 
in  which  it  may  be  desirable  that  a  pro- 
noon  of  that  sort  shoold  be  pat  mto 
fnce.  I  do  not  attach  much  importoBce 
to  it  myaelf ;  bat  still  there  may  be  cir- 
eomstances  which  may  make  it  desir- 
iUsj  and,  perhaps,  that  provision  may 
mflkejonr  Lordships  more  ready  to  pass 
the  BuL  The  2nd  daase,  my  Lords,  is 
really  the  operative  part  of  the  Act.  That 
prondes  that  at  the  expiration  of  six 
nontha  theperson committed  to  gaolshall 
be  diaohaz^ed  from  castody.  rTow,  my 
LoidSy  that  is  the  point  where  this  Bill  dif- 
ftrs  from  ThoTOgood's  Act,  and  the  differ- 
CBoe  ia  this — that  it  provides  that  the  pri- 
soner shall  be  discharged  at  the  expira- 
tion of  BIZ  months  withoat  the  oonour- 
xsDoe  of  the  other  jMurties  to  the  suit. 
In  the  year  1813,  an  Act  of  Parliament 
was  pasfled  dealing  with  the  writ  tU  ex- 
ttmmmnicaio  capimdo  in  a  similar  man- 
ner to  that  in  which  the  writ  de  eontu" 
wmo$  ci^i&ndo  was  dealt  with  by  Thoro- 
good's  Act.  That  Act,  passed  in  the 
jsar  1818,  was  introdaced  by  Sir 
William  Scott,  and  provided  that  no 
who  shoald  be  pronounced  or 
1  exconmianicate — 

"  Shall  inoor  any  civil  penalty  or  incapacity 

whatever  in  conaeqaence  ol  sooh  ezoommunica- 

tioB,  aave  aoch  impriaonment,  not  exceeding  six 

'  iMitha,  aa  the  Conrt  jjronouncinff  or  decls^g 

aochperaon  ezcommnnicate  shall  direct." 

I  ask  year  Lordshii>s  to  extend  the  pro- 
visions of  Thoroffood's  Act  in  the  man- 
ner indicated  by  me  Act  of  1813,  and  to 
say  that  the  imprisonment  imder  a  writ 
i§  cmtiMMUie$  CMnendo  shall  not  last  for  a 
louer  period  than  the  imprisonment 
muur  a  writ  ie  $xcommunieato  capiendo. 
My  Lords,  at  the  commencement  of 
Bsigns  it  osed  to  be  the  practice  to  pass 
Acta  of  Ghrace,  which  would  exactly 
have  met  a  case  of  this  kind.  I  trust 
we  axe  a  long  way  from  the  commenoe- 
mentof  anotner  iBeign — and  I  believe 
the  praotioe  has  been  discontinued — but 
I  am  qnite  sore,  if  the  occasion  should 
ansa  tar  it,  no  more  fitting  Act  of  Grace 
cooM  inangnrate  aBeign  than  the  re- 
base  of  a  person  like  Mr.  Ghreen,  who  is 
ia^riaoiiea  under  the  circumstances  I 
brndsaoribed.  In  the  present  Session 
of  Fisriiament  attempts  have  been  made 
to  zslieva  persons  who  entertain  con- 


scientious objections  to  vaccination  from 
the  penalties  which  they  may  have  in- 
curred. ^  I  say  in  the  same  way  that  the 
law  as  it  now  stands  in  reference  to 
cases  such  as  that  of  Mr.  Ghreen  requires 
a  similar  amendment,  and  I  trust  that 
your  Lordships  will  pass  this  Bill  as 
a  messenger  of  peace.  I  am  quite  sure 
that  imless  something  is  done  to  re- 
lieve the  grievous  scandal  of  an  ex- 
emplary clergyman,  such  as  Mr.  Green 
is,  lying  in  prison  for  an  indefinite 
period  under  an  order  of  contempt  of 
Court,  his  goods  dispersed,  his  home 
broken  up,  a  sense  of  dire  injustice 
will  rankle  in  the  minds  of  men ;  and 
so  far  from  the  views  of  Mr.  Green 
being  in  any  way  put  down  or  re- 
pressed, the  infallible  result  will  be 
that  they  will  gain  greater  cur- 
rency among  people  who  see  one  so 
deservedly  beloved  by  those  who  know 
him  preferring  imprisonment  and  wrong 
rather  than  give  up  his  conscientious 
objections  to  an  invasion  of  the  spiritual 
authority  of  the  Church.  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  agree  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill. 

Hoved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'.'* 
— (7%*  JSarl  Bsauehamp.) 

The  Abchbishop  of  CANTERBUEY  : 
My  Lords,  I  am  most  anxious — as 
anxious  as  the  noble  Earl  can  possibly 
be — that  Mr.  Green  should  be  released 
from  imprisonment.  Indeed,  as  a  step 
towards  that  result,  unaware  of  the 
noble  Earl's  intention,  I  gave  Notice  of 
Questions,  which  will  be  in  your  Lord- 
ships' hands  to-morrow,  to  be  addressed 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  on  this  subject. 
I  would  state  that  these  Questions  are 
based  upon  my  deep  conviction  that  this 
gentleman  has  suffered  quite  a  sufficient 
penalty  for  the  offence  he  has  committed, 
and  that  it  will  be  a  very  great  misfor- 
tune if  a  conscientious  man,  as  we  have 
every  reason  to  believe  Mr.  Green  to  be, 
should  be  imprisoned,  I  may  almost  say, 
for  life,  on  account  of  his  conscientious 
convictions.  Of  the  Questions  that  I  pro- 
posed to  ask  the  Lord  Chancellor,  one 
was  whether,  considering  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  he  did  not  think 
Mr.  Green's  punishment  excessive?  I 
also  wished  to  know  what  was  the  pro- 
cess which  necessitated  the  sale  of  his 
goods  by  public  auction  ?  And  further — 
and  this  is  the  eist  of  the  whole  matter 
— ^I  wished  to  know  whether  there  is 
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any  limit  to  the  time  for  which  a  man 
may  be  imprisoned  for  contempt  of  the 
authority  of  the  Court  ?  I  quite  agree 
with  the  noble  Earl  that  it  is  not  desir- 
able that  any  man  should  be  incarce- 
rated for  an  unreasonable  length  of 
time  for  such  an  offence  as  Mr.  Ghreen 
has  committed.  I  wish  to  call  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  distinction 
which  I  think  ought  to  be  drawn  in  all 
such  cases,  and  which  obviously  was 
drawn  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Thorogood  in 
1 840.  When  a  man,  however  unwisely, 
is  convinced  in  his  conscience  that  he 
cannot  do  certain  things,  I  wish  your 
Lordships  to  consider  whether  it  does 
not  verge  on  persecution  to  insist  that 
he  shall 'come  to  a  Oourt  and  declare 
that  to  be  ri^ht  which,  unfortunately, 
in  his  conscience  he  thinks  wron^? 
That  was  exactly  the  case  with  Mr. 
Thorogood  in  1840.  He  owed,  I  believe, 
5«.  6i.  for  church  rates,  and  so  strong 
were  his  conscientious  convictions  against 
the  payment  of  these  church  rates  or  the 
acknowledgment  of  any  authority  which 
implied  that  he  ought  to  pay  them,  that 
he  was  content  to  languisn  in  prison  for 
1 6  months.  The  country  was,  of  course, 
scandalized  at  a  respectable  man  beins^ 
imprisoned  in  these  circumstances,  and, 
as  it  could  never  have  been  the  intention 
of  the  law  that  the  man  should  remain 
in  prison  for  life,  therefore,  by  the  uni- 
versal consent  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  measure  was  passed  in  order  to 
allow  Mr.  Thorogooa  to  come  out  of 
prison.  Lord  John  Bussell,  in  the  dis- 
cussion on  that  subject,  having  been 
told  that  the  prosecutors  were  not  will- 
ing to  be  consenting  parties  to  the  libe- 
ration of  Mr.  Thorogood,  introduced  a 
special  clause  saying  that  after  a  certain 
time  the  consent  of  the  prosecutors  was 
not  to  bo  required  for  the  liberation  of 
these  gentlemen.  That  clause  stands 
part  of  the  Act,  and  I  do  not  see  why — 
for  I  entirely  agree  with  the  noble  £arl 
on  that  point — what  was  good  for  a 
Quaker  who  conscientiously  refused  to 
pay  church  rates,  shdUld  not  be  good 
m  a  case  of  this  kind.  Mr.  Ghreen  has 
already  received,  at  least,  as  severe 
a  punishment  as  his  offence  deserves; 
but  if  nothing  except  his  publicly 
declaring  that  he  is  willing  to  obey 
the  law  will  effect  his  release,  he  may 
have  to  remain  in  prison  for  an 
indefinite  time.  Li  order  to  meet  the 
oaae  of  Mr.  Ihozogood,  Lord  John  Bus* 

U^  ArchHthop  of  CmiUrhity 


sell  moved  that  after  a  certain  time  the 
man  should  be  released  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  prosecutors ;  and  if  the  object 
of  the  present  Bill  is  to  apply  a  sinular 
principle  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Gbeen,  it- 
shall  certainly  have  my  cordial  support. 
I  am  sorry  the  noble  Earl  shoula  have 
deemed  it  necessary  to  go  into  other 
matters,  and  to  make  remarks  which 
are  hardly  calculated  to  conciliate  those 
who  are  willing  to  agree  with  the  general 
tenour  of  what  he  said  as  to  the  libera* 
tion  of  Mr.  Ghreen.  The  Bishop  of  Man- 
chester was,  no  doubt,  aotuat^  by  tJie 
highest  sense  of  duty,  and  performed 
that  duty  in  a  way  which  would  be  founds 
if  examined,  to  be  by  no  means  unwise 
or  harsh.  I  believe,  also,  that  it  is  totally 
beside  the  question  to  inquire  into  the 
oosts  in  this  case,  and  I  am  sorry  that  the 
noble  Lord  thought  it  necessary  torefer  to 
them  in  his  speech.  The  difficulty  whic^ 
remains,  and  which  we  shall  have  to 
consider  very  carefully  when  the  Bill 
goes  into  Committee,  is  this — How  a  gen- 
Ueman  with  these  conscientious  convic- 
tions is  to  be  kept  out  of  prison  after  he 
has  once  been  released  ?  How  is  he  to 
be  prevented  from  getting  into  prison 
agam  ?  With  respect  to  Mr.  Thorogoodf 
the  moment  he  was  set  at  liberty  there 
was  an  end  to  the  case ;  but  great  diffi- 
culty would  arise  if  Mr.  Green  were  so 
unwise  as  to  set  at  naught  the  deoLsions 
of  the  Court  so  soon  as  he  is  released 
from  the  imprisonment  which  now  pre- 
vents him  from  violating  them.  There  is 
a  further  point  to  which  I  wish  to  direct 
attention.  A  moral  obligation  which 
did  not  exist  before  is  now  imposed  on 
this  gentleman  to  obey  the  law.  He 
has  himself  appealed  from  the  Court 
below  to  your  Lordships'  House  in  its 
judicial  capacity ;  and  in  its  judicial 
capacity  this  highest  Court  of  Appeal  has 
pronounced  that  the  law  is  against  him. 
Now,  I  do  not  see  how  a  man  can,  with 
any  degree  of  fairness  or  propriety,  dis- 
regard the  decision  of  the  Court  to  whidi 
he  has  himself  appealed.  Mr.  Gbeen 
would  exhibit  a  spectacle  that  would  be 
most  unseemly,  if  he  endeavoured  by 
violence  to  return  to  those  ministrations 
which  have  been  declared  to  be  contrary  to 
law.  So  far  as  the  gentleman  himself  and 
his  influence  in  his  parish  are  conoemedy 
I  have  no  opportunity  of  forming  an 
opinion,  exceptfcom  the  statements  made 
in  the  public  papers.  I  have  no  double 
however,  Hiej  have  been  truly  deeoxibed 
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bj  the  noUo  Earl,  andl  ahallbegladif 
the  noble  Earl  or  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolaaok  can  adviee  any 
pmeaa  by  wbiohy  saving  the  majesty  of 
ths  law,  and  the  duty  of  the  clergy  to 
dbej  the  law,  Mr.  Green  may  be  Ube- 
rabad.  I  tmat  the  noble  EarFs  Bill  will 
be  read  a  second  time,  it  being  under- 
iloody  howerer,  that  nobody  is  pledged 
to  ita  details,  which  may  possibly  re- 
qidie  amendment  in  Committee. 

Thb  LOBD  OHANOELLOB:  My 
Loida,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  your 
Lovdships  generally  will  agree  with  the 
mtunenta  exoressed  by  the  most  rev. 
Pkilate  towards  the  close  of  his  speech 
.—namely,  that  saving  the  majesty  of  the 
kw  and  the  duty  of  the  dex^  to  obey 
the  law,  it  would  be  desirabfo  to  devise 
flw  means  of  releasing  this  gentleman 
from  priaon ;  and  I  am  sure  it  would  be 
mj  aneeable  to  your  Lordships  to  do 
n.  Your  Lordships  will  require  to  be 
ntisfied  on  the  fixvt  point,  and  wiU  not 
i^piid  that  as  a  condition  which  can  be 
Mt  aside  even  if  the  consequence  of  in- 
■stinff  npon  it  should  be  to  create  a 
diffleSty  as  to  this  ]^articular  case.  No- 
iliing  is  of  more  importance  than  to 
'  maintain  the  authority  of  the  law.  It  is 
'  the  equal  obli^tion  ox  all  classes  of  Her 
Muerty'a  aabjecta  to  obey  the  law ;  and 
aoUung  can  be  more  necessary  than 
ftsadfly  to  resist  the  idea  that  individuals 
ITS  to  make  themselves  judges  of  the 
law  and  to  set  themselves  above  it, 
vhetfaer  the^  be  clergy  or  laity  who  say 
ttat  they  will  obey  no  decision  and  no 
iiieipretation  of  the  law  except  such  as 
sominend  themselves  to  their  own  minds. 
Li  an  Established  Church,  at  edl  events, 
it  is  fundamentally  necessary  that  those 
vho  by  the  law  enjoy  temporal  emolu- 
meuti  and  temporal  rights  should  abide 
by  the  law  with  respect  to  the  conditions 
on  which  thoae  rights  are  to  be  enjoyed. 
When  principles  so  vital  as  these  are  at 
ilake^  no  man  is  at  liberty  to  be  go- 
verned by  his  own  party  spirit  or  caprice. 
With  le^ud  to  this  particular  case,  after 
what  has  &Ilen  from  the  noble  Earl,  my 
observationa  shall  be  as  few  as  are  con- 
with  putting  your  Lordships  in 
LofthefiEi^ofthecase.  1  fully 
I  Mr.  Green  is  a  sentleman  who 
the  praise  which  has  been  be- 
stowed upon  him  for  zeal  and  for  much 
good  wouc  which  he  has  done.  It  is 
a  **n**— '  of  extreme  re^t  that  such 
a  man  sboold  do  anything  else  which 


can  tend  to  bring  him  into  conflict 
with  the  law.  It  is  a  mistake,  however, 
to  represent  his  case  as  if  it  turned — 
though  that  would  make  no  difference 
in  principle— upon  resistance  to  some 
decision  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts 
upon  a  single  point  like  that  of  vest- 
ments. I  hold  in  my  hands  a  book 
which  was  lately  before  your  Lordships' 
House  in  your  judicial  capacity  upon 
that  appeal  to  which  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late has  referred,  and  I  find  there  charged 
affaiust  him  no  fewer  than  1 1  instances 
of  disobedience  to  the  law  as  declared 
by  the  judicial  tribunals,  some  relating 
to  ornaments  of  the  Ohurch  alleged  to 
have  been  set  up  in  his  church  by  this 

gentleman,  contrary  to  what  has  been 
eclared  to  be  legal ;  some  relating  to 
various  ceremonies  introduced  by  him, 
particularly  in  the  performance  of  the 
Service  for  the  Holy  Communion.  These 
are  1 1  in  number,  some  of  which  may,  per- 
haps, be  variations  of  charges  substan- 
tially the  same ;  but  vestments  are  the 
subject  of  only  one  of  them.  Taken  as 
a  wnole,  together  with  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Green  did  not  think  fit  to  appear  in  Court 
and  defend  himself  against  any  of  them, 
they  appear  plainly  to  show  that  this 
gentleman  has  persuaded  himself  that 
no  obedience  is  due  from  him  in  these 
ceremonial  matters  to  any  decision  of 
any  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts.  I  really 
do  not  like  even  for  a  moment  to  take 
notice  of  some  exceedingly  irrelevant 
and,  I  venture  to  think,  injudicious 
observations  of  the  noble  Earl,  in  which 
he  glanced  at  arguments  which  had  been 
used  as  to  the  soundness  of  the  reasons 
upon  which  the  decisions  of  the  Privy 
Council  rested  with  regard  to  the  par- 
ticular point  of  vestments.  K  those  deci- 
sions could  be  shown  to  be  open  to  all  the 
criticisms  bestowed  upon  them  bypersons 
to  whom  the  law  has  not  committed  the 
office  of  judgment,  there  would  remain 
10  other  matters  which  are  included 
in  the  charge  in  this  case.  That  shows 
how  unwise  such  a  course  of  argument 
is.  The  noble  Earl  made  another  most 
extraordinary  suggestion,  and  that  was 
because  the  most  rev.  Prelate  had  moved 
for,  and  the  Crown  had  granted,  a  Royal 
Commission  with  reference  to  the  Eccle- 
siastic€il  Courts,  some  slur  was  supposed 
to  be  cast  upon  those  Courts  and  the 
Judges  who  preside  over  them  pending 
the  inquiry.  We  have  had  a  Judicature 
Commission,  on  which  many  important 
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charges  in  the  temporal  Judicature  have 
been  founded.  But  nobody  ever  thought 
of  suggesting  any  such  inference  from 
the  appointment  of  that  Commission ; 
during  its  inquiry  it  was  not  suggested 
that  the  Courts  were  not  doing  their  duty, 
or  that  they  could  with  propriety  be  diso- 
beyed. It  would  have  been  better  that 
on  this  occasion  no  argument  of  that  kind 
should  have  been  used.  I  wish  now  to 
refer  to  the  actual  state  of  the  law,  which, 
in  my  opinion,  is  not  satisfactory.  The 
Act  of  1813  was  passed  for  objects  which 
were  in  some  respects  desirable — to  get 
rid  of  excommunication  merely  to  com- 
pel obedience  to  the  orders  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Courts.  That  Act  substituted 
imprisonment  for  excommunication  as 
a  means  of  enforcing  the  orders  of  a 
Court,  and  it  did  not  provide  for  release, 
except  on  the  condition  of  obedience. 
I  am  not  at  all  sure  that  there  may  not 
have  been  inherent  power  in  a  Court, 
if  its  authority  were  vindicated,  to  re- 
lease ;  but  that  would  depend  on  the 
nature  of  the  case.  The  reference  made 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  as  to  excom- 
munication as  a  positive  ecclesiastical 
punishment  is  not  m  point,  because  the 
Act,  while  in  that  case  limiting  imprison- 
ment strictly  to  a  fixed  time,  leaves 
excommunication  in  full  force  with  all  its 
ecclesiastical  consequences,  and  a  clergy- 
man who  had  been  sentenced  to  it  would 
be  disabled  for  the  performance  of  all 
ecclesiastical  functions  till  the  excom- 
munication was  removed  by  absolution. 
After  that  Act  another  was  passed,  under 
which  were  taken  the  proceedings  to 
which  the  most  rev.  Prelate  referred  for 
the  sale  of  the  rev.  gentleman's  goods. 
Never  was  I  called  upon  to  discharge  a 
duty  which  I  did  with  less  relish  ;  but  it 
had  pleased  Parliament  in  its  wisdom  to 
impose  upon  the  Lord  Chancellor  the 
absolute  duty,  from  which  ho  could  not 
escape,  of  issuing  a  writ  of  sequestra- 
tion, and,  if  required,  ordering  the  sale 
of  goods  for  the  payment  of  costs.  It 
was  as  disagreeable  to  me  as  it  could 
have  been  to  the  noble  Lord  to  carry  out 
such  a  law.  Under  the  Thorogood  Act, 
to  which  the  noble  Earl  had  referred,  no 
right  was  given  to  an  unconditional  re- 
lease; it  was  granted  conditionally  on 
payment  of  the  whole  amount  claimed 
m  the  suit,  and  of  the  costs ;  justice  was 
then  satisfied,  and  there  was  no  object 
in  oontinued  imprisonment,  six  months' 
imprisonment  being  fully  sufficient  for 

The  Lard  Chane$lhr 


the  mere  purpose  of  punishment.  There 
are  clauses  in  the  present  Bill  to  which  I 
object,  and  which  were  not  sufficiency 
explained  by  the  noble  Earl.  One 
of  them  proposes  to  give  the  Court 
an  invidious  discretion  to  extend  the 
imprisonment  from  six  months  to  nine. 
There  is  another  provision  in  the  Bill, 
that  after  the  contumacious  person  is 
released  he  shall  be  liable  to  be 
again  imprisoned  if  he  shall  repeat 
his  offence,  and  this  operation  may  be 
repeated  totUs  quottes  until  he  finally 
submits.  I  believe,  my  Lords,  that  this 
would  call  into  existence  a  worse  state 
of  things  than  that  which  is  now  sought 
to  be  amended.  It  would,  in  my  opinion, 
be  far  better  to  substitute  for  renewed 
imprisonment,  in  the  case  of  a  subae* 
quent  repetition  of  the  same  act  of  dis- 
obedience to  the  law,  a  provision  similar 
to  that  contained  in  the  Act  of  1874, 
which  makes  immediate  deprivation,  or 
deprivation  after  a  very  short  interval,  the 
necessary  consequence,  when  a  further 
inhibition  issues  from  the  same  Court, 
after  a  first  inhibition  has  been  relaxed. 
I  see  no  way  in  which  to  avoid  these  scan- 
dalous imprisonments  except  a  provision 
that  on  a  repetition  of  the  offence  the 
party  offending  shall  be  absolutely  de- 
prived of  hia  ecclesiastical  preferments. 
If  the  noble  Earl  is  willing  to  have  the 
Bill  so  amended,  I  think  we  shall  have 
accomplished  a  very  good  work. 

The  Maequess  of  SAUSBUBY:  It 
is  not  necessary,  my  Lords,  on  this  occa- 
sion to  consider  those  questions  which 
at  present  disturb  the  Church.  Once 
here,  the  matter  can  only  be  one  of  law. 
Whatever  our  view  of  those  speculative 
opinions  may  be,  I  think  we  are  all 
agreed  that  if  a  clergyman  has  disobeyed 
the  law  and  been  declared  contumacious, 
he  is  clearly  and  manifestly  in  the  wrong. 
But  as  it  is  admitted  tnat,  under  the 
present  condition  of  the  law,  the  offender 
when  once  in  prison  is  liable,  if  he  re* 
fuses  to  submit,  to  be  permanently  im- 
prisoned, nobody,  I  think,  can  say  that 
such  a  state  of  things  is  conformable  to 
justice  or  to  the  ideas  now  iiniversdlj 
entertained  with  respect  to  persons  act* 
ing  on  conscientious  convictions.  I  have 
no  reason,  therefore,  to  contest  the  ob- 
servations which  have  fallen  from  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack. I  would  urge  upon  your  Lord- 
ships to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time,  and  that  we  should  go  into 
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Oommitteo  wiihoai  being  pledged  as  to 
die  precue  remedyto  be  provided  for  an 
mdonbted  eriL  lentirelysTrnpatizewith 
vhaft  the  noble  and  learned  Ijord  sug- 
gwted,  that  in  the  case  of  the  release  of 
an  qffiending  dergyman  security  should 
ba  pioTided  against  a  repetition  of  the 
iflHioe ;  bat  whether  the  remedy  sug- 
pastod  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
a  <m  the  whole  the  most  desirable  I 
would  rather  not  say  until  the  matter 
haa  been  more  fully  discussed.  I  think 
wa  ought  to  read  Ihe  Bill  a  second  time 
sad  go  into  Committee  agreed  that  the 
fnaent  state  of  things  is  one  that  ought 
aok  to  be  allowed  to  continue.  At  the 
■ne  time»  I  do  not,  b^  a£Ebrduig  a  re- 
■adyto  Mr.  Green,  wish  to  give  any 
wmtenance  to  his  prooeediuffs  or  his 
of  the  decudons  of  me  Courts 
have  dealt  with  his  case. 

Motion  mgr$0d  to ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
isgfry  and  eammitUd  to  a  Committee  of 
flw  whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

XBIBOFOLITAK  BOABD  OF  WORKS 

(MOKEY)  BILL.— (No.  186.) 

{Tk4  lord  Thurhw,) 

SBOOVD  BBADnrO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
Bgzead. 

LoBD  THTTBLOW,  in  moving  that 
fte  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
■ad,  the  Bfll  was  nothing  more  nor  less 
ttaa  fhe  Aimtntl  Budget  of  London  out- 
ads  the  City  for  the  coming  year,  and 
wia  equivalent  to  the  Annual  Money 
Bin  which  was  brought  in  since  the 
year  1875.  The  BUI  of  last  year  pro- 
vided fbndfl  up  to  the  31st  December 
asact,  and  unless  the  present  Bill  should 
beeome  law  by  that  date,  the  Metro- 
poBtan  Board  would  be  absolutely  with- 
oet  bonowing  powers.  The  Bill  con- 
ftned  new  powers  up  to  the  Slst  of 
Deoember,  1882.  The  obiects  of  the 
Bin,  which  were  sufficiently  shown  by 
Aa  Sdiedule  attached  to  it,  related  to 
avtain  supplementary  provisions  for 
1881,  and  provided  funds  for  the  main- 
iMnee  of  the  Fire  Brigade,  the  build- 
iBg  of  oertain  stations,  and  the  purchas- 
ing of  some  new  sites.  Money  was  also 
1  to  continue  works  on  the 
Embankment,  and  £100,000  for 
drainage  works.  Then,  with  re- 
wgmi  to  the  service  of  1882,  iJiree  Bills 
had  absadj  passed  both  Houses,  requir- 


ing money  for  the  purchase  of  lands  and 
manorial  rights  on  Hackney  Commons, 
Brook  Green,  and  Hammersmith ;  and 
for  building  new  bridc^es  at  Battersea 
and  Putney,  which  would  cost  £760,000. 
The  other  provisions  of  the  Bill  were 
similar  to  those  which  were  contained  in 
former  Bills,  and  related  to  the  ordinary 
expenditure  of  the  Board  for  1882  for 
large  street  improvements,  authorized 
by  Acts  of  1872  and  1877,  and  included 
in  former  Money  Bills — such  as  Coventry 
Street,  Haymarket,  the  new  street  from 
Begent  Street  to  Bloomsbury ;  and  for 
smaller  street  improvements,  such  as 
widening  streets  by  setting  back  houses 
where  opportunities  might  occur;  also 
for  drainage  and  for  the  fencing  of 
parks  and  commons,  of  which  an  area 
of  1,666  acres  was  now  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Board.  Expenditure  would 
also  continue  under  the  Thames  Biver 
Prevention  of  Floods  Act  and  the  Arti- 
zans'  Dwellings  Act.  The  Bill  not  only 
provided  for  the  Board's  own  require- 
ments, but  enabled  it  to  lend  money  to 
the  School  Board,  the  Asylums  Board, 
and  other  local  bodies,  to  the  extent  of 
£1,100,000  ;  this  was  in  conformity  with 
former  precedent.  Although  the  gross 
borrowing  power  of  the  Board  was  stated 
in  the  Bill  at  £4,548,335,  it  might  be 
well  to  point  out  that  the  new  net  bor- 
rowing power  conferred  by  the  Bill  was 
only  £1,463,629.  Then  they  came  to 
Clause  14  of  the  Bill,  with  reference  to 
which  a  Petition  was  now  lying  on  the 
Table.  This  clause  was  introduced  into 
the  Bill  on  its  passage  through  Oommit- 
tee  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  met  with  the  hearty  approval  and 
support  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
It  was  very  short  and  simple,  and  he 
would  read  it  to  the  House  — 

"  The  Board  may,  as  part  of  their  general 
expenses,  pay  all  costs,  charge  and  expenses 
which  may  be  incurred  by  them  up  to  Decem- 
ber 31,  1882,  incidental  to  any  inquiry  to  be 
instituted  with  respect  to  markets  for  the  sale 
of  food  supplies  witJiin  the  Metropolis,  as  do- 
fined  by  the  Metropolis  Management  Act,  1866, 
and  preliminary'  to,  and  incidental  to  the  pre- 

C'ng,  appl}'ing  for,  and  obtaining  an  Act  of 
Liament  with  respect  to  such  markets  or  any 
of  such  markets." 

Now,  he  ventured  to  think,  considering 
the  importance  of  the  question  of  the 
market  accommodation  of  the  Metro- 
polis, as  lately  brought  to  light,  espe- 
cially in  connection  with  the  collapse  of 
the  Billingsgate  Fish  Market  — about 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1 367    MetropoUian  Board  of 


(LOEDS) 


W^li  (  Uon&y)  BiU.        1 868 


which  he  would  presently  quote  a  few 
words  from  a  Eeport  by  Mr.  Spencer 
Walpole,  Her  Majesty's  Inspector  of 
Fisheries — that  it  would  have  been  very 
shortsighted — to  use  the  mildest  term — 
if  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  in 
their  Annual  Budget  Bill,  had  made  no 
reference  to  the  subject,  and  that  the 
reference  made  to  it  in  Clause  14  was 
of  a  very  moderate  and  inoffensive  cha- 
racter. Mr.  Walpole,  in  his  Eeport, 
said — 

"  Billingsgate  owed  its  connection  with  the 
fish  trade  of  London  to  its  position  on  the 
river.  The  Thames  was  the  highway,  and 
practically  the  only  highway,  hy  which  fish 
cotdd  be  brought  into  the  City.'* 

But  he  went  on  to  say — 

<<  These  conditions  have  changed.  The  rail- 
ways have  superseded  the  river,  and  fish,  in- 
stead of  being  sent  up  to  London  in  smacks,  is 
now  carried  up  by  fast  trains,  run  specially 
for  that  purpose." 

Owing  to  the  bad  land  approaches  to 
Billingsgate  vans  were  delayed  for  days 
on  their  journey  £rom  the  railway  stations 
to  the  market,  and  Mr.  Walpole  men- 
tioned a  case  of  one  van  that  was 
crowded  out  and  unable  to  reach  the 
market  and  be  unpacked  for  11  days. 
It  was  hardly  necessary  to  add  that  the 
fish  it  contained  was  then  found  to  be 
unfit  for  food  and  condemned.  Clause 
14  of  the  Bill  did  not  touch  the  legal 
question  of  the  binding  and  perpetual 
character  of  the  Charters  of  Edward  III. 
and  Charles  II.  These  would  have  to 
be  produced ;  and  it  was  possible,  if  not 
probable,  that  their  inapplicability  to  the 
ever-growing  requirements  of  London 
might  be  transparent.  They  were  granted 
at  a  time  when  the  City  of  London  was 
everything,  and  when  the  Outer  Circle 
was  not  even  dreamt  of.  Their  Lord- 
ships knew  that  each  succeeding  Census 
showed  the  City  of  London  to  be  steadily 
decreasing,  not,  indeed,  in  power,  nor 
in  dignity,  nor  in  wealth,  nor  in  pros- 
perity, but  in  population,  so  much  so, 
indeed,  as  by  54  per  cent  in  20  years ; 
while  London  outside  the  City  had 
actually  increased  during  that  period 
by  a  similar  amount,  or  more  than  one- 
half.  The  Census  taken  the  other  day 
put  the  popidation  of  the  City  at  51,  SOP, 
and  of  London  without  the  City  at 
4,713,000.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  of  opinion  that  these  facts  mate- 
rially affected  the  question  of  the  ulti- 
xnate  market  authority  for  London ;  but 
what  did  danse  14  r^edly  propose  in  the 

Lord  Tkurhw 


meantime?  It  did  not  set  aside  the 
ancient  Charters  conferring  monopolies 
which  were,  no  doubt,  suited  to  the 
spirit  and  possibly  to  the  wants  of  the 
14th  century,  nor  did  it  provide  fundi 
for  the  immediate  acquisition  of  sites  for 
new  markets,  for  the  preparation  of  plans, 
or  for  advertising  for  tenders.  It  only 
provided  funds  for  the  purpose  of  legal- 
inquiry,  and,  if  necessary,  to  defray  the 
expenses  incident  on  going  to  Parliament 
for  further  powers.  Having  regard  to 
their  duty  towards  the  public,  he  did  not 
think  the  Metropolitan  iBoard  of  Works 
could  have  done  less.  He  would  now 
say  a  few  words  about  a  Notice  given 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  De  La 
Warr)  for  referring  this  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  There  was  no  precedent  for 
this  course,  either  in  this  or  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  Such  a  ooursef 
indeed,  had  never  been  proposed  with 
reference  to  a  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  Money  Bill  until  this  year,  when 
it  was  rejected  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  by  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority. The  Bill  bristled  with  figures, 
representing  many  millions,  much  of 
which  had  not  only  been  already  spent, 
but  actually  already  voted  by  Parlia* 
ment.     These  figures  represented  the 

Sublic  works,  the  Fire  Brigade,  and 
rainage  of  the  Metropolis — subjects 
which  it  was  quite  impracticable  for  their 
Lordships  to  deal  with  in  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. The  course  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl  would  be  as  inconvenient  as 
it  would  be  unprecedented.  There  oould 
be  no  doubt  that  the  proper  course  for 
their  Lordships  to  take  on  the  present 
occasion  was  the  one  pursued  in  pre- 
vious years  on  Bills  of  this  kind — that 
of  referring  them  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2>." 
—{The  Lord  Thurlow.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAEE  said,  he  rose  t© 
move  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  did  not  object  to  tiie 
whole  of  the  Bill,  but  only  to  Clause  14. 
With  that  clause  in  it  he  failed  to  see 
how  the  measure  could  be  described  as 
a  purely  financial  measure.  By  that 
clause  it  was  proposed  to  give  power  to 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Wonu  to  in- 
quire into  the8ubjeot;of  provision  markets 
in  the  Metropolis,  and,  if  neoeasaiy,  to 
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raplj  to  Parliament  for  an  Aot  dealing 
''wiUi  such  markets.  The  Corporatioii  of 
the  City  possesBed  mai^^t  rights  and, 
privikgeB  iirhieh  dated  back  500  years' 
and  more,  and  whidi  had  been  confirmed  i 
by  seyeral  Acts  of  Parliament,  one  of 
^em  being  a  recent  Act.  Their  Lord- 
ships should  bear  in  mind  that  uponi 
ihe  securing  of  those  rights  between! 
£2,000,000  and  £3,000,000  were  in-i 
Tested  in  the  CKty  markets.  This  was  a: 
▼eiT  grave  and  serious  question.  What; 
bad  occurred  in  the  other  House  of  Par-i 
liame^t,  he  believed,  was  this.  TheiBillj 
passed  the  second  reading,  probably,) 
with  little  or  no  attention,  and  in  Oom-i 
mittee  this  clause  was  inlxodueed  unez-i 
"peetedly,  no  Notice  having  been  giyen; 
to  any  of  the  parties  concerned,  who  didj 
net  know  of  it  sooner  than  the  public 
generally.  And  yet  this  yery  clause' 
most  materially  wected  their  rights. 
The  Bill  was  passed  in  a  House,  he  be-; 
lieved,  of  69  Members — a  Bill  which  eon-! 
cemed  the  ancient  rights  and  privileges' 
of  the  Corporation  of  &e  City  of  London, 
and  involved  very  large  interests.  He 
askedtheir  Lordships  whether  that  was 
the  way  a  question  of  this  kind  should 
be  di^eed  of,  and  whether  it  was  not 
TSEiy  reasonable  that  the  Bill  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Oommittee,  where 
^e  interests  of  all  parties  concerned 
might  be  considered  ?  The  Corporation 
were  ready  to  do  anything  they  could 
to  promote  the  estabushment  of  good 
markets,  and  they  would  support  any 
well-founded  scheme  for  that  purpose. 
They  did  not  ask  that  the  clause  should 
be  rejected,  they  courted  inquiry;  be- 
cause liioy  well  knew,  and  he  well  knew, 
that  if  an  inquiry  were  given  it  would 
be- shown  that  they  were  far  from  disre- 
•  yarding  tiie  duties  and  responsibilities 
nnpoeed  upon  them.  A  very  careful  in- 
quiry had  Deen  made  by  the  Oorporation 
into  the  state  of  Billingsgate  Market, 
and  witnesses  were  examined  from  all 
parts  of  the  countiy  to  ascertain  what 
was  best  to  be  done  in  the  public  inte- 
rest. The  matter  was  under  the  cOn- 
sideraiion  of  the  Oorporation,  who  were 
'  doii^  their  best  for  the  benefit  of  the 
pabhc.  The  markets  of  London  were,  as 
'tiieir  Lorddiips  knew,  wholesale  markets. 
The  Oity  of  London  would  ratiier  en- 
eonrage  '&e  ostablishment  of  retail 
markets;  butthoretail  markets  of  which 
-they  lately  had  experience  had  in  two 
jasteooes  entirely  llailed.    One  was  most 


liberally  founded,  or  attempted  to  be 
founded,  by  the  Baroness  Burdett-Coutts, 
and  another  by  a  large  Railway  Com- 
pany; and  yet  both  failed.  It  was  a 
very  important  question  that  this  Metro- 
polis should  be  supplied  with  better 
markets,  and  the  Corporation  of  London 
were  ready  to  do  everythine  in  their 
power  to  promote  their  establishment. 
He  hoped  these  reasons  would  be  con- 
sidered  of  some  weight,  and  would  in- 
duce their  Lordships  not  to  reject  the 
Bill,  but  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, where  the  views  of  all  the  parties 
concerned  might  be  heard.  He  begged 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Moved,  '<That  the  Bill  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee."— (7%^  Earl  Do  La 
Warr.) 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPEBDOWN  said, 
he  was  very  glad  the  Government  did  not 
intend  to  consent  to  refer  this  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committe.  The  case  put  by  the 
noble  Earl  was  a  very  good  case  in  its 
way,  but  it  had  no  reference  to  this 
Bill.  In  fact,  the  noble  Earl  had  so 
carefully  studied  the  Petition  of  the 
City  of  London  that  he  had  not  read 
tiie  Bill  itself.  The  clause  to  which 
objection  was  raised  did  not  interfere 
with  any  of  the  privileges  of  the  City. 
It  simply  authorized  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  to  pay  any  expenses 
they  might  incur  in  their  inquiry  how 
to  provide  abetter  supply  of  fish  for  the 
Metropolis.  Thenoble  Earl  said  that  the 
City  of  London  was  wiUing  to  assist  in 
any  inquiry.  How,  then,  could  the  City 
of  London  or  the  noble  Earl  say  that 
this  was  an  attack  upon  their  interests  ? 
Their  Lordships  had  seen  the  Petition 
drawn  up  by  the  City  Bemembrancer, 
and  circulated  among  the  Members  of 
ikat  House.  It  was  of  a  very  extraor- 
dinary character.    It  said  that — 

"  The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  ]^Toposed 
to  take  advantage  of  the  outcry  against  the 
BiUingsgate  Karket  to  repeal  by  a  side-wind 
the  Ch^ters  and  Acts  of  Parliament  defining 
the  City's  market  rights." 

No  such  thing.  The  intention  of  the 
Metropolitan  Bocu!d  in  this  Bill  was  only 
to  institute  an  inquiry  with  regard  to 
the  markets  which  supplied  food  to  the 
Metropolis.  But  the  City  Bemembrancer 
worked  himself  up  to  a  high  pitch  of 
excitement  as  he  proceeded;  the  Pe« 
tition  said*-^ 
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*<  No  inttitation,  no  property  is  lafe,  if  it  may 
be  taken  away  or  pnjndicially  affected  without 
notioe." 

No  one  proposed  to  do  either ;  and  it 
was  wholly  unnecessary  to  give  notice 
to  the  City  about  the  inquiiy  which  ^e 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  proposed 
to  hola.    The  Petition  went  on  to  say — 

:-  «<The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  hare 
not  now  and  never  had  any  responnbilitr  about 
the  food  supply  of  the  Metropous ;  but  the  Cor- 
poration always  have  had,  the  Charters  being 
not  only  to  the  City,  but  within  seven  miles 
drcuit  Inereof." 

But  if  the  Ooiporation  had  always  had 
charge  of  the  food  supply  of  the  Metro- 
polis, then  it  was  high  time  there  should 
DC  an  inquiry  into  the  manner  in  which 
that  responsibility  had  been  discharged, 
for  everyone  was  aware  that  the  distri- 
bution of  food,  and  more  particularly  of 
fish,  to  the  Metropolis  was  in  a  most 
unsatisfactory  condition.  This  Petition 
partook  some  what  of  an  Irish  character, 
because,  having  stated  that  property 
and  every  other  institution  was  not  safe, 
it  pointed  out  that  the  attempt  of  the 
Oity  to  establish  a  second  market  had 
been  a  failure.  But  if  that  was  the 
case,  how  could  the  property  of  the  City 
be  injuriously  afifected?  It  would  be 
wholly  without  precedent  if  their  Lord- 
ships were  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  If  there  were  any  objection 
to  any  particular  clause,  the  proper  way 
was  to  consider  it  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  where  the  noble  Earl 
would  have  an  opportunily  of  submitting 
his  case.  On  these  grounds,  he  held  that 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl  should  be 
rejected. 

Thb  Eabl  of  BEDESDALE  (Chaib- 
ICAK  of  CoMMiTTBSs}  Said,  a  Metropolitan 
Money  Bill  was  a  comparatiyely  recent 
thing,  and  he  objected  very  strongly  to 
a  matter  of  this  importance,  which,  ap- 
parently, affected  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  many  persons,  being  introduced 
in  this  way,  instead  of  by  a  separate 
Bill.  The  clause  referred  to  was  fairly 
open  to  objections,  and  he  should  there- 
fore support  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Earl  for  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  before  which  the  case  for 
the  City  of  London  might  be  heard. 

On  question,  rsioh&d  in  the  nej^a- 
iiv$. 

BOl  eommiiUd  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  on  I%mr$diif  next 

J%$  Mmi  •/  Cmiiif$rimn 


LEASES  FOB  80HO0U  (lEELAKD)  BILL. 

{Th$  Lord  (TEtigm.) 

(KO.  188.)      SBOOHD  BXADHre. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Besd- 
ingread. 

LoBO  O'HAGAN,  in  moyin^  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time^  said, 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  confer  cer- 
tain powers  for  the  purpose  of  hating 
suitable    sites  provided  for  schools  in 
Ireland.    The  necessity  for  anoh  a  pro- 
vision was  vexy  Rreat,  and  it  arose  in 
this  way.    The  National  Board  in  Ire- 
land had  about  7,000  schools,  some  of 
which  were  what  were   called  Tested 
schools  and  the  others  non-vested.    The 
vested  schools  were  those  to  whidi  the 
Commissioners  gave  State  aid.    It  gave 
two-thirds  of  the  money  necessary  to 
build  the  schods,  the  balance  being  sab- 
scribed  by  the  localities.    The  non- vested 
schools  were  built  entirely  by  the  lo- 
calities.   There  were  about  2,000  vested 
schools,    and    5,500  non-vested.      The 
vested  schools  generally  were  very  good 
buildings,  properly  equipned  and  with 
suitable  accommodation ;  tne  non-vested 
schools  were,  generally  speaking,  in  a 
very  poor  and  miserable  condition — ^not 
properlv  equipped  or  arranged.     The 
people  nad  a  oifficulty  in  obtaining  sites 
for  schools,  and  were,  to  a  large  extent, 
deprived  of  the  benefit  of  schools  fbr 
their  children.    In  past  times  that  had 
somewhat  arisen  from  the  feelings  with 
reference  to  the  form  of  education  given 
by  the  National  Board;  but  they  had 
long  ceased,  and  the  di£B[oulty  now  arose 
not  from,  sectarianism  of  any  kind,  bat 
from  the  want  of  power  in  the  people  of 
the  country  to  give  proi>er  leasee.    The 
condition  on  which  the  National  Board 
supplied  to  the  vested  schools  two-thirds 
of  tkie  money  necessary  to  erect  boild- 
ings  was  that  it  should  have  a  lease  of 
60  years,  or  a  lease  of  three  lives  and 
SI  years.    These  leases,  of  course,  were 
necessary  in  order  that  the  public  monej, 
which  was  expended  to  ulb  extent  of 
several  thousands  a-year,  should  not  be 
laid  out  except  on  a  proper  title,  and  a 
proper  title  could  not  be  had.   Provisions 
similar  to  those  contained  in  the  present 
Bill  had  been  contained  in  several  pre- 
vious statutes.    The  Bill  would  reach  not 
merely  to  the  National  Boards  but  to 
people    of  all    denominations   in  tiis 
country,  giving  them  all  the  same  s4* 
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The  teaue  it  wan  proposed 
!ar  on  the  aoihoolB  was  a  tenure  of 
at  the  most  and  99  years  at 
Ae  leastt  with  proper  powers  of  ins^- 
tion  and  powers  of  resuming  the  premises 
i(  fbr  wtB^  jeaxB,  they  faded  to  be  de- 
moted to  the  purposes  of  the  grants. 
Undttr  these  oireumatances,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  their  Lordshii>s  woula  have 
mo  ohjeotion  to  the  proposal.     He  had 
xaeeived  a  letter  from  a  dergrman  in 
Inland,  who  stated  that  he  hSi  been  to 
•anndernble  expense  in  getting  together 
Ae  neoeBsazy  materials  for  a  school  in 
Ae  hope  of  being  recognized  by  the 
National  Board ;  but  all  his  labour  and 
iKpeinHe  had  been  thrown  away,  since 
the  owner  was  only  tenant  for  life,  and 
eofsld  not  execute  for  more  than  21  years, 
wUch  would  not  satisfy  the  Board.  The 
owner  was  wfllingto  grant  a  lease  so  far 
■t  he  could ;  the  National  Board  were 
viDing  to  grant  aid  solar  as  they  could ; 
ad  the  clergyman  was  willing  to  make 
nj  sacrifice  and  build  if  he  could.    The 
aseeanty  of  a  new  school  was  admitted, 
nd  yet  the  whole  thing  was  stopped  by 
flie  state  of  the  law,   which  tke  Bill 
ami^t  to  remedy.     In  conclusion,  he 
bsned  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now 
MM  a  aeoond  time. 

JbM^  "Thatthe  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— (21l#  Lard  (yMagan.) 

Tbb  IUbi.  of  BEDE8DALE  (Ohaib- 
lujr  of  OoKXHTSBS)  said,  he  had  no 
dgeotion  to  the  second  reading,  but  could 
■ok  see  why  there  should  be  power  to 

et  a  lease  for  so  long  as  900  years. 
landowners  might  as  well  grant 
ftoshidd  sites  at  once  as  give  very  long 


Lord  O'HAOAN  said,  it  was  proposed 

ftai  there  should  be  a  nominal  rent,  but 

to  thought  that  might  be  left  oyer  for 

Oonunittee. 

In  ICabquxss  of  SAUSBUEY  asked 

r,  if  a  garden  were  attached  to  a 

die  property  would  come  under 

tion  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 


operatio 


LoaD  O'HAGAN  said,  it  would  not. 
(ka^  those  persons  who  possessed  full 
kasmg  powers  would  be  able  to  grant 
rilso  ror  schools* 

LoiD  YENTBY  said,  he  wished  to 
point  ont  that  Clause  1  would  apply  to 
pmate  schools. 

LoBD  D'HAOAN  said,  that  that  could 
bt  fSoliQod  in  Oonunittee, 


After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of 
Longford, 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Oommittee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

CORRUPT     PRACTICES     (SUSPENSION 

OF  ELECTIONS)  BILL.— (No.  208.) 

( The  Earl  of  Dalhotuie.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  of  DALHOUSIE,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  that  last  year  OommissionB 
were  appointed  to  inquire  into  certain 
corrupt  practices  which  occurred  at  the 
General  Election.  They  reported  that 
corrupt  practices  had  extensively  pre- 
vailed in  seven  burghs  detailed  in  the 
Bill.  The  effect  of  the  Bill  was  to  sus- 
pend, until  the  assembling  of  Parlia- 
ment next  year,  the  power  of  electing 
Members  of  Parliament  in  these  burghs. 
It  was  obviously  desirable  that  Parlia- 
ment should  take  into  consideration  the 
state  of  things  which  prevailed  in  these 
burghs,  with  a  view,  if  necessary,  of 
awarding  such  punishment  as  might 
seem  in  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  to  be 
required. 

Hoved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*^ 
—{The  Earl  of  Dalhousie.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

ARMY— THE  AUXILIARY  FORCES— THE 
MILITIA— MEMORANDUM  OF  JUNE, 
1881. 

The  Earl  op  SANDWICH  said,  he 
rose  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  some  Questions  respecting  the 
Militia  and  Mr.  Childers's  Memorandum 
which  was  presented  to  Parliament  in 
June,  1881.  He  complained  of  the  way 
in  which  the  adjutants  had  been  treated 
in  certain  cases,  and  said  it  would  be  a 
great  boon  if  portions  of  the  Militia 
were  paraded  before  the  Royal  Family. 
Officers  who  had  been  50  years  in  the 
Service  felt  the  stigma  on  themselves  and 
their  regiments  at  being  left  out  in  the 
distribution  of  honours;  and  the  sub- 
ject had  been  mentioned  to  him  by  many 
officers  who  naturally  felt  aggrieved  to 
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find  themselves  superseded  by  colonels 
of  three  or  four  years'  experience. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said,  he 
wished  to  put  a  Question  with  reference 
to  the  new  Hules  relating  to  summary 
punishment.  In  his  opinion,  if  the 
Militia  were  to  have  the  advantage  of 
them,  and  they  wore  to  be  exhibited  at 
the  Post  Offices,  they  would  not  be 
likely  to  give  an  impetus  to  recruiting 
for  the  liulitia  regiments. 

The  Earl  of  MOBLEY  said,  that 
when  the  Militia  became  subject  to  mili- 
tary law,  they  would  come  under  the 
same  provisions,  in  regard  to  summary 
pimi8hment8,astheBegular Forces.  Asto 
the  present  organization  of  Militia  beine 
permanent,  they  had  heard  lately  a  good 
deal  about  the  words  "  permanent," 
'•fixity,"  and  "durable."  He  could 
not  say  that  it  would  be  permanent; 
but  he  hoped  and  believed  that  the 
arrangements  now  made  with  regard 
to  the  Militia  would  be  durable.  As 
to  the  removal  of  re^ments  to  the 
depots,  he  agreed  that  m  some  cases  it 
might  have  caused  some  inconvenience, 
the  accommodation  not  being  sufficient. 
The  accommodation  at  the  regimental 
depots  having  been  provided  for  the 
regiments  in  the  sub-district,  there  was 
difficulty  in  asking  Parliament  to  add 
county  buildings  for  the  accommodation 
of  Militia  regiments.  The  question  had 
been  before  a  Committee  over  which  he 

Presided,  and  certain  recommendations 
ad  been  made  ;  but  much  depended  on 
the  arrangements  which  could  be  made 
with  the  county  authorities.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  was  very  anxious 
to  do  all  he  could  to  maintain  the  popu- 
larity and  efficiency  of  the  Militia  and  to 
maintain  the  union  between  the  Lino  and 
the  Militia.  The  position  of  an  officer  of 
Militia  was  quite  different  from  that  of 
an  officer  of  the  Line  in  regard  to  retire- 
ment, and  some  discretion  was  given, 
depending  on  the  reports  of  the  inspect- 
ing officer.  There  was  a  fixed  age  in 
each  rank,  with  permission  to  exceed 
it  by  five  years  in  special  circumstances ; 
and  the  arrangement  was  as  liberal 
as  it  could  well  be.  Captains  were 
retired  at  60  or  65,  compared  with  40 
or  43  in  the  Line.  Colonels  would  be 
allowed,  in  special  cases,  to  stay  on  till 
they  were  60  years  of  age.  Paymasters 
haying  I  been  appointed  for  sub-districts, 
-adjutants  acted  only  as  sub-accountants 
fuianot  aspaymatten;  and  if  this  were 


to  be  recognized  as  ground  for  a  daimi 
it  would  be  the  opening  wide  of  a  door 
for  every  sort  of  compensation  for  ser- 
vices which  came  within  a  man's  ordi- 
nary duties.  A  very  substantial  rise  had 
been  made  in  the  pay  of  the  adjutants 
on  the  understanding  that  the  new  pay 
was  to  be  in  lieu  of  former  remuneration 
for  all  services,  and  he  ventured  to  think 
that  they  had  no  claim  for  anything  far- 
ther. It  was  felt  by  everyone  in  the 
Army  that  the  Militia  should  be  en- 
couraged, as  it  was  a  most  efficient  and 
valuable  force.  But  he  did  not  think 
there  was  any  necessity  or  any  intentioii 
at  present  to  take  any  extraordinazy 
measures  in  the  shape  of  Boyal  Beviews 
to  encourage  the  force.  It  would  main- 
tain itself  without  any  such  stimuluB. 
The  question  of  honours  was  a  difficult 
and  delicate  one  to  talk  of  in  the  House, 
and  he  could  not  help  regretting  that 
the  noble  Lord  should  have  taken  the  un- 
usual course  of  calling  attention  to  their 
recent  distribution.  The  distribution  dt 
honours  was  attended  with  very  consider- 
able difficulty,  and  the  Secretaiyof  State 
for  War  took  the  greatest  possible  care 
to  make  it  as  fair  and  just  as  possible. 
He  regretted  very  much  that  the  inevit- 
able result  of  the  distribution,  where  so 
many  had  claims  to  distinction,  was  that 
some  should  be  disappointed;  but  this 
he  could  say,  that  the  distribution  was 
accepted  as  having  been  justly  and  iSeurlT 
made.  It  never  for  a  moment  entered 
into  his  right  hon.  Friend's  head  that 
those  who  were  disappointed  had  any 
stigma  cast  upon  their  characters,  and 
he  could  not  conceive  that  such  an  idea 
could,  inside  the  House  or  out  of  it,  be 
seriously  entertained. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  desired  to  refer  veiy  briefly  to  the 
closing  observations  of  the  noble  Earl. 
He  quite  agreed  that  the  question  was 
one  which  it  was  vexy  difficult  to  discuss 
in  that  House ;  but  he  could  not  help 
saying  that  the  difficulty  into  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
War  fell  was  in  ear-marking  and  assign- 
ing a  particular  number  of  honours  for 
a  particular  service.  At  the  first  sight 
it  appeared  to  be  a  very  reasonable  pro- 
ceeding, but  it  almost  inevitably  resulted 
in  the  disappointment  of  some  peieons. 
It  naturally  led  to  a  feeling  on  me  put 
of  those  who  were  excluded  that  a  reflec- 
tion was  cast  upon  them,  although  he 
quite  admitted  that  that  ooaU  never 
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bare  been  intended.  A  yezy  lonnd  role 
bad  alwajs  prerailed  in  boui  Houbos  of 
Fluliainent  that  oonferring  of  hononrs 
bj  the  Sovereign  should  not  be  the  eub- 
jaist  of  disensaion.  Individual  oases  were 
not  aoaoeptible  of  discussion;  but  he 
Oought  that  the  difficulty  which  had 
aiiBen  waa  traceable  to  the  innovation 
which  he  had  pointed  out.  It  was  cer- 
tamly  a  mistake  to  take  out  of  their 
establxdied  order  a  particular  number  of 
deoorationB,  and  say — "These  shall  be 
flie  rewards  in  a  particular  service." 
There  ahonld  be  a  general  form  of 
awarding  honours,  and,  to  avoid  dissatis- 
botiony  people  should  not  be  allowed  to 
look  upon  it  as  a  matter  of  chance. 

Thx  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY  said, 
fliati  without  expressing  anv  opinion  on 
what  the  noble  Marquess  had  said,  he 
believed  it  was  true  that  when  the  noble 
Ifaurqneaa  was  himself  in  Office  some- 
flung  of  the  same  hind  had  occurred  in 
the  distribution  of  the  Order  of  St. 
IGehael  and  St.  George,  of  which  a 
Mrtain  number  had  been  set  apart  for 
ike  Foreign  Office. 

THxllAaQTTBSs  OF  SALISBUBY  said, 
HuKj  were  not  assigned  to  any  special 
sarvioe.  They  were  not  taken  out  of  the 
mdeTi  but  were  created  for  the  special 
pnipoae. 

LoKD  STBATHNAIBN  said,  that  he 
the  conclusions  at  which  his 
I  and  gallant  Friend  had  arrived. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  part  Eight 

o*clook,  to  Thumday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
TVumfay,   9ih  August,  1881. 


MIM  UTEK.]— SUPPLT— <mMi'^«(f  in  Commit  fee 

Mtmhtfiona  rAngnst  8]  reported. 
Wats  amd  mmaxb— considered  in  Committee — 

Mmdmtimt  [Angoat  8]  retorted— £21,696,712, 

Oonsolidated  Fond. 
Pnuc    BiLLB— Ordered — Firat  Sending — Con- 

nlidated  Fund  (No.  4}  «. 
fini  IbMRfy— Royal  Univerrity  of  Ireland* 

[M7]. 

1  Mmdutg—BinM  of  Exchange  [218]. 
Itim    Meport — Third   Beading— VrnxQisi' 

Iks  (Sootland)  Registration  of  Parliamentary 

Yolet%  ftc.  *  t^2j,  and  paeeed, 

wuidtMd  m  mmtmAd    Indian  Loan  of  1879  * 

l»7]. 

yOI«i  OGLXIY*      [thibd  series.] 


QUESTIONS. 


TRIPOLI— CONSULAR  JURISDICTIOX. 

Mr.  HINDE  palmer  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aflfairs,  Whether  there  will  be  any  ob- 
jection to  present  to  Parliament  a  Copy 
of  the  Protocol  of  the  12-24th  of  Feb- 
ruary 1873,  signed  at  Constantinople 
between  the  Bepresentatives  of  Great 
Britain,  France,  Italy,  and  Turkey  in 
reeard  to  Consular  jurisdiction  in  Tripoli, 
referred  to  in  Earl  Granville's  Letter  to 
Lord  Lyons  of  July  16th  1881,  recently 
communicated  to  Members  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  the 
Protocol  asked  for  by  my  hon.  Friend 
will  be  at  once  laid  on  the  Table. 


CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIAN  ADVANCES. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
What  is  the  total  extent  of  the  territory 
in  Central  Asia  recently  annexed  to  the 
Russian  Empire;  and  what  portion  of 
it  has  hitherto  been  considered  to  belong 
to  Persia  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DH.KE :  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Charge  d' Affaires  at  St. 
Petersburg  has  been  officially  informed 
that  the  country  immediately  surround- 
ing Askabad  is  the  southern  boundary 
of  the  Tekke  Oasis,  which  has  been  an- 
nexed to  Russia  ;  that  the  head-quartors 
of  General  Rohrberg,  General  Skobeleff's 
successor,  are  at  Askabad ;  but  that  there 
may  be  a  few  troops  at  Gowars,  and  that 
some  troops  advanced  as  far  as  Luftabad, 
but  have  returned.  Until  Her  Majesty's 
Government  receive  more  exact  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  of  the  boundaries  of 
the  new  district,  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  say  the  exact  area  in  miles,  and 
there  is  also  a  difficulty  caused  by  the 
fact  that  the  Frontiers  before  the  annexa- 
tion were  not  settled  Frontiers.  It  is  by 
no  means  certain  that  any  portion  of 
the  territory  referred  to  belongs  to 
Persia;  and  it  will  be  inexpedient  to 
express  any  opinion  as  to  how  far  the 
Russian  advances  trench,  if  they  do  so 
at  all,  on  what  has  been  considered  Per- 
sian territory.  Correspondence  on  the 
subject  has  taken  place,  and  further  in- 
formation has  been  sought  for  as  to  the 
exact  boundaries,  and  it  will  be  placed 
before  the  House. 

2  y 
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VisoouNT  SANDON  asked,  how  soon 
it  was  expected  that  the  information 
could  be  laid,  and  in  what  form  it  would 
be  placed,  before  the  House  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  thought 
there  was  no  difhoulty  in  giving  a  pro- 
mise that  any  further  information  on 
the  subject,  whether  in  the  form  of  a 
map  or  otherwise,  would  be  placed  be- 
fore the  House  as  received  by  the  Go- 
vernment. The  names  were  not  marked 
on  the  maps  the  Government  at  present 
possessed,  and  he  thought  it  was  very 
difficult  to  construct  a  map. 

POST  OFFICE— WEATHER  FORECASTS. 

Mb.  EABF  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether,  considering  the  im- 
portance to  agriculturists  of  a  knowledge 
of  weather  forecasts,  he  can  arrange  to 
have  notice  of  them  given  through  the 
post  offices  of  the  United  Kingdom 
by  telegraph  and  otherwise,  in  order 
that  they  may  be  posted  up  outside 
post  offices  for  the  ii^ormation  of  the 
public?  

Mb.  FAWOETT:  Sir,  I  am  very 
sorry  not  to  be  able  to  accede  to  the  re- 
quest contained  in  the  Question  of  my 
hon.  Friend.  It  would,  I  find,  be  acting 
in  opposition  to  the  understanding  upon 
which  the  Telegraph  Acts  were  passed 
if  the  Post  Office  became  a  purveyor  of 
news.  It  was,  I  believe,  contemplated 
that  the  Post  Office  should  confine  itself 
to  the  transmission  of  news.  I  think 
the  object  sought  for  by  my  hon.  Friend 
might  be  easily  attained  in  another  way, 
because  I  have  ascertained  that  the  Me- 
teorological Department  would  be  willing 
to  supply  weather  forecasts  at  little  more 
than  a  nominal  charge.  Almost  the 
only  expense,  therefore,  would  be  the 
cost  of  telegraphing  the  message,  and 
by  the  Telegraph  Act  it  is  provided  that 
if  a  message  is  sent  to  an  exchange  or  a 
club  the  Press  rate  only  shall  be  charged, 
which  is  U,  for  the  first  message  of  75 
words,  and  2d,  for  each  copy.  If,  there- 
fore, a  number  of  towns  or  villages  com- 
bined, the  charge  would  be  extremely 
small. 

ARMY— THE  CASE  OP  MR.  LYNALL 

THOMAS. 

Mb.  LEAKE  asked  the  Secretary  of 

State  for  War,  Whether  the  shorthand 

writer's  notes  of  the  trial  "  Thomas  v. 

?he  Queen  "  are  the  same  as  are  |>rinted 


in  a  verbatim  Beport  of  that  trial  extend- 
ing to  844  folio  pages ;  if  so,  whether  he 
observed  the  evidence  that,  at  Shoebury- 
ness,  in  September  1860,  a  shot  of  I75lb8. 
weight,  with  a  charge  of  25lbs.  of  pow- 
der, was  for  the.  &st  time  on  record 
projected  10,075  yards  from  a  7-inch 
7-ton  gun  designed  by  Mr.  Lynall 
Thomas,  and  that  General  Campbell, 
a  Crown  witness,  affirmed  that  Mr. 
Thomas's  gun  was  the  most  powerful 
piece  of  rifled  ordnance  that  up  to  that 
time  had  been  produced,  having  regard 
to  the  weight  of  projectile  and  the 
charge  employed ;  whelher  he  observed 
that  the  judffe  in  his  summing  up  drew 
attention  to  me  fact  that,  whenever  the 
decisive  question  was  put  to  the  Crown 
witnesses  whether  Mr.  Thomas's  gun 
was  not  substantially  the  same  as  the 
Woolwich  7-inch  muzzle-loading  guns 
of  the  Service,  he,  the  judge,  could 
never  get  a  direct  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion; whether  he  observed  that  after 
fifteen  days'  investigation,  and  after 
hearing  the  evidence  and  cross-examina- 
tion of  such  eminent  witnesses  for  the 
Crown  as  Mr.  Bramwell,  Captain  Noble, 
General  Campbell,  and  others,  the  special 
juxy  gave  a  verdict  for  Mr.  Thomas; 
whether,  in  his  perusal  of  the  proceed- 
ings on  appeal,  he  observed  that  the 
Divisional  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
quashed  the  verdict  on  technical  grounds 
only;  whether  he  is  aware  mat  the 
late  Attorney  General  on  August  4th 
1879,  stated  in  the  House  that  this  de- 
cision did  not  involve  the  question  whe- 
ther Mr.  Thomas  was  or  was  not  the 
originator  of  the  system  of  heavy  ord- 
nance ;  and,  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  reconsider  his  deci- 
sion in  the  case  of  Mr.  Thomas  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
first  part  of  my  hon.  Friend's  Question, 
I  have  to  inform  him  that  the  short- 
hand writer's  notes  are  in  print.  But  I 
must  altogether  decline  to  treat  sepa- 
rately, ana  explain  to  the  House  in  the 
course  of  an  answer  to  a  Question, 
particular  statements  by  individual  wit- 
nesses. I  have  already  expressed  my 
opinion  upon  the  whole  case,  after 
carefully  reading  the  evidence,  counsel's 
speeches,  the  Judge's  Charge,  and  the 
proceedings  in  the  Queen's  Bench  Divi- 
sion. I  ought,  however,  to  say,  wiUi 
reference  to  my  hon.  Friend's  su^^^lestion 
that  the  verdict  was  quashed  on  technical 
grounds,  that  tho  wor^B  used  b^  tl|e 
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Judges  were  fhat  the  ''yerdiot  was  not 
satislkotoxy/'  that — 

''There  oleerly  miut  be  a  new  trial.  We 
•lopped  y<m  (the  Attorney  General)  upon  the 
eriaanoe,  because  we  were  of  that  opinion/' 

and  that  *'  the  foundation  of  Mr. 
Thomas's  claim  wholly  failed."  Again — 

"There  waa  no  contract  at  all  from  the 
beginningto  the  end  between  the  Gk>vemment 
ind  Mr.  Thomas." 

I  can  onl^»  therefore,  reneat  that  Mr. 
Thomas,  in  my  opinion,  nas  no  claim 
whatever  on  the  Exchequer,  lesal  or 
equitable,  except  as  a  matter  of  mere 
compassion;  and  I  am  not  prepared  to 
recommend  Parliament  to  make  him  a 

Emt  on  this  ^und  for  the  reasons  I 
ye  alreadygiyen. 

Mb.  TiKAKW  said,  in  consequence  of 
the  answer  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,  he  should  call  attention  to  the 
matter  early  in  the  next  Session. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS— EMI- 
GRANT  SHIPS. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
the  result  of  the  inquiry  instituted  by 
liim  into  certain  complaints  made  as  to 
the  accommodation  and  treatment  of 
emigrants  on  board  Atlantic  steamships 
has  been  to  satisfy  the  Board  of  Trade 
that  those  complaints  are  in  the  main 
without  foundation;  and,  whether  he 
has  taken  any  steps  to  sucfgest  to  ship- 
owners the  advisability  of  making  the 
sdditional  ]precautionary  arrangements 
referred  to  in  his  Minute  contained  in 
Blue  Book  recently  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment? 

Mb,  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
submit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
sdvisability  of  his  postponing  a  definite 
answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question 
until  the  Motion  on  the  subject  standing 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  dis- 
cussed. 

Mb.  OHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  already,  in  his  Minute  prefixed 
to  the  Papers  before  the  House,  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  on  the  subject.  That 
opinion  was  that,  so  far  as  Miss  O'Brien's 
complaints  against  the  shipowDcrs  and 
other  persons  connected  with  the  trade 
were  concerned,  they  were  entirely  dis- 
proved. As  regarded  the  second  part 
of  the  Question,  he  had  already  sent 
^iea  of  the  Report  and  suggestions 


of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  all  the  princi- 
pal shipowners  in  the  Kingdom,  and 
had  called  upon  them  to  submit  any 
observations  they  had  to  make  on  the 
subject.  There  was  no  reason,  he  be- 
lieved, to  doubt  that  shipowners  would 
not  voluntarily  adopt  any  precautions 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  objects  which 
the  Government  had  in  view. 

INDUSTRIAL  SCHOOLS  ACT— CASE 
OF  REBECCA  ATKINS. 

Mr.  PASSMORE  EDWARDS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  in  considering 
the  Memorial  sent  to  him  on  the  I7th 
June  1881,  by  William  Atkins,  praying 
for  the  release  of  his  daughter  Rebecca 
Atkins,  from  custody  under  the  amended 
Industrial  Schools  Act,  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  facts  included  any 
testimony  offered  by  the  relatives  of  the 
child;  if,  considering  the  Report  of 
Assistant  Police  Commissioner  William 
Harris  (85,386),  and  dated  29th  April 
1881,  to  the  Chelsea  Vestry  and  the 
resolution  of  the  Vestry  at  a  subsequent 
date,  he  will  now  accede  to  the  prayer 
of  the  said  Memorial ;  and,  whether  he 
approves  of  the  apprehension  of  children 
without  summons  or  warrant,  and  of 
the  conduct  of  the  police  in  this  case, 
who  prevented  the  child  seeing  her 
parents  during  the  ten  days  of  her  con- 
finement before  the  order  of  detention 
was  made  by  the  magistrates  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  this  matter  was  not,  as  seemed 
to  bo  suggested  by  the  Question,  a  sub- 
ject connected  with  the  police  at  all.  It 
was  a  proceeding  by  the  School  Board 
under  the  Act  of  1866,  which  gave  power 
to  any  person  to  bring  before  two  Jus- 
tices a  child  under  the  age  of  14,  who 
was  either  in  the  condition  of  begging 
or  wandering  about  without  proper 
abode.  Last  year  that  clause  had  been 
extended  to  the  case  of  female  children 
of  tender  years,  who  were  found  in 
brothels,  with  the  effect  of  saving  them 
from  degradation  and  crime.  Under 
that  Act  proceedings  were  taken  in  this 
case  by  the  School  Board  officer.  The 
police  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  mat- 
ter, except  to  give  evideuce  as  to  the 
character  of  the  house  in  which  the  child 
was  found.  The  magistrate  was  satisfied 
with  the  evidence,  and  the  child  was 
ordered  to  go  to  an  industrial  school, 
and  he  had  no  reason  to  think  that  the 
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proceeding  was  an  improper  one.  As 
far  as  he  knew,  there  was  nothing  to 
complain  of  in  the  case ;  but»  of  course, 
if  there  had  been  any  mistake  as  to  the 
character  of  the  evidence,  and  if  the 
evidence  were  refuted,  it  would  form  a 
ground  for  the  discharge  of  the  child. 


ARMY  (INDIA)— COLONEL  BURROWS. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  any  communication  has  been 
made  to  Colonel  Burrows,  either  by  the 
Government  of  India  or  by  the  India 
0£Blce,  informing  him  of  the  grounds  on 
which  the  (Governor  General  in  Council 
refused  to  adopt  the  recommendation  of 
the  Governor  of  Bombay  in  Council  that 
Colonel  Burrows  should  be  permitted  to 
return  to  his  permanent  brigade ;  and, 
whether  this  decision  was  arrived  at  after 
any  investigation  at  which  Colonel  Bur- 
rows was  called  upon  for  an  explanation 
or  defence ;  and,  if  not,  whether  an  op- 
portunity will  be  given  to  Colonel  Bur- 
rows to  defend  himself  against  the  charges 
made  against  him  which  are  at  present 
anonymous  ? 

The  Maequess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  in  December  last  the  Government  of 
Bombay  were  told  by  the  Government 
of  India  that  the  Governor  General  in 
Council  could  not  agree  to  the  proposal 
of  the  Bombay  Gt>vemment  that  Briga- 
dier General  Burrows  should  be  per- 
mitted to  revert  to  his  permanent  brigade 
command,  as,  though  his  personal  cou- 
rage and  gallantry  were  fully  admitted, 
the  Viceroy  in  Council  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Brigadier  General  did  not  ex- 
hibit that  de^e  of  military  capacity 
which  would  justify  his  bein^  again  in- 
trusted with  responsible  military  com- 
mand. This  must  have  been  communi- 
cated to  Colonel  Burrows,  as  he  appealed 
against  the  decision.  That  appeal  was 
answered  by  the  Government  of  India 
on  the  2nd  of  May,  1881;  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  Bombay  was  informed  that 
the  previous  decision  was  arrived  at  after 
very  full  and  deliberate  consideration  of 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
the  Governor  General  in  Council  was 
unable  to  depcurt  from  it.  This  was  for- 
warded to  the  Commander  in  Chief  of 
the  Bombay  Army  for  communication  to 
Colonel  Burrows.  So  far  as  is  known 
here,  there  are  no  anonymous  charge 
against  Cobnel  Burrows.    The  Govern- 
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ment  of  India,  after  a  careful  review  of 
the  facts  of  the  ccmo,  came  to  a  deliberate 
conclusion  that  it  would  not  be  to  the 
advantage  of  the  Public  Service  to  again 
intrust  Colonel  Burrows  with  important 
military  command.  As  being  respon- 
sible, in  the  first  degree,  for  the  security 
of  Her  Majesty's  In£an  Dominions,  they 
had  no  other  course  than  to  act  on  the 
judgment  they  had  formed  on  the  whole 
matter. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH-SMALL-POX 
(METROPOLIS). 

Mb.  HENEY  ALLEN  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  increase  of 
Small  Pox  in  the  Metropolis,  he  will 
furnish  the  latest  statistics  of  its  compa- 
rative incidence  on  vaccinated  and  un- 
vaccinated  persons  ? 

Mb.  DODSON:  Sir,  the  Begistrar 
General's  Eetums  show,  as  far  as  prac- 
ticable, the  actual  number  of  deaths 
from  small-pox  among  vaccinated  and 
unvaccinated  persons  in  the  Metropolis. 
These  Betums  are  issued  every  week,  and 
include  only  persons  who  have  died; 
but  I  have  no  means  of  ascertaining  the 
exact  number  of  cases  of  small-pox 
which  occur  among  persons  who  recover, 
except  as  regards  the  patients  in  the 
Metropolitan  hospitals;  and  I  will  en- 
deavour to  lay  these  statistics  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  at  an  early  period. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVENUE 

—OFFICERS  OF  THE  EXCISE 

BRANCH. 

Mb.  PITLESTGN  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  can  inform 
the  House  how  many  Division  Officers 
of  Inland  Bevenue  (Excise  Branch)  have 
in  the  last  three  years  been  promoted 
over  the  heads  of  their  seniora  in  ihe  ser- 
vice ;  whether  the  collectors  are  adverse 
to  the  system  of  special  recommenda- 
tions ;  and,  whether,  as  carried  out,  it 
causes  discontent  in  the  service  ? 

Lobd  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  out  of  155  division  officers  of  Excise 
examined  for  promotion  since  November, 
1878  (96  of  whom  passed  their  examina- 
tions successfully),  only  12  were  pro- 
moted over  the  heads  of  their  semors. 
The  Board  of  Inland  Bevenue  are  not 
aware  that  collectors  are  adverse  to  the 
system  of  special  recommendations.  I 
am  not  aware  that  there  is  anjr  disoon* 
tent,  except  among  officers  jMUBsed  over ; 


L^iyiu^uu  uy 


d'' 


1385        fmrh^al  {Indui)—  { AuausT  9,  1881  ]  The  Goa  Treaty. 


but  I  may  add  that  Bdection  is  vexy  im- 
portant for  the  efficiency  of  the  Service. 

VACCINATION— FRENCH  SOLDIERS  IN 
AFRICA. 

Mb.  BLENNEBHASSETT  asked  the 
Preddent  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  statement  which  has  appeared 
in  several  French  newspapers  to  the 
effect  that  fifty-eight  French  soldiers  are 
now  in  hospital  at  Algiers  terribly 
afflicted  with  disease  arising  out  of  vac- 
cination with  impure  lymph ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  the  dxcumstancea  with  the  view  of 
obtaininj^  information  that  may  be  use- 
ful in  this  country  ? 

Mb.  DODSON:  Sir,  an  extract  from 
a  French  newspaper  has  been  sent  to  me 
oontainine  a  quotation  from  a  journal 
published  in  Algiers,  in  wluch  it  is  stated 
that  the  4th  Begiment  of  Zouaves  has 
been  afflicted  with  disease  in  consequence 
of  vaccination.  I  have  no  means  at  my 
di^KMal  for  making  inquiry  into  the 
matter,  and  it  would  only  be  by  the 
courtesy  of  the  French  Government  that 
any  information  could  be  obtained  on 
the  subject.  I  will  consider,  however, 
whether  any  communication  should  be 
addressed  to  them  through  the  Foreign 
Office  for  that  purpose. 

LAW  AND  POLICE— SPEECH  OF  MRS. 
BESANT  AT  THE  HALL  OF  SCIENCE. 

Mb.  BITCHIE  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  speech  made  by 
Mrs.  Besant  at  the  Hall  of  Science 
on  Sunday  evening,  to  the  following 
eflTeet:^ 

**  Mr.  Bzmdlaugh  had  desired  on  Wudnesday 
lut  to  fight  the  battle  alone ;  but  ho  now  bade 
hertelltiiem  that  ho  intended  to  fp  down  to 
the  HooM  of  Commons ;  that  he  did  not  mean 
to  be  prerented  by  the  means  that  had  boon 
used  agaiiiet  him  ;  that  tho  next  time  ho  wont 
he  would  take  care  to  protect  himself  against 
any  Tiolenoe.  He  bade  her  tell  them  why  he 
upeered  to  be  so  patient  the  last  time,  but  ho 
alio  bade  her  to  tell  them  that  he  did  not  intend 
to  show  the  same  forbearance  again.  ^Irs. 
BsHat  save  an  account  of  the  reception  which 
Ae  ana  the  daughters  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  met 
vith  at  the  House  of  Commons  on  Wednesduy. 
She  remembered  the  order  which  their  leader 
had  fl^ven  them — 'Don't  stru^^le  with  the 
police ;  don't  fight  with  the  pouce ; '  but  had 
dM  Imown  of  what  was  going  on  in  the  Lobby 
i  she  stood  on  the  st«^  leading  from  West- 
Hiilly  die  would  have  let  their  sup- 
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I  porters  go  and  show  Mr.  Speaker  Brand  sonie- 

I  thing  of  the  same  sort  that  his  mob  of  police 
were  showing  to  a  Member  of  Parliament.    She 

I  advised  them  to  make  p;ood  use  of  their  time, 
and  said  'a  little  drillmg  would  not  be  bad, 

I  becanso  otherwise  the  police  have  a  great 
advantage  over  you.*  ITiey  would  do  well  to 
join  the  Volunteer  regiments,  and  take  advan- 
tage of  the  drilling  and  tho  training.  It  was 
always  well  to  know  how  to  be  able  to  guard 
themselves.  The  Volunteer  regiments  were 
perfectly  legal,  and  the  more  that  joined  them 
the  better  would  it  be  for  their  own  cause  in 
the  future,  ^fr.  Bradlaugh  was  going  to  the 
House  of  Commons  again,  but  he  was  not  going 
to  tell  them  when.  He  was  not  going  to  let  the 
officialri  know  when  he  was  going,  but  he  would 
let  a  large  number  of  his  own  supporters 
know;" 

whether  such  speech  had  come  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  Government  prior  to 
their  decision,  announced  to  the  House 
yesterday,  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  admission  to  the  House 
next  Session  ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  measures  to  prevent  the 
threatened  riot  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  knew  nothing 
whatever  of  this  speech  till  I  read  it  in 
the  Votes  this  morning.  In  regard  to 
the  maintenance  of  oraer  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  this  House,  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  what  has  been  said  by  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tho  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whose  duty  it  is,  of  course,  to  support  by 
every  means  in  his  power  the  authority 
of  this  House ;  nor  have  I  any  reason  to 
suppose  that  those  means  will  be  inade- 
quate. 

PORTUGAL  (INDIA)— THE  GOA 
TREATY. 

Mr.  CARTWEIGHT  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  the 
financial  results  consequent  on  the  first 
year's  execution  of  the  Goa  Treaty  have 
proved  highly  satisfactory  to  both  Go- 
vernments concerned ;  and,  whether 
there  are  any  official  reports  showing 
these  mutually  satisfactory  results ;  and, 
if  so,  then  whether  ho  would  make  these 
reports  public  in  view  of  tho  very  erro- 
neous opinions  widely  circulated  by  the 
Portuguese  Press  in  regard  to  tho  nature 
and  bearing  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Treaty  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  no  Beport  had  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Government  of  India  on 
this  subject,  though  they  had  been  asked 
to  furnish  one,  and  had  been  subse- 
quently requested  to  furnish  an  imme- 
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diate  reply.  He  mieht  state  that  a  very 
fayoarable  Eeport  had,  however,  been 
received  through  the  Foreign  Office 
from  the  Portuguese  authorities  as  to 
the  working  of  the  Treaty ;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  was  desirable  that  that  should 
be  laid  on  the  Table  until  it  could  be 
accompanied  with  the  Eeport  from  the 
Government  of  India  which  had  been 
asked  for. 


INDIA— THE  STRAITS  SETTLEMENTS— 
THE  MALAY  CHIEFS. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  consider  the  expediency  of  re- 
leasinfi^  the  Malay  Chiefs  from  Perak 
now  detained  administratively  at  the 
Seychelles  without  having  been  sub- 
jected to  trial  or  convicted  of  any  of- 
fence ;  and,  whether  they  will  communi- 
cate with  the  Governor  of  Sin^pore 
with  a  view  to  at  least  their  conditional 
liberation,  even  if  it  be  not  considered 
expedient  to  permit  their  return  to  their 
own  country  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  Sir,  the  inquiry 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion will  be  made  by  the  Governor  of 
the  Straits  Settlements. 

RAILWAYS  — THE  BLACKBURN  RAIL- 
WAY ACCIDENT. 

Mb.  BKIGGS  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  has 
had  his  attention  directed  to  the  fatal 
railway  accident  at  the  Blackburn  Bail- 
way  Station ;  whether  a  representative 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  will  be  present 
officially  at  the  inquest ;  and,  whether  a 
full  investieation  into  the  causes  of  the 
accident  wm  be  made  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  Sir,  I  have 
seen  with  very  great  regret,  in  the 
papers  of  to-day,  an  account  of  the  fatal 
accident  referred  to.  I  have  also  re- 
ceived a  Beport  from  the  Lancashire 
and  Yorkshire  Railway  Company  on  the 
subject.  Colonel  Tolland,  the  senior 
Inspector  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  has 
been  instructed  to  make  a  full  inquiry 
into  the  matter.  I  have  no  power  to 
insist  that  he  shall  be  nresent  at  the 
inquest;  but  if  the  Coroner  desires 
it  Oolonel  Yolland  has  been  instructed 
to  give  him  all  the  assistance  in  his 
power. 

Tk$  Marqu$99ofBariinqi9n 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 

LAND  LAW    (IRELAND)  BILL. 

CONSIDEBATION   OF    LOBDs'   AMSNDMEirrS. 

[fibst  NIOHT.] 

Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords' 
Amendments  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Amendments  made  by  Ttie  Lords 
to  the  Land  Law  (Lreland)  Bill  be  now 
considered," — {Mr.  Oiadstane,) — put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendments  coneidered. 

The  following  Amendments  read  a 
second  time,  and,  on  the  Motion  of 
Mr.  Attobney  Gbneral  for  Ibelaitd, 
agreed  to : — In  line  21,  leave  out  (''has 
agreed")  and  insert  (" shall'  aeree"); 
and  in  line  23,  after  ("State")  insert 
("  in  writing  "). 

The  next  Amendment,  in  line  26, 
leave  out  firom  ("Court")  to  ("de- 
dare  ")  in  line  28,  and  insert  ("  shall ") 
read  a  seoond  time. 

On  Question,  "  That  this  House  doth 
agree  with  The  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  dis- 

Tee  with  the  Amendment.  One  effect 
the  Amendment  was  shortly  this — 
Certain  requirements  were  inserted  in  a 
former  part  of  the  clause,  obliging  the 
tenant  to  give  the  prescribed  notice  to 
the  landlord  of  his  intention  to  sell,  and 
also  certain  information.  Supposing, 
then,  that  a  particular  number  of  days' 
notice  was  required  by  the  landlord, 
and  that  the  tenant  was  an  hour  or 
a  day  late,  though  not  affecting  the 
merits  of  the  case  in  the  smallest  de- 
gree, the  Court,  according  to  this  Amend- 
ment, would  be  bound,  without  any  dis- 
cretion whatever,  and  at  the  bidding  of 
the  landlord,  to  declare  the  sale  void. 
It  would  be  most  unreasonable  to  exact 
that,  and  he  therefore  asked  the  House 
to  disagree  with  the  Amendment.  The 
clause,  as  it  originally  stood,  g^ve  the 
Court  perfect  power  to  declare  a  side  void 
if  the  interests  of  the  landlord  and  the 
justice  of  the  case  required. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
this  House  doth  disagree  with  the  Lords 
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in  the  said  Amondment/' — (Mr,  Attorney 
OenertUfor  Ireland,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney 
OsNBitAL  for  Ibelakd,  the  next  Amend- 
ment, in  line  28,  after  ("  void")  insert 
(*'  if  the  landlord  shall  so  require,")  die- 
m^eedio. 

Page  2,  line  5,  after  the  word 
"  Coittt,"  insert  the  words— 

^'Froyided,  That  the  landlord's  objection 
•hall  be  oonduBive  in  the  case  of  any  tenancy 
in  a  holding  where  the  permanent  improve- 
ments in  respect  of  which,  if  made  by  the  ten- 
ant or  his  predecessors  in  title,  the  tenant  would 
haTe  been  entitled  to  be  compensated  under  the 
povisions  of  '  The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1870,'  as  amended  by  this  Act,  have 
been  made  by  the  landlord  or  his  predecessors 
in  title,  and  not  by  the  tenant  or  his  prede- 
oeasors  in  title," 

— ^the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  do<^  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  one  of  which  the  House  would 
perceive  the  efifect  to  be  that  it  placed  it 
absolutely  in  the  power  of  the  landlord, 
under  certain  circumstances,  to  exclude 
any  particular  person  proposed  to  him 
as  tenant  from  the  tenancy,  and  by  a 
succession  of  such  objection^  it,  of  course, 
plaoed  it  in  the  power  of  the  landlord,  as 
there  was  no  limit  to  such  objections,  to 
exdude  that  particular  tenant  from  the 
benefit  of  the  sale  of  the  tenant  right. 
As  the  Amendment  stood,  it  was  inad- 
missible ;  but  having  considered  it,  he 
found  it  might  be  amended  in  such  a 
way  as  to  brinfl;  it  in  a  certain  sense  into 
conformity  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
By  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  tney  were  not 
unwilling  to  reco^ize,  under  given  cir- 
cumstances, that  m  certain  cases  where 
the  permanent  improvements  on  the 
holding  had  been  created  and  substan- 
tiidly  maintained  by.  the  landlord  and 
his  predecessors  in  title  a  difference 
might  be  recognized.  In  that  spirit, 
therefore,  he  proposed  to  ask  the  House 
to  agree  to  the  Amendment,  with  seve- 
ral Amendments,  and  the  substantial 
Amendment  of  inserting  after  the  word 
**  made  "  the  words  **  and  substantially 
maintained."  He  was  bound  to  say 
they  asked  the  House  to  do  this  dis- 
tinctly as  a  concession  to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  and  not  because 
they  believed  it  to   be   an   improve- 
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ment  in  the  Bill.  There  was  no  doubt, 
in  a  case  of  this  kind,  they  freely  ad- 
mitted, that  where  the  improvements 
had  been  made  and  permanently  main- 
tained by  the  landlord,  the  tenant,  un- 
less he  had  made  other  improvements 
himself,  had  nothing  to  sell  except  his 
right  of  occupancy ;  but  they  saw  no 
reason  why  he  should  not  sell  that  right 
of  occupancv;  on  the  contrary,  mey 
thought  it  bettor  he  should.  At  the 
same  time,  the  question  was  one  with 
regard  to  which  two  things  might  be 
said.  On  the  one  hand,  a  verv  strong 
desire  had  been  manifested  in  mvour  of 
the  Amendment  by  a  large  minority  of 
that  House,  and  certainly  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  although  the  Qovemment  thought 
it  a  deterioration  of  the  Bill,  it  was  not 
such  a  deterioration  as  to  make  them 
think  it  necessary  to  invite  the^ouseto 
take  its  stand  and  decline  to  admit  it. 
He  need  not  say  that  if  it  were  an  alte- 
ration of  the  Bill  of  that  character,  they 
could  not  ask  the  House  to  agree  to  it. 
He  would  now  propose,  in  the  first 
place,  to  amend  the  Amendment  in  a 
verbal  manner,  by  altering  the  words 
*'  to  be  compensated  "  to  the  words  **  to 
compensation,"  then  in  the  seventh  line 
to  insert  after  the  word  **made,"  the 
words,  ''  and  substantially  maintained," 
and  in  the  eighth  line  to  strike  out 
**  or,"  and  insert  **  and." 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amend- 
ment, in  line  4,  to  strike  out  the  words 
«  be  compensated,"  and  insert  **  com- 
pensation ; "  in  line  7,  affcer  the  word 
"  made,"  to  insert  the  words  **  and  sub- 
stentially  maintained ; "  and  in  line  8, 
to  strike  out  the  word  ''or,"  and  insert 
"  and."— (ifr.  Oladetone.) 

Mb.  HEALT  asked  Mr.  Speaker,  on 
a  point  of  Order,  whether  it  was  not 
open  to  a  Member  to  move  the  absolute 
rejection  of  the  whole  of  the  Lords' 
Ajsiendmente  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  it  would  be 
competent  for  the  hon.  Member,  after 
the  proposed  Amendmente  on  the  said 
Amendment  had  been  disposed  of,  to 
make  a  Motion  in  regard  to  the  said 
Amendment  itself,  on  the  proposed 
Amendment  to  the  Amendment  to  leave 
out,  in  line  5,  the  word  ''  compensated," 
and  insert  **  coinpensation." 

Mb.  PABNELL  wished  to  say,  that 
he  must  not,  by  being  silent,  be  taken 

llVrst  Night:\ 
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as  agreeing  to  the  course  proposed  by 
the  Prime  Minister  of  agreeing  to  the 
Lords'  Amendment  with  the  Amend- 
ments proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. Of  course,  it  was  right  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  amend  the 
Amendment  as  they  desired,  and  then 
they  should  be  able  to  take  the  opinion 
of  the  House  as  regarded  the  Amend- 
ment itself;  but  they  could  not  do  so  at 
present.  When  the  proper  time  arrived 
he  should  move  a  further  Amendment. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
acceptance  of  the  Lords'  Amendment 
did  not  amount  to  a  practical  admission 
that  the  tenant  had  no  interest  in  the 
holding  except  the  improvement  he  had 
made  himself? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  accept- 
ance of  the  Amendment  did  not  amount 
to  such  an  admission  in  all  cases,  be- 
cause such  an  admission  was  contra- 
dicted by  a  number  of  substantial  en- 
actments in  the  Bill ;  but  he  would  fully 
admit  that  the  Amendment  as  amended 
undoubtedly  did  say  that  a  class  of  ten- 
ants, in  very  rare  cases  where  the  im- 
provements had  been  made  and  "  sub- 
stantially maintained  by  the  landlord," 
had  no  interest  in  the  holding  except  in 
respect  of  the  improvements  made  by 
themselves. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  Amendments 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  just  an- 
nounced proposed  an  alteration  of  the 
Lords'  Amendment,  which  was  one  of 
importance.  It  dealt  with  a  class  of 
Amendments  which  proposed  to  reserve 
the  right  to  landlords  to  manage  their 
estates  on  the  English  system,  and  this 
Amendment  only  proposed  to  preserve  to 
landlords  one  of  the  principles  which 
was  recognized  in  England — that  was, 
to  enable  the  landlord  who  had  made 
permanent  improvements  on  his  pro- 
perty the  privilege  of  selecting  his  ten- 
ant. That  was  really  all  Uiat  was  given 
by  the  Lords'  Amendment.  The  Rrime 
Minister  had  said  that  he  had  agreed  to 
the  Amendment  with  the  proposed  alte- 
rations as  a  concession.  He  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  proposed  alterations  re- 
duced the  concession  to  extremely  nar- 
row limits,  because  it  would  be  the 
invariable  experience  that,  if  a  landlord 
had  made  a  permanent  improvement  on 
his  property,  and  if,  in  admtion  to  prov- 
ing that  he  had  made  those  improve- 
ments, he  had  to  prove  he  haa  sub- 

Mr.  P^M 


stantially  maintained  them,  there  would 
be  very  little  protection  to  English- 
managed  estates. 

Mr.  H.  E.  BBAND  said,  that,  as  he 
understood  the  Lords'  Amendment,  it 
would  possibly  take  effect  after  a  sale. 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  (Govern- 
ment whetibier  it  would  not  be  necessary 
further  to  amend  the  clause  by  exclud- 
ing a  case  where  the  tenant  might  have 
purchased  the  improvements  of  ue  land- 
lord under  the  8th  sub-section  of  the  1st 
clause  ?  

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  sug- 
ffestion  was  well  founded,  and  that  the 
Amendment  would  require  the  addition 
of  other  words,  these  being  '*  made  or 
acquired." 

Amendments  to  said  Amendmmit 
agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Giadstoke,  said 
Amendment  further  amended^  by  insert- 
ing in  line  8,  after  the  word  ''not,"  the 
words  ''  made  or  acquired." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  dotii  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment  as 
amended."— (ifr.  Gladstone.) 

Mr.  PABNELL  moved  to  insert,  at 
the  end  of  the  said  Amendment,  these 
words — 

'*  Provided,  That  in  the  opinion  of  the  Couii 
the  landlord  shall  not  have  been  oompensated 
for  such  improvements  by  iaorease  ox  rent  or 
otherwise." 

That,  he  thought,  was  a  reasonable  pro- 
position. The  Lords'  Amendment  was 
based  on  the  supposition  that  the  land- 
lord had  made  the  improvement,  that 
the  landlord,  therefore,  owned  the  im- 
provement, and  that  the  tenant  did  not 
own  it.  But  if  the  tenant  had  paid  for 
the  improvement,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Court,  by  increased  rent  or  otherwise 
in  such  a  way  as  to  disentitle  the  land- 
lord to  the  fiill  benefit  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  thought  it  was  a  matter  the 
Court  should  be  entitled  to  take  into 
account  if  it  was  desirous  to  do  so. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  said  Amendment,  as 
amended,  to  insert  the  words  <'and  Provided, 
That  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court  the  landlord 
shall  not  have  been  compensated  for  inch  im- 
provements by  increased  rent  or  otherwiBe." — 
[Mr.  FamelL) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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Sm  BTAFFOBD  NOBTHOOTE  said, 
the  Amendmenta  which  had  been  al- 
ready made  to  the  Lords'  Amendment 
had,  as  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Kiend  TlCr.  Gibson)  pointed  out,  yexy 
matmiaJly  reduced  the  value  of  the  pro- 
Tisicmy  and  if  they  were  to  adopt  the 
words  which  were  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Fkxnell)  he  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
thought  the  Tfuue  of  the  proyiuon  would 
be  destroyed  altogether.  In  point  of 
fiusft,  they  would  be  thrown  back  upon 
die  unceortainty  which  existed  previously 
with  regard  to  that  particular  clause. 
The  uncertainty  was  admitted  before, 
and  should  not  be  revived  now  that  it 
had  been  removed.  The  proposition  in 
the  Amendment  as  it  stood  was  to  save 
die  uncertainties  which  might  attend  the 
operations  of  the  Court  in  regard  to  a 
eartain  class  of  holdings,  which  were 
a  comparatively  rare  number,  but  which 
were  of  an  important  character.  In 
order  to  provide  for  those  cases,  it  was 
povided,  not  that  the  question  should 
be  dedded  by  the  Court  taking  evidence 
and  treating  the  whole  matter  as  an 
open  question,  but  upon  the  principle 
that  the  landlord's  objection  should  oe 
eonclusive  in  case  of  his  having  made 
and  maintained  certain  improvements. 
He  presumed  that  one  of  the  great  ob- 
jects aimed  at  by  the  Proviso  was  that 
aa  indnoement  uiould  be  given  to  the 
landlord  to  make  and  maintain  his  im- 
prorements,  in  order  that  he  might  stand 
m  the  better  position  he  would  in  that 
event  occupy  under  the  Bill.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  not  accept  the 
wnds  now  proposed. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  obUged  to 
dedine  the  proposed  addition  of  the 
winds  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  on  this  ground — 
In  the  Ajot  of  1870  we  did,  in  respect  to 
flie  tenant,  recognize  the  principle  that 
ha  might  be  compensated  by  a  reason- 
lUe  lapse  of  time  in  respect  of  improve- 
ments he  had  made,  and  that  the  use 
•nd  profit  of  those  improvements  for  a 
eertam  time  might  be  considered  as 
eunpensation ;  but  we  do  not  recognize 
ftat  pzinoiple  in  the  present  Act.  None 
of  the  enactaientsof  me  present  Bill  are 
fbimded  on  that  principle ;  and,  not  ao- 
knowledyng  it  aa  resnects  the  tenant,  I 
do  not  thmk  it  would  oe  quite  equitable 
la  our  view  that  we  should  acknowledge 
h  aa  Moeota  the  landlord.    It  is  also 
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difficult  to  see  how  the  landlord  could 
receive  compensation  for  his  improve- 
ments in  the  shape  of  rent  under  the 
system  which  the  Bill  will  establish; 
because,  under  the  Bill,  every  tenant 
will  be  entitled  to  obtain  from  the  Court 
the  adjudication  of  a  fair  rent.  Now, 
fair  rent  upon  improvements  would  be 
a  rent,  undoubtedly,  allowing  liberally 
for  the  interest  upon  the  cost  of  those 
improvements ;  but  it  would  hardly  be 
a  rent  which  would  repay  the  landlord 
in  respect  of  his  whole  capital  outlay. 
But  the  main  ground  on  which  I  should 
stand  is,  that  we  do  not  introduce  that 
principle  of  compensation  by  engage- 
ment for  a  certain  length  of  time,  either 
as  regards  landlord  or  tenant.  It  is 
much  better,  I  think,  that  those  who 
make  improvements  should  have  the 
whole  benefit  of  the  improvements. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  was  a  somewhat 
remarkable  thing  that  the  Government 
were  unable  to  recognize  the  equitable 
principle  of  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friena  (Mr.  Pamell).  If  that  principle 
was  inequitable,  why  did  not  the  Govern- 
ment bring  in  a  clause  in  the  present 
Bill  to  repeal  the  principle  in  tne  Act 
of  1870?  The  prmciple  was  in  that 
Act,  and  his  hon.  Friend  simply  pro- 
posed to  import  it  into  the  present  Bill 
and  apply  it  to  the  landlord.  But  the 
Government  did  not  think  what  was 
sauce  for  the  gander  was  also  sauce  for 
the  goose.  He  had  never  heard  such  a 
piece  of  special  pleading  as  that  they 
had  just  heard  from  the  Prime  Minister 
in  refusing  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend.  [''Oh,  oh!"]  They  kuew 
what  this  would  lead  to.  That  refusal 
would  lead  to  a  great  deal  of  dissatisfac- 
tion in  future.  It  seemed,  however, 
that  the  Government  had  made  up  their 
minds  not  to  settle  the  Land  Question 
in  Ireland,  but  to  pass  their  Bill.  They 
were  prepared  to  swallow  as  many  of 
the  Amendments  of  tibie  Lords  as  they 
thought  the  House  would  stomach,  and 
send  the  Bill  back  to  the  Lords  with  the 
wheels  greased  by  that  acceptance,  and 
thus  pass  the  Bill  anyhow.  By  giving 
way  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  in  this 
respect,  however,  they  were  only  laying 
up  a  store  of  uneasiness  for  themselves 
at  a  future  time.  He  had  hoped  they 
had  learnt  a  lesson,  for  they  should  have 
remembered  what  was  the  result  of 
the  acceptance  of  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments to  the  Act  of  1870.    He  and  his 
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and  they  should  then  beoome  the  pro- 
perty of  the  tenant.  If  a  tenant  buUt 
a  house,  why  should  he  not  be  allowed 
to  sell  it?  It  was  the  same  with  the 
landlord.  There  was  no  necessity  to 
assent  to  the  Amendment  which  the 
Gk>Yemment  proposed  to  accept.  It 
need  not  be  assented  to  by  any  hon. 
Member  in  the  House,  for  it  was  utterly 
unjust. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  he 
hoped  a  division  would  be  taken  against 
the  clause,  and  not  upon  the  Amend- 
ment, as  he  would  willingly  vote  against 
the  clause,  but  could  not  assent  to  what 
had  been  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  PameU). 
Would  anyone,  ho  askea,  tell  him  in 
how  many  years  a  landlord  would  be 
compensated  for  having  expended,  say 
£1,000,  on  a  farm  buil£ng  on  which  he 
was  receiving  6  per  cent  interest  ?  The 
case  was  exactly  the  same  as  that  of 
money  beinff  invested  in  the  funds  and 
earning  good  interest ;  and  no  one  oould 
say  that  in  such  investment  the  State 
ought,  after  a  certain  number  of  years, 
to  become  possessed  of  the  capital  of 
the  investor. 

Mb.  MACAETNET  said,  that  no 
landlord  would  be  recouped  in  any  rea- 
sonable number  of  years  for  the  capital 
invested  in  improvements  at  4  or  5  per 
cent. 

Mb.  MABITM  protested  against  the 
assumption  that  there  were  many  Eng- 
lish-managed estates  in  Ireland.  There- 
fore, he  did  not  believe  that,  practically, 
any  Irish  tenancies  would  be  idfected  by 
the  Amendment ;  but  he  oould  not  help 
thinking  it  was  inserted  as  a  hole  of 
escape  in  case  of  the  consideration  of  an 
English  Land  Bill. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  that  as  it  did 
not  seem  to  be  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  two  divisions  should 
be  taken,  ne  should  allow  the  Amend- 
ment to  be  negatived.  He  would,  how- 
ever, raise  a  strong  protest  in  tiie  matter. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  proposed. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  regretted 
exceedingly  that  the  Government,  at  the 
very  threshold  of  the  consideration  of 
the  Lords'  Amendments,  should  have 
yielded  on  that  important  matter.  The 
number  of  holding^  that  would  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  Amendment 
might  seem  to  some  hon.  Members  tp 


hon.  Friends  who  acted  with  him  would 
on  those  grounds  go  to  a  division,  not 
merely  upon  that  Amendment,  but  as 
against  the  clause  as  amended  by  the 
Government. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  was  afraid  there 
were  many  hon.  Members  willing  to  ac- 
cept the  Lords'  Amendment,  because 
they  thought  it  would  not  affect  many 
tenants.  He,  however,  thought  it  would 
affect  a  great  many  tenancies  in  which 
the  tenancy  had  been  broken  by  evic- 
tion or  other  causes  within  recent  years. 
It  would  enable  the  landlord,  in  every 
case  in  which  he  had  made  any  substan- 
tial improvements  on  a  holding,  to  re- 
fuse to  allow  the  tenant  to  sell  at  all.  It 
would  also  very  much,  he  was  afiraid, 
operate  in  the  case  of  death  intestacy. 
In  case  a  tenant  died  intestate,  the 
landlord  would  be  entitled  imder  the 
section  to  come  in  and  refuse  to  accept 
the  son  of  the  deceased  tenant,  or,  in 
fact,  anyone  belonging  to  his  family. 
When  a  man  died  it  was  also  uncertain 
under  the  section  whether  the  landlord 
would  allow  the  farm  to  go  to  the  next 
of  kin. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
ntELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  the 
apprehensions  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Leamy)  were  entirely  without  foun- 
dation. If  there  were  no  permanent 
improvements  on  the  farm  to  the  land- 
lord's credit,  then  he  would  have  none. 
With  reference  to  the  arguments  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
PameU),  he  contended  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  suppose  that  the  landlord's  pro- 
perty was  to  be  bought  out  by  the  rent. 
He  could  not  see,  for  instance,  how  a 
landlord  who  had  built  a  house  on  the 
land  could  be  said  to  have  been  compen- 
sated for  it  by  the  rent  which  he  fairly 
received  for  the  use  of  it ;  and  so,  also, 
with  other  improvements. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  quite  agreed 
with  the  view  that  substantial  and  per- 
manent improvements  made  on  the  land 
by  either  landlord  or  tenant  should  be 
the  property  of  the  landlord  or  tenant 
for  all  time,  provided  he  has  not  paid 
them.  But  when  the  landlord  imposed  an 
increased  rent,  the  question  was  whether 
the  landlord  was  not  in  the  course  of  a 
certain  time  thoroughly  compensated. 
He  maintained  that  the  landlord  sold 
his  improvements  when  he  charged  an 
moreased  rent ;  for  he  was  really  paid 
for  them  in  the  course  of  a  few  years, 
Mr.BMy 
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be  very  liinited ;  but  it  was  not  bo.    In 

eyory  case  where  the  title  of  the  tenant 

had  been  recently  broken,  and  a  new 

tenancy  was  created,  idl  the  past  im- 

proTements  effectedbythejoriginal  tenant 

would  be  shut  out  from  consideration 

by  the  Court,  aud  the  Court  would  have 

to  refiise  to  allow  such  a  tenant  to  sell 

his  tenant  right.    That   discretion  was 

taken  away  from  the  Court.  The  number 

of  tenants'  titles  that  had  been  so  broken 

througb  in  Ireland  was  yexy  numerous, 

and  he  believed  only  a  small  minority 

could  prove  ihe  continuity  of  their  tides. 

A  ffreat  deal  of  the  power  of  the  Court 

wim  reference  to  the  free  sale  would  be 

taken  away.     The  Amendment  would 

have  a  large  and  extensive  application, 

and  would  shut  out  a  number  of  the 

very  best   tenants  in  Ireland.      Many 

titles  had  been  broken  about  1850,  and 

if  the  landlord  could  show  that  a  farm 

which  had  been  greatly  improved  by  the 

tenant  up  to  1850  had  not  been  much 

improved  by  the  tenant  sinc^  the  breach 

of  title,    and   that    the  landlord   had 

effected  some  single  improvement  on  the 

farm  himself,  the  Court  would  have  to 

forbid  the  tenant  exercising  his  right  of 

free  sale 

Mb.  OLADSTONE  said,  it  was  not 
necessary   for  him   to  follow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  into  the  merits  of 
the  Amendment ;  for,  after  all,  he  be- 
hoved there  was  not  much  real  differ- 
ence of  opinion  between  them.     The 
Amendment  had  no  real  connection  with 
breaches  of  tenancy  at  all,  and  he  should 
be  sorry  if  the  idea  went  forth  as  having 
the  authority  of  the  House  that  wher- 
ever there  had  been  a  breach  in  the 
tenancy  the  Court  would  have  to  con- 
sider   the  making  of  permanent  im- 
Kvements  only  from  the  date  of  the 
breach.  That  would  give  the  Amend- 
ment quite  a  different  character  from 
that  which  it  rightly  bore,  and  he  wished 
to  disabuse  the  House  of  the  idea.    In 
the  view  of  the  Government,  the  Amend- 
ment had  no  connection  with  breaches 
of  tenancy  at  all.    Whenever  there  was 
a  breadi  of  tenancy,  it  would  be  neoes- 
fiary  for  the  landlord  to  show  that  he 
had  maintained  the  permanent  improve- 
ments. [Mr.  Pabhell:  Since  the  breach?] 
No,  not  at  all — whatever  improvements 
were  on  the  fkrm. 

Ma.  HEALY  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment poMeased  one  great  advantage,  in 
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that  it  would,  by  its  operation,  affect  a 
substantial  body  of  tenants,  the  higher 
class  tenant  farmers,  who  were  not  sup- 

E>Bed  now  to  be  in  sympathy  with  the 
and  League,  and  it  was  likely  to  have 
important  results  in  the  future,  as  it 
would  show  them  the  complete  impos- 
sibility of  that  House,  or  the  other 
House,  or  the  present  Government  ever 
doing  them  anything  like  justice. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  268  ; 
Noes  100:  Majority  158.— (Div.  List, 
No.  361.) 

Line  16,  after  ('improvements"),  in- 
sert C'  on  a  holding  "),  the  next  Amend- 
ment, agreed  to. 

Lines  16  and  17,  leave  out  (''on  a 
holding")  and  insert  ("or  paid  for  "), 
the  next  Amendment,  agreed  to  as  far  as 
leaving  out  the  words  "  on  a  holding ; " 
but  disagreed  to  as  regards  inserting  "  or 
paid  for." 

Fa^e  2,  line  28,  after  the  word  "  ten- 
ancy," insert  the  words — 

"  Where  before  the  pasfiing  of  this  Act  the 
landlord  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title  has 
purchased  or  acquired  the  (lister  tenant  ri^ht 
custom,  or  the  bcniefit  of  a  usage  oorresjaonding 
to  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom,  to  which  any 
holding  was  subject,  and  such  holding  has,  in 
pursuance  of  section  one  or  section  two  of  '  The 
Landlordand  Tenant  (Ireland}  Act,  1870,'  ceased 
to  be  subject  to  such  custom  or  usage ;  or 

'*  Where  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  the 
landlord  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title  has 
purchased  or  acquired  the  right  of  sale  of  the 
tenant's  interest  in  such  holding,  and  where  the 
tenant  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title  have 
been  paid  the  consideration  for  such  purchase 
or  acquisition  either  by  payment  of  a  sum  of 
money,  or  by  a  corresponding  abatement  of  rent, 
or  where  the  tenant  or  any  of  his  predecessors 
since  such  purchase  or  acquisition  is  or  are  not 
proTed  to  nave  paid  money  or  ^ven  money's 
worth,  with  the  express  or  imphed  consent  of 
the  landlord  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title, 
on  account  of  becoming  the  tenant  of  such  hold- 
ing; and 

**  The  tenancy  in  such  holding  is  sold  for  the 
first  time  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  the  land- 
lord shall  be  entitled  to  apply  to  the  Ck>uit  to 
have  paid  to  him  out  of  tiie  purchase  moneys 
of  the  tenancy  the  sum  which  he  can  proye  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Ck>uit  to  have  been  paid 
by  him  or  his  predecessors  in  title  hj  way  of 
conaiderataon  for  the  purchase  or  acquisition  of 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom,  or  of  the  benefit 
of  such  usage,  or  of  any  right  of  sale  of  the  ten- 
ant's interest  in  such  holding;  subject  never- 
theless to  any  deduction  whidi  the  Ck>urt  may 
deem  just  in  respect  of  any  money  received  by 
the  laodloxdorhif  predeoMsoriintitleby  way 
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of  fine,  increased  rent,  or  otherwise  on  account 
of  the  sum  so  paid  as  aforesaid," 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  this  is  an 
Amendment  of  considerable  sweep,  and 
it  is  one  which  it  is  quite  impossible  for 
us  to  ask  the  House  to  agree  with.  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  think  it  is,  un- 
fortunately, framed  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  effect  to  the  views  of  those  who 
supported  it.  There  are  verbal  inac- 
curacies in  it  which  are  gross,  and  it  re- 
quires to  be  altered  very  considerably 
in  order  to  make  it  intelligible.  That, 
however,  is  only  a  gprammatioal  criticism ; 
the  purpose  of  the  Amendment  is  per- 
fectly clear  quite  independent  of  these 
inaccuracies.  I  will  not,  in  order  to 
briefly  describe  it,  go  back  upon  the 
lengthy  argument  we  had  in  Committee 
on  the  question  of  the  cases  where  the 
landlord  had  purchased  up  the  Ulster 
tenant  right,  and  where,  in  consequence 
of  that  purchase,  the  tenant  was  re- 
mitted to  the  general  law  as  defined  by 
the  Act  of  1870,  or  as  expanded  and  en- 
larged by  the  Bill  now  under  considera- 
tion which  we  sent  to  the  House  of 
Lords  a  short  time  ago.  I  will  assume 
that  that  argument  is  fresh  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House.  I  will,  however, 
point  out  how  it  is  that  the  Amendment 
proposes  to  deal  with  the  case.  It  aims 
at  embracing  all  the  cases  in  which  the 
landlord  has  acquired  by  purchase  the 
tenant  right,  admitted  or  supposed  to 
exist  upon  his  farms,  either  under  the 
Ulster  Custom,  or  under  any  custom 
analogous  to  the  Ulster  Custom;  or 
anywhere,  in  fact,  where  such  transac- 
tion has  taken  place.  How  does  it  pro- 
pose to  deal  with  the  tenants  in  these 
cases  ?  It  deals  with  them  in  this  way. 
It  makes  a  certain  provision  applying  to 
the  first  occasion  on  which  the  tenancy 
shall  be  sold  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act ;  and  it  provides  that,  on  that  oc- 
casion, the  landlord  may  recoup  himself, 
out  of  the  purchase  money  of  the  ten- 
ancy, any  sum  which  he  may  prove  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  he  has 
paid  in  respect  of  the  tenant  right  upon 
that  holding.  Now,  Sir,  without  enter- 
ing into  the  general  argument,  it  is  suffi- 
cient for  my  purpose  to  mention  the  one, 
as  we  think,  absolutely  fundamental  and 
oondutive  objection  to  this  transaction. 


The  argument  is  this — that  even  sup- 
posing— which  I  admit  only  for  argu- 
ment's sake,  and  by  no  means  as  a  pro- 
position by  which  I  abide — even  sup- 
posing the  landlord  entitled  to  compen- 
sation, he  is  to  be  compensated  under 
the  Amendment  by  the  wrong  man.  The 
landlord  has  paid  a  sum  of  money  to 
tenant  A  in  order  to  purchase  the  tenant 
right  upon  his  holding.  He  then  lets 
it  to  tenant  B,  who,  by  the  terms  of  this 
agreement,  shall  have  acquired  no  benefit 
whateverf rom  the  purchase,  by  the  land- 
lord. According  to  the  terms  of  the 
Amendment  tenant  B  takes  no  benefit 
whatever  from  the  transaction ;  and  yet 
it  is  provided  that  when  tenant  B,  under 
the  general  provisions  of  the  Bill,  pro- 
ceeds, for  the  first  time,  to  sell  his  tenant 
right,  the  landlord  may  recoup  himself 
out  of  moneys  paid  to  tenant  o  for  the 
price  paid  to  tenant  A,  there  being  no 
continuity  of  interest  between  them,  and 
it  not  being  required  by  the  same 
Amendment  that  tenant  B  shall  have 
taken  the  smallest  interest  from  the 
transaction.  Under  these  circumstances, 
as  there  is  no  possibility  of  amending  it, 
there  can  be  no  question  that  the  Amend- 
ment ought  not  to  be  accepted,  and  I 
must  ask  the  House  to  disagree  to  it 
entirely. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  he  had  heard 
the  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
that  the  Government  could  not  assent  to 
the  Amendment,  even  with  alterations, 
with  regret.  The  Amendment  was  ob- 
viously one  of  importance,  and  it  was  one 
of  substance ;  but  it  did  not  interfere  in 
the  slightest  degree  with  the  main  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.  The  Amendment 
sought  to  grapple  with  a  state  of  facts 
which,  if  left  unamended  and  unchanged, 
might  work  an  injustice  to  a  substantial 
class  of  landholders  in  Ireland — ^to  be 
found  in  tJlster  and  in  other  parts  of 
Ireland.  They  all  knew  that  some  land- 
owners in  Ulster  had  ffiven  considerable 
sums  of  money  to  purchase  up  the  tenant 
right  custom.  If  the  clause  was  left  as 
it  was  in  the  Bill  as  it  left  that  House,  and 
if  those  cases  were  not  in  some  way  dealt 
with  by  some  special  legislation,  they 
would  have  put  themselves  in  a  distinctly 
worse  position  by  buying  up  the  tenant 
right.  These  unfortunate  persons  would 
not  only  lose  what  other  Insh  landlords 
would  lose,  but  would  also  lose  the  sums 
they  had  expended  in  the  purchase  of 
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flia  tenant  riglit.    If  there  were  verbal 
iBaomizaaiee  we  Prime  Minister  could 
mualy   remedy  them,   for  no  one  was 
Bore  capable  to  do  bo  ;  and  there  were 
other  hon.  Members  of  the  House  who 
kad  paid  particular  attention  to  gram- 
nar.     Whether  the  Amendment  dealt 
with  the  subject  in  the  best  way  was 
another  thing,  and  might  be  well  open 
to   question;    but    surely    such    facts 
eallea  lor  some  special  legislation  and 
qpedal  treatment.    He  knew  of  a  case 
where  a  landlord  had  paid  £16,000  for 
tiie  tenants'  interest  in  the  hope  of  get- 
ting the  control  over  the  sales  of  his 
Ivmay   and  the  future  tenants  of  the 
&ims  fieed  from  that  form  of  tenant 
right.       Unless  the    Amendment   was 
Igreed    to,    that   money  would    have 
besB  thrown  away;  and  that  landlord 
nder  the  Bill  would  be,  to  sa^  the 
kssty  in  a  position  highly  inequitable 
nd  very  exceptional.    Surely  in  that 
and  similar  cases  the  landlords  were 
yntitled  to  some  relief,  even  if  not  the 
pacise    relief   afforded  by  the  clause 
ss  it  stood.     How  did  the  Amendment 
prapoee  to  deal  with  the  existing  state 
of  mots?    It  did  not  allow  the  landlord 
Id  keep  his  daim  suspended  over  the 
ftnanva  head  for  ever.    On  the  con- 
tottjy  it  oompelled  him  to  act  almost 
namediately  the  Act  had  passed,  and  to 
snbslantiate  it  on  the  first  sale  of  the 
taant  right ;  and  it  did  not  allow  him 
to  reoeiye  compensation,  unless  he  could 
sstisfy  the  Ck>urt  that  he  or  his  prede- 
SBSSOTB  in  tiUe  had,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
Viade  these  money  paj^ments,  and  that 
tteyhad  not  been  repaid,  by  increase  of 
rsat  or  any  other  way.    He  must  re- 
peat his  regret  at  the  decision  of  the 
QoYemment,  and    ask   as    many  who 
■yood  with  him  to    enter  a    protest 
against  ike  unreasonable  attitude  of  the 
mremment  in  declining  to  accept  the 
Amendment  in  any  shape  or  form. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  moving  to 
disagree  with  the  Amendment,  said, 
fliat  in  the  £16,000  case  referred  to 
hy  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
Ofponte  QCr.  Oibson),  and  which  was 
wdl  known  to  him  (the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland),  the  object  of  the  land- 
lord buying  up  the  tenancy  was  for  the 
m  purpose  of  preventing  the  out- 
tenant  having  any  dealings  with 
;  tenant,  so  that  there  should 
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be  no  transmission  of  interest  from  the 
one  to  the  other.  If  that  landlord  was  a 
wise  man  he  had  got  something  for  his 
purchase,  and  if  he  had  not  chareed  an 
increased  rent  he  could  do  so  under  the 
Bill.  But  why,  because  the  landlord 
might  have  made  an  improvident  pur- 
chase from  A,  should  he  go  to  B  when 
he  sold  his  tenant  right  and  say  — 
*'  Come,  now,  pay  me  back  what  I  gave 
for  the  tenant  right  ?  "  Why  on  earth 
should  that  be  ?  Why  should  the  land- 
lord be  indemnified  for  a  foolish  bar- 
gain, by  the  incoming  tenant,  who  might 
never  even  have  seen  his  predecessor, 
and,  at  all  events,  got  nothing  from 
him? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said]  Amendment." — 
(^Mr.  Attorney  General  far  Ireland.) 

Mr.  BRAND  said,  he  should  follow 
the  Government  into  the  lobby,  because 
he  thought  the  Amendment  dealt  with 
the  case  in  a  most  unjust  way.  As  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  said, 
if  the  landlord  paid  an  unfair  price  for 
the  tenant  right,  it  was  monstrous  that 
he  should  be  able  to  call  on  the  present 
tenant  to  pay  him  again. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  forgot  that 
it  was  left  to  the  Court  to  say  what  the 
landlord  was  to  have.  [**No,  no!"] 
He  (Captain  Aylmer)  maintained  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  not  acting  equitably.  It  seemed  to 
him  (Captain  Aylmer)  that  the  incoming 
tenant  was  thn  right  person  to  pay,  be- 
cause, if  by  the  Act  he  got  the  right  to 
sell,  surely  he  had  the  right  to  pay  the 
money.  The  Bill,  moreover,  gave  him 
fixity  of  tenure  for  15  years.  He  was 
very  sorry  the  Government  would  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  because  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  removing  that  damn- 
ing word  **  confiscation,"  which  was 
partly  applicable  to  the  Bill  as  it  left  the 
House.  He  thought  the  matter  ought 
to  be  left  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Court,  and  that  the  landlords  ought  to 
be  left  in  a  position  to  bring  in  question 
the  amount  which  had  been  paid  by  the 
outgoing  tenants,  subject,  of  course,  to 
the  deductions  which  might  be  deemed 
just,  having  reference  to  increased  rent. 

IFiret  I^ight,]. 
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Mr.  NEWDEGATE  :  Sir,  the  issue 
of  this  Bill  is  at  length  clear.  The 
Party  which  used  to  be  the  Party  of  Pro- 

fress  has  become  extensively  retrograde, 
he  principle  of  this  Land  Bill,  it  is  now 
clear,  is  the  establishment  of  feudalism 
in  Ireland.  This  principle  is  not  abso- 
lutely new  among  the  Liberal  Party ;  for 
it  was  contemplated  and  indicated  in  this 
House  by  the  late  Mr.  John  Stuart  Mill, 
and  was  probably  the  fruit  of  his  Indian 
training.  What  is  this  principle  of  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  ?  It  is  recog- 
nizing in  the  tenant  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
has  just  described  as  a  title,  a  valuable 
interest  in  the  land,  which  is  to  be  sale- 
able, totally  apart  from  all  interests  in 
improvements  which  he  may  have  made 
upon  his  holding,  for  his  interest  in  these 
improvements  has  been  otherwise  recog- 
nized and  dealt  with.  That  which  the 
House  is  now  dealing  with  is  an  interest 
supposed  to  exist  in  the  tenant,  arising 
out  of  the  mere  fact  of  occupation  apcurt 
from  all  improvements.  This  Bill  will 
convert  all  that  is  now  freehold  in  the 
ownership  of  Irish  land  into  copyhold, 
and  that  is  a  feudal  tenure ;  but  apart, 
as  you  propose  to  create  it,  from  all  obli- 
gation to  military  service.  You  Liberals 
are  in  the  habit  of  taunting  me  with 
being  antiquated  in  my  opinions.  My 
principles  are  modem,  compared  with 
those  on  which  you  Liberals  are  now 
acting,  for  you  have  gone  back  200 
years  to  find  the  system  you  have  now 
adopted.  Feudal  tenures  were  abo- 
lished in  this  country  by  the  12  Charles 
II. ;  you  are  reversing  the  principle  of 
that  Act,  yet  you  still  call  yourselves  the 
Party  of  Progress. 

Sia  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  felt 
that  a   very  monstrous  and  gross  in- 

1'ustice  would  be  perpetrated  on  the  land- 
ords  of  Ireland  if  the  Amendment  were 
not  passed,  because  the  Bill  would  enable 
the  tenant  to  sell  that  which  he  had  al- 
ready been  paid  for.  ["  Oh,  oh ! "]  It 
was  no  use  mincing  matters.  With  re- 
gard to  the  question,  he  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  whether 
the  landlords  of  Ulster  had  not  pur- 
chased the  tenant  right  of  tenants  mainly 
and  principally  in  their  interest?  It 
would,  therefore,  be  an  act  of  gross  in- 
justice to  the  landlord  to  deprive  him  of 
the  tenant  right,  after  having  paid  hard 
onahforit 


Mb.  FITZPATmCK  said,  that  the 
system  of  aUowing  landlords  to  buy  out 
the  tenants  was  a  new  one ;  and  he  re« 
gretted  that  the  Government  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment  in  some  shape  or 
other,  and  thus  endeavour  to  do  justice 
to  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  In  his  idea. 
Parliament  ought  to  give  all  the  en« 
couragement  possible  to  that  class  of 
landlords  who  had  done  their  best  to 
make  prosperous  the  country  in  which 
they  lived. 

Mr.  WABTON  (speaking  amid  great 
interruption)  said,  the  fallacy  whioh 
underlay  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attomej 
General  for  Ireland  was  that  the  land- 
lord had  paid  a  preposterous  price  fbr 
the  tenant  right.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  need 
not  remind  so  distinguished  a  lawyer 
that  men,  as  a  rule,  acted  more  reason- 
ably than  that ;  but  even  if  they  paid  ft 
fair  price  efforts  were  made  to  talce  their 
property  away. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  was  sorry  to  intervene  between  the 
House  and  the  division ;  but  the  House 
was  asked  to  perform  an  act  of  subh 
gross  and  glaring  injustice,  an  act  sup- 
ported  by  arguments  so  disingenuous  as 
those  which  had  come  from  the  Front 
Bench,  that  he  could  not  keep  silent. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  put  ft 
case  where  a  landlord  had  bought  up 
the  tenant  ris^ht,  and  assumed  uiat  in 
consequence  he  charged  an  increased 
rent..  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman assumed  that  he  had  given  a  pre- 
posterous price  for  it,  which  he  made  the 
tenant  recoup  him  in  addition  to  the 
rent  put  on,  although  he  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  at  the  end  of  the  clause 
were  the  words — **  But  whatever  sum  the 
landlord  may  be  entitled  to  is  to  be  sub- 
ject to  deduction  for  any  money  which  he 
receives  by  way  of  fine  or  increased 
rent."  If  the  hmdlord  had  received 
compensation  by  way  of  increased  rent, 
how  could  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  say  that» 
under  this  clause,  he  had  a  riffht,  in 
addition,  to  ask  for  all  the  sum  ne  had 
paid  ?  Suppose  two  tenants  came  into 
two  tenancies,  side  by  side  ;  in  the  one, 
tenant  right  existed,  and  the  incoming 
tenant  paid  £500  for  the  riffht ;  in  the 
other,  the  tenant  riffht  had  been  BUh 
quired  and  bought  up  by  the  landlord,  he 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  would  assume^ 
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for  the  same  ram,  £/S00.  It  was  now 
proposed  that  the  man  who  had  paid 
absolntely  nothing  for  the  tenant  nght 
should  he  aUe  to  sell  the  tenant  right 
in  exactly  the  same  way  as  the  man  who 
had  paid  £600  for  it.  ["No,  no!"] 
That  was  what  the  Gk>yemment  pro- 
posed, and  he  defied  anyone  to  contradict 
mn.  The  Prime  Minister  had  admitted 
it^  and  had  altered  dause  7  in  conse- 

race  of  that  admission.  If  you  divide 
interest  on  any  holding  between  the 
tmant  right  and  rent,  the  tenant  right 
ind  the  rent  combined  would  exceed  the 
nbie  of  tiie  holding — that  is,  it  would 
SMoed  the  amount  any  tenant  would  pay 
la  the  ahape  of  rent ;  and  now  the  Go- 
lenunent  said  that  when  the  landlord 
ksd  both  interests,  though  he  could  not 
compensate  himself  in  uie  shape  of  in- 
aeasod  rent,  he  was  to  be  mulcted  of 
that  which  they  had  previously  en- 
eonraged  him  to  obtain.  The  Prime 
Minister,  on  the  occasion  of  moving  the 
noond  reading  of  the  Bill,  had  made  an 

anent  peroration,  in  which  he  had 
that  ne  was  walking  by  the  light 
of  jnstioe,  and  that,  therefore,  he  could 
lot  go  astray;  but  he  (Lord  George 
Hanmton)  wished  they  heard  a  little  less 
of  it  in  hu  words  and  saw  a  little  more 
of  it  in  his  aots. 

Ths  SOUCITOB  general  (Sir 
Kabbeb  Hebsohbll)  said,  if  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Middlesex  (Lord 
Geoige  HamiltoxO  would  read  the  clause 
flumlly,  and  reflect  a  little,  he  would 
sea  that  although  there  was  a  possible  in- 
jiutiee  in  some  few  cases  to  the  land- 
Jflcds  if  the  Amendment  were  not  ac- 
ssptad,  there  was  a  certain  and  greater 
minstioe  to  the  tenant  if  it  were.  The 
ulster  tenant  right  consisted  of  a  num- 
ber of  elements  of  which  the  improve- 
ments made  was  one.  Let  them  suppose 
that  the  tenant  whose  tenant  right  was 
pirehaaed  had  made  a  large  number  of 
improvements ;  in  that  case  it  was  ob- 


( that  for  the  tenant  right  he  would 
get  a  considerable  sum  of  money.    Sup- 

Kthat  the  price  the  landlord  paid  for 
enant  right  was  £1,000,  the  rent  of 
fte  holding  being  £100  a-year.  All 
the  improvements  became  the  land- 
Inds.  The  ineoming  tenant  had  no  far- 
fter  daim  to  these  improvements.  The 
landlord  let  to  a  new  tenant,  say  at  a 
vent  of  £160  a-year,  which  was  sup- 
poaed  to  be  a  fair  rent,  and  the  rent 
irliieh  would  be  fixed  by  the  Court.  The 


Court,  in  fixing  the  rent  at  that  sum, 
would  take  into  consideration  the  fact 
that  the  landlord  was  the  sole  person 
who  had  made  the  improvements,  and 
that  the  tenant  had  nothing  but  the  bare 
right  of  occupancy.  The  tenant  pro- 
ceeded to  sell  his  tenancy  next  year, 
having  paid  £150  rent  for  a  single  year. 
Of  course,  all  that  the  landlord  had  re- 
ceived, and  all  that  it  was  right  to  de- 
duct, was  £50,  so  the  £950,  according 
to  the  clause,  still  remained  due  to  the 
landlord  out  of  the  purchase  money. 
But  what  had  the  tenant  to  sell  ?  He 
had  got  to  sell  the  tenancy  only,  with 
the  rent  fixed  at  £150  a-year,  because 
the  landlord  had  purchased  up  the  im- 
provements. Suppose  the  tenant  sold  for 
£300,  whatever  he  got  was  to  go  to  the 
landlord,  and  the  landlord  was  to  be  en- 
titled to  every  bit  of  it.  Even  although  the 
tenant  sold  for  £300  or  £400,  because  he 
had  made  improvements,  the  whole  of 
the  money  which  he  received  for  his  im- 
provements was  to  go  to  the  landlord  in 
payment  of  £950.  That  was  the  pro- 
posal of  this  clause.  ["  No,  no ! "]  He 
(the  Solicitor  General)  said  that  was  the 
proposal  of  the  clause,  and  that  was  the 
proposal  they  were  asked  to  accept  in  the 
solemn  name  of  justice. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  272  ;  Noes 
146  :  Majority  127.— (Div. List,  No.  362.) 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  the 
next  Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  34, 
after  (**  tenancy,*')  to  insert — 

(**0r  for  moneys  payable  to  the  landlord 
under  the  preceding  Bub-section  in  respect  of 
the  purchase  or  acquisition  by  the  landlord  or 
his  predecessors  in  title  of  the  Ulster  tenant 
right  custom  or  the  benefit  of  such  usage,  or  of 
any  right  of  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest  in  such 
holding,") 

— agreed  to. 

Page  3,  line  30,  after  the  word 
"  usage,"  insert  the  words — 

'*(15.)  Where  a  sale  of  a  tenancy  is  made 
under  a  judgment  or  other  process  of  law 
against  the  tenant,  or  for  the  i>ayment  of 
the  debts  of  the  deceased  tenant,  the  sale 
shall  be  deemed  to  bo  made  by  the  tenant, 
and  shall  be  made  in  the  proscribed  man- 
ner, subject  to  the  conditions  of  this  sec- 
tion, so  far  as  the  same  are  applicable. 

"  (16.)  Any  sum  payable  to  the  landlord 
out  of  the  purchase  moneys  of  the  tenancy 
under  this  section  shall  be  a  first  charge 
upon  the  purchase  moneys. 

"  (17.)  A  landlord,  on  receiving  notice  of  an 
mt^ded  sale  of  the  tenancy  may,  if  he  is 
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not  desirous  of  purchasing  the  tenancy 
otherwise  than  as  a  means  of  securing  the 
payment  of  any  sums  due  to  him  for  ar- 
rears of  rent  or  other  breaches  of  the  con- 
tract or  conditions  of  tenancy,  give  notioe 
within  the  prescribed  time  of  the  sum 
claimed  by  him  in  respect  of  such  arrears 
and  breaches,  such  simi  failing  agreement 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant  to  be  de- 
termined by  the  Court,  and  should  the 
tenant  determine  to  proceed  with  the  sale 
may  claim  to  purchase  the  tenancy  for 
such  sum,  if  no  purchaser  is  found  to  g^ve 
the  same  or  a  greater  sum :  and  the  limd- 
lord,  if  no  purchaser  be  found  within  the 
prescribed  time  to  give  the  same  or  a 
greater  sum,  shall  be  flkdjudged  the  purchaser 
of  the  tenancy  at  that  sum,*' 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  though  the 
Government  did  not  see  the  neces- 
sity for  the  Amendment,  they  would 
ask  the  House  to  accept  it,  subject  to 
tho  omission  of  the  words  **  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  made  by  the  tenant,"  which 
would  enable  the  Court  to  meet  a  diffi- 
culty of  procedure  which  occurred  to 
him.  He  would  move  the  omission  of 
these  words  accordingly.  The  effect 
would  be  that  the  sale  should  be  made 
simply  in  the  prescribed  manner  subject 
to  tne  conditions  of  the  section.  That 
would  enable  the  Court  to  make  rules  to 
carry  out  the  provision  of  the  section,  so 
far  as  might  be,  in  conformity  with  the 
ordinary  legal  system. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amend- 
ment, in  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"shall  be  deemed  to  be  made  by  the 
tenant."  —  (Mr,  Attormy  Omeral  for 
Ireland,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  Amendment." 

Me.  HEALY  said,  he  did  not  see  how 
the  conditions  prescribed  in  the  1st 
clause  could  be  complied  with.  Who 
was  to  give  all  the  notices  that  were  to 
be  prescribed,  because  they  could  hardly 
expect  the  sheriff  to  do  so,  and  it  would 
not  be  to  the  interest  of  the  tenant  to  do 
so? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Faeebe  Hbesohsll)  replied,  that  the 
matter  would  have  to  be  settled  by  the 
Ooort. 

Me.  LEAMY  asked  if,  under  the 
Amendment,  a  landlord  not  iostitating 


proceedings  to  eject  a  tenant  for  non« 
payment,  could  proceed  against  him  by 
way  of  summons ;  and,  also,  if  he  would 
have  the  right  of  pre-emption  where  he 
proceeded  by  writ  of  summons  against 
the  tenant  for  the  recovery  of  his  rent  ? 

VisooxTOT  FOLKESTONE  asked  whe- 
ther,  after  the  landbrd  had  become  the 
purchaser  of  the  tenant  right,  and  a  new 
tenant  had  been  put  upon  the  farm,  the 
new  tenant  would  be  enabled  to  sell  the 
tenant  right  of  the  farm  which  the 
landlord  nad  been  adjudged  to  have 
bought  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  cannot  speak 
again. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Yes,  Sir ;  he 
would  be  able  to  sell  his  interest,  what- 
ever it  is. 

Me.  FARNELL  thought  it  would  be 
desirable  to  have  an  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion which  had  been  put  to  the  (Govern- 
ment by  an  hon.  Member  sitting  on  his 
side  of  the  House  (Mr.  Leamy),  as  to 
whether  the  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  to  take  the  sale  out  of  the  cate- 
gory of  sales  made  by  the  tenant,  and, 
if  so,  under  what  class  of  sales  it  would 
come;  and,  further,  whether  the  landlord 
would  have  the  right  of  pre-emption  or 
not  under  Clause  1  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  toe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  rose  to  answer  the 
question,  but 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  rose  to  a 
point  of  Order,  demanding  of  the 
Speaker  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  could  answer  these 
questions,  after  having  refused  to  reply 
to  a  question  put  by  him  (Yisoount 
Folkestone)  ? 

Me.  O'KELLY:  For  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman— f"  teder,  order ! "] 

Me.  SPEAKIX  :  I  have  to  point  out 
that  it  is  customary  to  allow  consider- 
able latitude  in  answering  questions  to  a 
right  hon.  Member  havinir  charire  of  a 
BiU.  * 

The  attorney  GENERAL  toe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  matter 
would  be  remitted  by  the  daase  to  the 
Court  to  prescribe  the  rules.  His  belief 
was  that  the  Court  would  not  role  that 
any  right  of  pre-emption  existed  for  the 
landlord. 

Question  put,  and  agre$d  to:  woidf 
itru9h  <mt  accordingly. 
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ICotion  made,  and  Qnestioii  propoBed, 
"  That  this  Hoiue  doth  agree  with  The 
LordB  in  the  said  Amendment,  as 
imended." — {Mr.  Aiiamey  G&neral  for 
Mmut.) 

Mb.  HRATjY  said,  this  sub-section 
(15)  had  been  put  in  at  the  instance  of 
Lord  Oaims.  Under  the  Amendment, 
flie  landlord  could  not  only  exercise  his 
right  of  pre-emption  and  evade  the  sale, 
but  oould  hare  the  sale  take  place  10 
times  over. 

Question  put. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  whether  sub- 
lections  16  and  17  were  before  the 
House  at  present,  or  only  sub-section 
15? 

ICb.  speaker  said,  that  sub-sec- 
tions  16,  16,  and  17  were  before  tiie 
House. 

Mb.  PABNELL  wished  to  move  the 
omission  of  sub-section  16. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  it  was  too  late 
to  do  so,  the  Question  hayixig  been  put. 
The  House  had  now  to  decide  on  sub- 
Mctions  15,  16,  and  17  together.  The 
one  could  not  be  isolated  from  the 
others. 

Mb.  HEALY  rose  to  a  point  of  Order. 
Hon.  Members  in  his  part  of  the  House 
thought  the  Question  before  the  House 
was  sub-section  15,  and  were  not  aware 
that  the  other  sub-sections  were  put. 
He  asked  whether  the  Amendment 
oould  not  be  amended  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  sub-sections 
were  dealt  with,  and  one  of  them  had 
been  amended.  It  was  not  in  Order 
now  to  move  to  omit  any  particular  sub- 
section, as  he  had  put  the  Question  that 
the  House  agree  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment, as  amended. 

lOt.  PABNELL  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
Isam  it  was  now  too  late  to  move  the 
emission  of  sub-section  16,  and  a  part  of 
sub-section  17,  for  he  believed  he  could 
have  induced  the  House  to  refuse  to 
agree  to  that  sub-section.  He  should 
be  obliged,  in  consequence,  to  take  a 
division  against  the  whole  of  the  Amend- 
ment. Sub-section  16,  which  provided 
that  any  sum  payable  to  the  landlord 
Ofot  of  uie  purchase  moneys  of  the  ten- 
tticj  under  the  section  should  be  a  first 
I  upon  the  purchase  moneys,  gave 
ly  new  right  of  a  valuable  cha- 
racter to  the  landlord.  It  gave  the 
landlord  a  jprefiBrential  claim  against  the 
tenant,  and  that,  he  submitted,  was  a 
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most  unfjEur  provision.  He  could  either 
proceed  by  ejectment  for  non-payment, 
or  he  could  compel  the  tenant  to  sell  his 
interest  in  the  holding.  The  landlord 
thus  had  a  preferential  claim  for  the 
whole  of  his  rent,  and  was  exceptionally 
protected  over  other  creditors  as  regarded 
one  year's  rent.  Up  to  the  present  time 
the  landlord  had  no  such  preferential 
claim.  Some  valid  reason  should  be 
given  by  the  Government  for  afford- 
ing landlords  this  double  chance.  He 
thought  that  the  Government  had  not 
acted  fairly  in  agreeing  to  the  Amend- 
ment on  such  sBght  examination,  and 
that  they  ought  to  have  given  some 
strong  reasons  for  the  course  they  had 
taken  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  RTLANDS  said,  he  also  regretted 
verjr  much  that,  owing  to  the  form  in 
which  the  Amendment  was  before  the 
House,  they  could  not  deal  with  this 
16th  sub- section.  As  that  sub-section 
stood,  it  might  work  such  a  gross  injus- 
tice to  the  creditors  of  tenants  in  Ireland 
that  he  could  not  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment. It  might  so  happen  that  when 
a  permanent  improvement  was  made, 
the  landlord  might  come  and  sweep  in 
the  whole  of  tho  money.  It  was  quite 
plain,  and  if  any  person  chanced  to  visit 
the  earth  from  another  sphere,  he  would 
see  at  once  that  these  Amendments  had 
been  made  by  a  House  of  Landowners. 
He  should  certainly  vote  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
PameU). 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  was  surprised 
that  this  matter  should  have  escaped  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  for  the 
question,  which  was  closely  allied  to  the 
Law  of  Distress,  had  already  been  dis- 
cussed. It  was  a  very  retrograde  step 
for  that  House  to  take.  It  was  now  im- 
possible for  them  to  retrieve  their  error. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  to  hon.  Members  that  those  sub- sec- 
tions only  applied  when  there  was  a  sale 
of  the  actual  tenancy  on  which  the  rent 
accrued,  and  it  would  be  absurd,  he 
thought,  when  tho  tenancy  was  sold,  not 
to  make  some  provision  that  the  rent 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  proceeds. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  347  ;  Noes 
87:  Majority  260.— (Div.  List,  No. 
363.) 

Insert  Clause  A  (Prohibition  of  sub- 
dividing and  sub-letting),  the  next 
Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

2  Z  [First Niqhi:\ 
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The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  pro- 
posed clause  ran  as  follows  : — 

*'  The  tenant  from  year  to  year  of  a  tenancy 
to  whioh  this  Act  applies  shaU  not,  without  the 
consent  of  the  landlord  in  writing,  suh-divide 
his  holding,  or  snb-let  the  same  or  any  part 
thereof.  Any  act  done  by  the  tenant  in  con- 
travention of  this  provision  shall  be  absolately 
void." 

By  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  a  tenant  from 
year  to  year  was  prohibited  during  a 
statutory  term  from  sub-letting  or  sub- 
dividing without  the  consent  of  the  land- 
lord; but  if  the  same  tenant  had  no 
statutory  term,  there  was  no  prohibition 
or  direction  as  to  whether  he  might  sub- 
let or  not.  The  difficulty  was  one  which 
chiefly  affected  the  tenant,  having  regard 
to  the  frame  of  the  Bill.  As  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  aware,  the  only  tenant  who 
was  a  tenant  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Bill  was  a  tenant  in  occupation  of  his 
holding,  and  the  necessary  result  of  that 
was  that  if  the  tenant  was  tempted  to 
sub-let,  even  although  he  broke  no  sta- 
tutory condition,  because  none  existed, 
he  would  at  once  put  himself  outside  the 
scope  of  the  Bill.  Therefore,  it  was  of 
enormous  importance  to  the  tenants  that 
their  obligations  in  respect  of  sub-lettine 
should  be  made  unifonmy  applicable,  and 
that  they  should  know  that  if  they  did 
these  acts  they  put  themselves  entirely 
outside  the  Bill,  and  rendered  them- 
selves incapable  of  going  to  the  Court 
to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed.  The  clause 
proposed  was,  therefore,  inserted  so  as 
to  warn  the  tenants,  and  render  it  im- 
possible that  they  should  damage  them- 
selves by  sub-letting  or  sub-division.  The 
Government,  however,  proposed  to  omit 
the  last  sentence  of  the  clause  added  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  declaring  that  any  act 
done  in  contravention  of  this  provision 
should  be  absolutely  void,  because  it  was 
unnecessary,  as  an  illegal  act  was  neces- 
sarily void,  and  to  insert  words  provid- 
ing that  letting  on  conacre,  agistment, 
or  temporary  pasturage  should  not  be 
deemed  a  sub-letting  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Act. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out,  at  end,  the  words — 

*'  Any  act  done  by  the  tenant  in  contravention 
of  this  provision  shall  be  absolately  void,"  and 
insert  **  agistment  or  the  letting  of  land  for  the 
pnrpose  of  temporaiy  depasturage,  or  the  letting 
in  conacre  of  land  for  Uie  purpose  of  its  being 
solely  used,  and  which  shall  be  solely  used,  for 
the  growing  of  potatoes  or  other  green  crops, 


the  land  being  properly  manared,  shall  not 
be  deemed  a  sub-letting  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act" 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  after  the  state- 
ment by  the  Government  that  they 
thought  it  desirable  for  the  protection 
of  the  tenants  that  this  sub-letting  pro- 
vision should  be  inserted,  it  would  be 
useless  for  the  Irish  Members  to  raise 
any  objection  ;  but  it  was  one  of  the 
extraordinary  things  about  the  Bill  that 
what  they  gave  with  one  hand  they  took 
away  with  the  other.  The  Bill  was  one 
of  the  most  ingenious  legislative  instru- 
ments ever  produced  by  Parliament. 
They  were  told  that  to  give  a  tenant  the 
benefit  of  this  Bill  they  must  take  away 
the  right  he  at  present  possessed — ^the 
right  of  sub-letting.  ["No,  no!"] 
The  House,  by  rep^eding  the  ISth  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1870,  took  away  the 
power  of  the  landlord  to  veto  the  right 
of  assignment ;  but  they  now  proposed 
to  neutralize  that  by  taking  away  the 
power  of  sub-letting.  He  considered  it 
a  most  unfortunate  thing  that  the  Gk>- 
vemment  found  it  necessary  to  insert 
the  clause. 

Mb.  LEAMT  said,  one  of  the  objec- 
tions to  the  Amendment  was  that  it 
would  prevent  a  tenant  building  a  la- 
bourer's cottage  and  attaching  it  to  a 
piece  of  land.  He  must,  however,  say 
candidly  that,  with  that  exception,  he 
had  no  objection  to  see  the  power  of 
sub-letting  taken  away. 

Captain  AYLMEB  said,  he  thought 
the  words  inserted  by  the  Lords  at  the 
end  of  the  clause  were  quite  necessary, 
and  that  the  noble  Lord  who  proposed 
them  knew  more  of  the  state  of  things  in 
Ireland  than  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Lreland.  Seeine  how  difficult  it  was  to 
turn  out  an  Iriui  squatter,  he  was  not 
sure  that  the  far  wiser  plan  would  not  be 
to  put  it  on  record  that  any  act  done  in 
contravention  of  the  provision  would  be 
regarded  as  absolutely  void. 

Mb.  FAENELL  thought  the  Govern- 
ment might  make  some  qualification  of 
the  proposed  Amendment,  which  would 
give  to  the  tenant  under  the  Act  of  1870 
the  right  which  the  repeal  of  the  13th 
section  gave  him — namely,  the  right  of 
sub-division  by  assignment  to  more  than 
one  person.  The  result  of  the  present 
proposal  was  that  the  Government  took 
away,  by  the  clause,  the  ri^i^ht  which 
they  haa  previously  given  the  tenant* 
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Wonld  it  not  be  fiuzer,  he  aaked,  to 
modify  that  dause  bo  as  to  Beciire  him 
against  danger,  and  leave  to  him  his 
light  of  saMetting,  and  at  the  same 
time  giving  him  the  right  of  applying  to 
the  (>>urt  to  fix  a  judioial  rent  and  a 
statatoiy  term?  

Thb  SOUCITOH  general  (Sir 
Fabbkb  Hebsghell)  pointed  ont  that  Uie 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamdl)  was  under 
a  misapprehension^  because  assignment 
vas  one  thing  and  sub-letting  and  sub- 
division anomer.  The  18th  seotion  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1870  dealt  only  with 
assignment,  and  it  provided,  in  the  case 
of  assignment  without  the  consent  of  the 
landlord,  that  there  should  be  no  com- 
pensation for  disturbance.  But  the  pro- 
vision  they  were  now  considering  dealt 
onl^  with  the  case  of  sub-letting  or  sub- 
division, and  what  the  Government  had 
done  in  framing  the  clause  was  entirely 
consistent  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Land  Act. 

Mb.  DAWSON  hoped  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  interfere  with  the  right 
of  occupiers  to  let  land  for  labourers' 
dwellings. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Said  Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed 
to. 

Amendments  as  far  as  Amendment  in 
page  5,  line  15,  read  a  second  time. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobxst  Genebal 
for  Ibelaio),  the  first  five  agreed  to,  as 
follows : — la  pag^  3,  line  87,  leave  out 
frwn  ("  intestate  ")  to  ("  then  '*)  in  line 
89;  in  line  40,  leave  out  (^'next  of 
kin"),  and  insert  (''persons  entitled 
under  the  Statutes  of  Distribution  to  his 
personal  estate"),*  in  page  4,  line  2, 
bave  out  ("  his  "),  and  insert  ("  the  ") ; 
in  lines  7  and  8,  leave  out  {**  next  of 
kin  "),  and  insert  (''  leaving  any  person 
entitled  to  his  personal  estate  or  any  part 
thereof") ;  and  in  line  9,  leave  out  n-om 
("tenant ")  to  the  end  of  the  clause. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attoeney  Genebal 
forliiSLAHD,  in  page  4,  line  25,  after 
("tenancy")  insert  ("after  giving  to 
the  landlord  the  prescribed  notice  ") ; 
and  in  page  5,  line  10,  leave  out  from 
("  soil ")  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph ; 
the  remaining  Amendments  disagreed  to. 

"Ptm  5,  line  15,  leave  out  the  words 
I'sabdivide  or  sublet  his  holding,"  and 
ipaert  the  words— 


**  In  writing,  subdiTide  his  holding  or  sublet 
the  same,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  erect  or  suffer 
to  be  erected  thoroon,  saye  as  in  this  Act  pro- 
vided, any  dwelling-house,  in  addition  to  those 
already  upon  the  holding  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  nor  suffer  to  be  used  as  a 
dwelling-house  any  building  which,  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  of  this  Act,  was  not  so  used,  with 
the  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  landlord," 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  think  the  Amendment  could 
be  assented  to  as  it  stood,  although  at 
the  same  time  it  had  a  reasonable  pur- 
pose in  it.     The  multiplication  of  dwell- 
ing-houses on  a  holding  was  not  an  act 
fairly  within  the  province  of  the  tenant, 
and  might  prove  very  injurious  to  the 
holding.      He    divided,    however,    the 
Amendment  into  two  parts,  that  which  re- 
lated to  the  erection  of  any  new  dwelling- 
houses  ;  and,  secondly,  that  which  related 
to  the  use  of  any  building  for  the  purposes 
of  habitation  which  at  the  time  of  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  was  not  so  used.  With  re- 
gaxd  to  the  first,  the  Government  thought 
that  the  words  were  objectionable  on  the 
grounds  of  ambiguity.     He  need  hardly 
say  that  the  Government  were  quite  op- 
posed to  the  multiplication  of  dwelling- 
houses  on  a  holding ;  but  it  was  quite 
evident  that  in  some  parts  of  the  country 
it  would  be  a  common  and  very  useful 
thing  that  where  a  tenant  had  gone  upon 
the  holding,  living  in  a  poor  hut  not 
well  situated  for  the  purposes  of  a  dwell- 
ing-house, it  might  happen   that,   im- 
proving in  his  circumstances  and  means, 
he  would  erect  a  decent  dwelling-house, 
and  cease  to  occupy  that  hut  as  a  dwell- 
ing-house, and  convert  it  into  an  out- 
house.   It  would  be,  he  thought,  a  great 
pity  to  allow  any  words  to  go  into  the 
Bill  to  discourage  that  proceeding.     He 
therefore  proposed  to    strike    out    the 
words  standing  in  the  Amendment,  ''in 
addition  to,"  for  the  purpose  of  inserting 
"otherwise  than   in   substitution  for." 
That,   he  thought,   would  prevent  the 
arbitrary    multiplication    of    dwelling- 
houses.     With  regard  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Amendment,  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  omit  it  altogether,  because,  after 
all,  how  did  the  case  stand  ?    They  had 
still  a  large  portion  of  the  population  of 
Ireland  very  indifferently  lodged.     The 
man  occupied  a  small  hut,  which  was 
tolerable  for  himself  and  wife ;  but,  as 
his  children  multiplied,  he  mieht  require 
additional  accommodation  which  might 
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be  enough  for  him,  howerer  poor,  and 
he  miffht  add  to  the  comfort  of  his 
family  oy  occupying  some  out-buildings 
attached  to  the  house.  Or,  again,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  say  that  if  a  daughter 
or  son  of  the  man  married,  it  should  be 
absolutely  forbidden  to  him  by  the  law 
to  find  accommodation  for  them  on  the 
holding,  when,  by  adapting  some  build- 
ing which  might;  possibly  be  on  the 
holding,  and  not  required  for  any  other 
purpose,  this  could  be  done.  The  Go- 
vernment, however,  proposed  to  con- 
cede to  the  House  of  Lords  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  the  proposal  that  the 
permission  to  sub-let  or  sub-divide  should 
be  a  permission  in  writing. 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amend- 
ment, in  line  5,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"  in  addition  to,"  and  insert  "  otherwise 
than  in  substitution  for." — (Mr.  Olad- 
stone.) 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  ob- 
jected  to  the  Amendment  altogether, 
and  considered  it  was  a  monstrous  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  the  Government 
with  the  rights  and  comforts  of  the 
Irish  peasants.  It  was  based  upon  that 
peddhng  and  intrusive  action  of  the 
landlord  which  should  be  put  a  stop  to 
rather  than  encouraged,  and  the  Amend- 
ment ought  to  be  rejected  altogether. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  admitted,  as 
everyone  would  bo  prepared  to  admit, 
the  wretched  condition  of  the  dwellings 
of  the  peasantry,  and  yet  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  directly  deprived  a 
tenant  who  might  have  risen  in  the 
world  of  the  privilege  of  passing  from 
a  hovel  into  a  somewhat  better  house, 
and  of  the  power  to  build  a  more  com- 
modious dwelling. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE,  while  agree- 
ing that  the  Amendment  was  an  ex- 
tremely absurd  one,  did  not  consider 
that  the  Government  should  reject  the 
whole  of  the  Lords'  Amendment,  be- 
cause the  great  evil  of  Ireland  at  the 
present  time  was  its  overcrowding.  That 
was  acknowledged  by  everyone ;  and  it 
was  also  a  fact  that  a  man  put  his  mar- 
ried daughters,  sons,  and,  m  many  in- 
stances, his  grandchildren,  into  wretched 
lodgings  on  his  holding,  and  although 
that  was  not  formally  sub-letting,  it  was 
one  of  the  evils  of  overorowdmg  that 
existed  to  some  extent.  At  present  the 
landlord  had  some  check  upon  that  sys- 
tem, and  he  had  power  to  give  his  ten- 1 


ant  notioe  to  quit ;  but,  according  to  the 
present  proposal,  the  landlord  would 
not  be  able  to  hold  any  threat  over  his 
head.  He  anticipated,  therefore,  that 
in  the  poorer  parts  of  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland  overcrowding  would 
be  further  increased  among  the  agricul- 
tural population.  The  Government  were 
not  oxuy  encouraging  the  people  to  live 
in  bad  houses,  but  discouraging  them 
from  building  good  ones.  AlSioughthe 
proposal  of  the  Lords  appeared  strin- 
gent and  harsh,  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  take  it  away  without 
introducing  some  provision  by  which  the 
evil  of  overcrowding  might  be  avoided. 

Sir  HEEVEY  BEUOE  said,  he  re- 
gretted extremely  that  the  (Government 
had  decided  not  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords,  which  he  considered 
was  the  most  wholesome  one  that  had 
been  made  by  their  Lordships.  By  re- 
jecting the  latter  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment the  Government  would  tend  to 
increase  those  wretched  habitations,  for 
all  sorts  of  out-buildings  and  hovels, 
which  were  now  used  for  cow-houses, 
cart-sheds,  and  stables,  would  be  used 
as  dwelling-houses  for  human  beings, 
not  only  in  the  West  and  South  of  Ire- 
land, but  in  his  own  Province,  where 
the  people  lived  in  an  unsanitary  con- 
dition. He  thought  the  Government 
should  be  glad  of  the  provision  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  that  no  out-house  or 
building  should  be  used  as  a  dwelling 
without  the  consent  of  the  landlord. 
Labourers  sometimes  were  lodged  in 
those  out-houses,  and  the  tenants  charged 
them — in  parts  of  Ulster — four  or  five 
times  as  much  for  those  so-called  dwell- 
ings as  they  paid  for  them  themselves, 
or  that  would  pay  for  a  good  dwelling- 
house. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  thought  the 
last  speakers  were  trvinff  to  guard 
against  an  evil  that  the  Bill  already 
guarded  against.  The  danger  of  over- 
crowding was  mainly  as  to  the  sub- 
division of  the  tenancy  into  a  great 
many  small  divisions.  The  Government 
had  prevented  that ;  and  if  these  words 
were  not  struck  out,  as  proposed  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  they  would  be  simply 
substituting  one  shape  of  the  evil  for 
another,  for  there  would  be  more  over- 
crowding of  the  families  in  the  bad 
houses  in  which  they  were  now  living. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Gtovepuneni 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1417 


ZaniZmff 


{AxrausT  9,  1881] 


(Ireland)  Bill.  1418 


were  ptooeeding  in  ibis  matter,  aa  in 
other  matters  connected  with  the  Bill, 
with  a  very  extravagant  suspicion  and 
diatroBt  of  the  landlords.  The  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
IGnister  and  others  was  that  if  the  last 
words  of  the  Amendment  were  not  left 
oat'they  would,  in  point  of  fact,  be  pre- 
venting any  building  which  was  not  now 
in  use  aa  a  dwelling-house  from  here- 
after being  used  as  a  dwelling-house. 
But  that  was  not  the  meaning  of  the 
I^Kmso  at  all.  Why  were  they  to  sup- 
pose that  the  landlord  would  ful  in  that 
which  was  at  once  his  duty  and  interest, 
seeing  that  the  best  arrangements  were 
made  for  housing  the  people  living  on 
his  estate  ?  If  it  was  desirable  that  any 
particular  houses  should  be  enlarged  by 
taking  in  out-houses  and  converting  them 
into  a  dwelling-house,  the  landlord  would 
be  the  first  man  to  promote  it.  There 
was  DO  reason  why  he  should  object. 
On  the  other  hand,  they  were  going  to 
take  away  the  voice  of  the  landlords  in 
the  matter,  and,  by  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  House  as  amended  by  the  Prime 
Hinister,  they  were  encouraging  the 
adoption  of  the  principle  that  where 
plaeea  were  not  fit  for  habitation  there 
should  be  more  crowding  of  people  into 
them,  to  the  manifest  disadvantage  of 
those  who  were  to  be  so  overcrowded. 
He  thought  the  objection  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  taken  to  the  last  portion 
of  the  clause  was  an  unreasonable  one. 
The  Amendment  did  not  prevent  out- 
houaea  being  uaed  aa  dwellings,  but 
nid  that  they  must  not  be  so  used  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  landlord. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENHY  said,  he 
had  liatened  to  this  discussion  with  abso- 
lute dismay,  because  it  seemed  to  him 
that  taking  any  persons  belonging  to 
fkmiliea  who  might  have  married,  and 
patting  them  into  small  out-houses 
which  were  absolute  pigsties,  was  certain 
to  produce  overcrowding  and  that  dis- 
regard of  sanitary  laws  which  was  one 
of  the  great  causes  of  the  misery  that 
pevailM  in  Ireland.  One  of  the  greatest 
blearinga  to  Ireland,  he  believed,  would 
be  if  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Seeretaiy  K>r  Ireland  would  take  care 
that  the  ordinary  sanitary  laws  were 
enforced  in  rural  districts,  because  the 
people  were  not  yet  alive  to  the  dreadful 
erOa  which  resulted  from  this  over- 
crowding.   In  the  interests  of  the  ten- 

'  I  atk&y  ought  to  preserve  them  against 


this  temptation.  Instead  of  encouraging 
families  to  increase  on  one  holding  that 
was  insufficient  to  maintain  one  family, 
what  would  be  more  natural  than  that 
some  of  them  should  go  out  into  the 
world  and  provide  for  themselves  else- 
where ?  The  only  cure  which  he  looked 
forward  to  for  the  purposes  of  remedying 
this  evil,  and  which  he  believed  would 
be  a  national  one,  was  the  amalgamation 
of  the  smaller  holdings  into  the  larger 
ones,  and  the  raising  of  the  social  status 
of  the  tenants  in  possession. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  thought 
the  House  must  be  under  some  miscon- 
ception of  the  view  of  the  Government. 
He  could  not  believe  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  by  their 
proposal,  if  a  tenant  farmer  wished  to 
provide  extra  accommodation  for  his 
increased  family,  that  he  must  have 
recourse  to  a  disused  cow-house  or  shed. 
At  least,  if  the  farmer  did  so,  ho  should 
be  allowed  to  make  the  said  cow-house 
fit  for  human  habitation.  What  was 
the  use  of  the  Government  maintain- 
ing the  distinction  that  a  man  might 
only  put  members  of  his  own  family  into 
out-houses,  when  the  farmer  had  permis- 
sion to  make  it  into  a  dwelling-house  ? 
If  the  Qt)vemment  really  intended  that 
a  farmer  should  have  the  right  of  pro- 
viding decent  accommodation  for  the 
members  of  his  family,  they  ought  to 
say  so  plainly  in  their  Amendment.  He 
was  convinced  that  the  plain  meaning  of 
the  Government's  Amendment  was  not 
its  intended  meaning. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  there 
were  two  distinct  things  in  the  Amend- 
ment— one  part  of  it  related  to  the  sub- 
letting and  sub -dividing  of  land,  and 
the  other  to  the  erection  of  dwellings. 
As  to  the  first,  it  might  in  some  parts  of 
Ireland  be  objectionable ;  but  ho  could 
not  see  what  objection  could  be  raised 
to  the  substitution  of  a  better  class  of 
buildings  for  small  tenants  than  those 
which  now  existed.  He  had  often  hoard 
of  Conservative  proposals ;  but  the  most 
wonderfully  Conservative  proposal  that 
had  ever  come  before  his  notice  was  that 
now  before  the  House  to  conserve  the 
mud  hovels  of  Ireland,  for  that  was 
what  the  Amendment  came  to.  Though 
there  were  many  objectionable  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  he  considered  this 
the  worst  of  all.  It  was  a  notorious  fact 
that  the  peasantry  of  Ireland  had  been 
for  generations  past  the  worst-clad  and 
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the  worst-housed  in  Europe,  and  yet 
these  objectionable  dwellings  were  to  be 
conserved  by  the  Government.  Why 
should  the  House  of  Lords  or  the  House 
of  Commons  object  to  give  every  pos- 
sible encouragement  to  uie  erection  not 
only  of  better,  but  larger  dwellings  on 
farms  ?  He  hoped  that  before  the  dis- 
cussion closed  the  Government  would 
think  better  of  the  course  they  had  pro- 
nosed 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  observed, 
tihat  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  said  the  Government  seemed 
to  be  animated  with  a  great  fear  of  the 
landlords ;  but  there  was  no  need  to  oast 
reflections  on  the  Irish  landlords  as  a 
body  in  discussing  that  Amendment. 
In  all  preventive  measures  they  had  to 
deal  with  the  one  exceptional  member 
of  the  community  who  might  do  wrong, 
rather  than  the  99  who  of  their  own  free 
will  did  right.  That  principle  applied 
to  the  present  Amendment,  which  he 
considered  a  most  mischievous  one,  which 
it  was  to  be  regretted  the  Government 
had  encouraged,  because  thev  were  prac- 
tically giving  to  the  landlord  a  power  of 
limiting  the  accommodation  on  the  farms 
of  Ireland.  If  Conservative  Members 
were  satisfied  with  the  dwellings  of  Ire- 
land as  they  at  present  stood,  let  them 
say  so  openly.  He  would  refer  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  tne  case  of  LordLeitrim,  as  a  well* 
authenticated  illustration  of  the  auto- 
cratic power  wielded  by  the  lan<Uord. 
A  tenant,  dissatisfied  with  his  thatched 
hovel,  built  a  snug  little  cottage  on  the 
English  model,  and  nicely  slated.  The 
hut  which  he  left  after  the  new  dwelling 
was  finished  was  converted  into  a  cow- 
house. The  first  time  Lord  Leitrim 
passed  the  spot,  and  saw  the  tenant  had 
built  a  tidy  nouse,  he  sent  for  the  tenant 
and  asked  who  gave  him  permission  to 
build,  and  what  he  had  done  with  the 
old  house.  The  tenant  answered  that 
he  had  put  the  cows  in  it ;  whereupon 
Lord  Leitrim  ordered  the  tenant  to  leave 
the  new  house  and  return  to  the  old 
hovel,  which  he  accordingly  did,  while 
his  cattle  were  placed  in  ^e  newlv-built 
dwelling.  He  believed  that  if  the 
Lords'  Amendment  were  modified  in 
the  manner  proposed,  the  result  would 
be  that  the  industrious  and  well-dis- 
posed tenant  farmer  would  be  seriously 
nampered  and  embarrassed  by  the  power 
which  the  landlord  would  still  be  enabled 
to  ezerdse  oyer  him. 

Hr.  T.  D.  SulUvan 


The  ATTOENET  OENEBAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  explained  that 
by  striking  out  the  words  ''  in  addition 
to "  the  tenant  farmer  would  not  be 
enabled  to  have  two  dwelling-houses 
upon  his  holding,  retaining  them  both 
as  dwelling-houses.  It  would  ezaotiy 
meet  the  case  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan), 
for  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  him 
building  a  new  house,  and  using  the 
other  as  a  cow-house  or  for  any  similar 
purpose.  The  first  part  of  the  clause 
was  not  so  objectionable;  but  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  if  the  tenant 
brought  a  family,  and  put  them  into 
possession  of  a  house  on  Ids  holding,  in 
point  of  law  that  would  be  a  sub-division 
of  the  holding.  It  was  better  for  the 
tenant  that  he  should  be  warned.  The 
landlord  had  no  right  to  pry  into  the 
social  life  of  the  tenant,  and  try  to  find 
out  how  many  rooms  he  had  in  ms  dwell- 
ing, or  which  building  he  used  as  a  cow- 
house. He  (the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland)  thought,  however,  he  might 
fairly  require  that  the  number  of  dwell- 
ings should  not  be  multiplied,  because  it 
probably  would  be  that  the  only  reason 
for  building  another  dwelling  was  that 
there  might  be  a  sub-letting  or  sub- 
division when  it  was  built. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHY  said,  he 
understood  that  the  Amendment,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Government,  amounted  to 
this — ^that  a  tenant  might  build  himself 
a  new  dwelling-house  m  substitution  of 
the  old  one,  and  turn  the  latter  into  a 
cow-house  or  pigstye ;  but  if,  after  a 
time,  he  desired  to  provide  for  the  ac- 
commodation of  his  married  daughter  or 
son,  he  mi^ht  eject  the  pigs,  and  give 
their  abandoned  stye  to  his  children  for 
a  dwelling,  but  he  could  not  build  a  new 
house  for  them.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  Amendment  was  an  encouragement 
and  a  fostering  of  the  worst  £rm  of 
overcrowding  tiiey  could  possibly  ima- 
gine. 

Mb.  0.  S.  PAEKER  observed,  that  to 
provide  for  the  increase  of  a  family  by 
suffering  to  be  used  as  human  dwellings 
buildings  which  were  not  intended  or 
fit  for  such  a  purpose,  was  [a  very  bad 
arrangement.  Surely,  it  would  be  a 
more  natural  and  a  better  course  to  pro- 
vide for  the  increase  of  the  family  by 
adding  to  the  existing  house.  If,  there- 
fore, tiie  Government  would  insert  the 
words  "or  in  enlargement  of"  in  fheir 
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own  Amendment,  he  thonght  the  de- 
nied end  would  be  attained.  The  Amend- 
ment ran,  as  conrected  by  them — 

^  Erect,  or  miirer  to  be  erected  thereon,  save 
M  in  this  Act  provided,  any  dweUing-hoose 
*  I  than  in  sabrtitation  for." 


There  he  would  suggest  that  the  words 
''or  in  enlargement  of"  should  be  in- 
serted, and  then  the  Amendment  would 
continue  thus — "  those  already  on  the 
holding." 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  the  law  itself 
was  sufficient  to  prevent  oyerorowding. 
It  stipulated  there  should  be  300  cubic 
feet  of  space  to  ererj  person  occupying 
a  house ;  and  if  the  Public  Health  Act 
were  carried  out  properly,  they  never 
would  hear  of  those  atrocious  crimes 
which  arose  from  overcrowding  in  Eng- 
land as  well  as  in  Ireland.  The  House 
would  be  surprised  when  he  said  there 
was  only  one  corporate  body  in  Ireland 
who  had  carried  out  the  last  Public 
Health  Act  in  its  integrity,  and  that  was 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin.  If  the  Gb- 
vemment  would  insist  upon  a  proper 
observance  of  the  law  in  that  respect,  a 
vast  improvement  would  very  speedily 
tike  plaice. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
nid,  he  had  listened  with  very  great 
interest  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oarlow  (Mr.  Dawson),  who  was 
soon  to  occupy  the  highest  civic  position 
in  Ireland,  and  hoped  the  happiest  re- 
solts  would  follow  from  his  influence 
when  he  occupied  it.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  in  Ireland 
as  well  as  in  England  the  true  remedy 
for  the  overcrowding  which  they  desired 
to  stop  lay  in  the  rigid  application  of 
the  existing  laws  by  the  public  autho- 
ritiee.  The  Government  were  willing 
to  accept  a  certain  portion  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  he  should  ^ve  them  his  sup- 
party  because  he  behoved  it  would  be 
usefiil  BO  far  as  it  went.  He  earnestly 
hoped,  however,  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  aided  and  supported  by  the 
Irish  Members,  irrespective  of  Party, 
would  firmly  carry  out  the  present  law, 
because  if  they  did  that  they  would 
■ooompliah  very  good  work.  The  land- 
lords were  placed  in  a  very  difficult  posi- 
tion in  this  matter,  because  if  they  pro- 
hibited subletting  and  the  evils  which 
flowed  from  it,  a  greater  cry  was  raised 
on  the  ground  of  meir  alleged  tyrannical 
eooduot;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  if 
thsj  did  not  try  to  prevent  that  horrible 
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system  of  sub-division,  which  was  carried 
out  very  often  by  a  man  bringing  in  his 
own  son  as  a  lodger,  then  they  were  told 
that  they  were  neglecting  the  interests 
of  their  tenants.  Landlords  were  held 
up  to  public  execration  because  they  did 
not  provide  better  accommodation  for 
the  people  on  their  estates,  although 
their  efforts  in  that  direction  encountered 
the  greatest  difficulties.  The  only  way 
in  which  a  landlord  could  be  supported 
was  by  the  public  sanitary  autnorities 
coming  forward  and  insisting  that  the 
law  should  be  carried  out. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  thought  that  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  had  met 
with  no  approval  from  any  quarter  of 
the  House ;  and  if  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perth  (Mr.  Parker) 
was  accepted,  there  would  exist  no  reason 
for  omitting  the  words  in  the  House  of 
Lords'  Amendment  which  the  Govern- 
ment proposed. 

Mr.  CALLAN  also  approved  of  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth 
(Mr.  Parker),  and  said  the  people  of 
Ireland  well  remembered  the  verdict  of 
wilful  murder  passed  in  relation  to  an 
occurrence  on  the  Lansdowne  estate,  and 
the  terms  in  which  Chief  Justice  Pigott 
denounced  the  inhuman  regulations  pre- 
vailing on  the  estate  with  respect  to  sub- 
letting. K  this  Amendment  passed,  the 
offences  against  humanity  of  SO  years 
ago  would  simply  be  perpetuated.  If 
the  clause  were  accepted  without  some 
material  modification,  it  would  leg^ize 
to  some  extent  the  inhuman  practice 
which  was  so  strongly  denounced  by 
Chief  Justice  Pigott. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  everyone  must 
wish  to  see  the  people  well-housed,  and 
therefore  he  thought  the  view  of  the 
Prime  Minister  would  not  hold  water. 
He  (Lord  Elcho)  was  glad  to  learn  that 
these  cabins  and  pigstyes  could  not 
be  let,  because  that  would  be  sub- 
letting, as  forbidden  by  the  Act.  By 
way  of  showing  how  sub-letting  was 
apt  to  grow  up,  he  would  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  case  within  his 
own  knowledge  where  a  tenant  with  a 
holding  of  10  acres  at  £5,  upon  an 
estate  on  which  sub-letting  was  prohi- 
bited, did,  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
landlord,  let  two  portions  of  his  holding 
for  £5  10«.  That  was  more  than  his 
own  rent,  and  yet  the  man  had  paid  no 
rent  for  two  years.  He  (Lord  Elcho) 
had  always  been  told  that  the  great  evil 
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of  Ireland  was  overcrowding,  and  surely, 
therefore,  it  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance to  take  all  possible  means  to  pre- 
vent sub-letting  and  over-crowding.  It 
was,  no  doubt,  desirable  that  the  dwell- 
ings should  be  commensurate  with  the 
size  of  families ;  but  there  was  the  well- 
known  attachment  to  the  holding  which 
tended  to  the  concentration  of  the  whole 
members  of  the  family  in  one  place,  and 
made  it  quite  possible  that  a  tenant, 
wishing  to  keep  all  his  family  at  home, 
might  add  to  the  house  and  make  it  un- 
suitable to  the  holding ;  and  therefore 
he  thought  it  would  be  well  to  insert  the 
words '  ^  provided  always  that  the  existing 
buildings  are  suitable  to  the  holding." 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Amendment  nroposed  to  the  said 
Amendment  in  line  5,  to  leave  out  all 
the  words  after  the  word  '^  Act,"  to  the 
end  of  the  said  Amendment. — {Mr. 
Gladstone,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  Amendment." 

8m  JOHN  HAT,  arguing  in  favour 
of  the  retention  of  the  LEitter  portion  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment,  said,  that  after 
they  had  built  their  improved  cottages, 
there  was  great  difficulty  in  getting  rid 
of  the  old  ones ;  and  he  could  ffive  an 
instance  with  respect  to  himself  which 
had  happened  within  the  last  12  months. 
He  built  an  improved  cottage  upon  the 
farm  and  allowed  the  old  one  to  remain, 
and  he  afterwards  found  that  the  tenant 
had  let  the  old  one  for  £5  a-year  to  per- 
sons who  were  not  wanted  upon  the 
farm,  and  who  were  no  credit  to  it.  For- 
tunately, in  Scotland,  the  landlords  had 
powers  which  the  Irish  landlords  had 
not — namely,  that  of  unroofing  the  cot- 
tage and  getting  rid  of  the  persons  so 
brought  in — and  thus  they  were  able  to 
remedy  the  evil.  For  his  part,  he  viewed 
the  words  inserted  in  the  clause  as  an 
exceedingly  advantageous  Amendment. 
He  agreed  with  what  had  been  said 
about  the  surroundings  and  the  amount 
of  population ;  but  if  they  were  going 
to  keep  on  the  land  an  extra  popidation, 
living  in  a  state  of  wretcnedness  in 
buildings  unfit  for  human  habitation, 
they  were  legislating  in  a  direction  that 
would  have  still  worse  effects  upon  the 
population  of  the  country.  Hesubmitted, 
ZordJSMo 


therefore,  that  the  last  part  of  the  pro- 
vision ought  to  be  retained,  and  so  pre- 
vent the  appropriation  of  buildings  for 
dwelling-houses  which  were  really  not 
suitable  for  human  habitation. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  denied  that, 
by  striking  out  the  latter  portion  of 
the  Lords*  Amendment,  the  Government 
were  giving  encouragement  to  the  use 
of  out-houses  for  living  in  or  to  sub- 
letting. There  was  a  provision  against 
sub-letting  already,  and  the  question 
was  this — were  they  to  have  words  in 
the  Amendment  which  would  make  it 
impossible,  without  the  written  consent 
of  the  landlord,  that  any  sort  of  building, 
happening  to  be  not  previously  used  as 
a  dwelling-house,  should  ever  be  allowed 
to  be  so  used  ?  It  would  be  an  inter- 
ference with  the  tenants  which  could  do 
no  good.  There  might  be  something 
worse  than  a  bad  dw^ling,  and  that  was 
no  house  at  all.  The  only  way  to  obviate 
the  evil  was  not  by  such  Amendments 
as  these,  but  by  generally  raising  the 
standard  of  living  in  the  country. 

Mb.  LALOB  hoped  that  the  words 
would  be  struck  out,  and  pointed  oat 
that  it  would  be  necessary  in  certain 
cases  to  convert  out-buildings  into  dwell- 
ing-houses. In  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land, and  taking  into  consideration  the 
dwelling-houses  of  the  people,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  was  most  unworthy  the 
House  from  which  it  had  come,  and  it 
would  be  most  unworthy  for  this  House 
to  allow  it  to  remain  in  the  Bill. 

Sib  THOMAS  ACLAND  appealed  to 
the  Government  not  to  strike  out  that 
part  of  the  clause,  unless  they  put  some- 
thing better  in  its  place.  The  custom  of 
inhabiting  unsuitable  dwellings  in  Ire- 
land was  a  disgrace  to  that  country,  and 
ought  to  be  £scouraged  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Thomas  Acland).  He  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  would  deplore  any  Amend- 
ment by  which  encoura^ment  would  be 
afforded  to  persons  to  hve  on  the  land 
in  excess  of  the  number  it  could  po- 

gerly  accommodate,  and  in  dweUing^ 
ouses  which  were  unsuitable  for  habita- 
tion. The  Amendment  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  Lords'  Amendment  would 
leave  unguarded  the  danger,  that  was 
too  common,  which  arose  Irom  the  fact 
that  grown-up  members  of  the  family 
were,  through  feelings  of  kindnnut,  at 
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lowed  to  remain  on  the  farm,  when,  in 
point  of  fiEust,  they  ought  to  go  away. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  not  insist  on 
striking  out  those  words. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  not  yield  to  Whig  pres- 
sure. He  would  remind  the  Govem- 
ment  that  it  was  not  the  opinion  of 
North  Devon,  nor  the  opinion  of  West- 
minster, that  they  had  to  consider,  but 
the  opinion  of  the  Irish  people.  What 
did  the  hon.  Members  for  tnose  places 
know  about  Ireland  ?  They  were  told, 
indeed,  that  the  Irish  tenants  were  so 
mnoh  in  the  habit  of  building  palatial 
residenoes  that  it  was  necessary  to  pro- 
tect them  against  themselves  by  giving 
the  unfortunate  and  powerless  landlords 
the  light  of  objecting  to  any  building 
they  wished.  !Had  those  who  talked  in 
that  way  seen  the  squalor  in  which  the 
Irish  people  lived,  had  they  seen  the 
hundreds  of  habitations  occupied  by  a 
doaen  persons  each,  and  did  they  want  to 
prevent  these  unfortunate  people  from 
providing  themselves  with  better  houses  ? 
["No,  no!"]  Hon.  Members  might 
lay  "No !  "  as  long  as  they  liked ;  but 
that  was  the  meaning  of  the  clause.  The 
Lriah  did  not  live  in  those  miserable 
dwellings  of  their  own  choice,  and  he 
thought  it  discreditable  that  hon.  Mem- 
ben  should  try  to  prevent  the  Irish 
people  from  having  better  houses.  He 
not  only  obiected  to  the  words  proposed 
tsbe  left  out;  but  he  objected  to  the 
whole  clause,  regarding  it  as  a  miser- 
sUe  pryinff  provision  into  the  private 
sfliurs  of  the  tenant  which  ought  not  to 
beaooepted. 

Mb.  MAOABTNEY  objected  to  the 
(snants  having  power  provided  to  con- 
Tsrt  out-houses  into  dwellings,  and  said, 
Aat  the  multiplication  of  families  on 
the  same  fkrm — which  generally  hap- 
psned  when  a  married  son  or  dau«^hter 
occupied  an  out-house  or  bam  as  a  house 
^was  a  fruitful  source  of  disputes  and 
{oairels  among  the  families  themselves 
snd  annoyance  to  the  landlord.  The 
Amendment  introduced  into  the  Bill 
WIS  a  good  one,  and  he  maintained  that 
lU  it  £d  was  to  prevent  more  than  one 
fcrnOy  being  located  upon  one  farm  that 
WIS  too  smdl  for  them. 

Mb.  EDWABD  GLAEKE  said,  that 
the  effect  of  the  omission  of  the  words 
vonld  be  to  enable  tenants  to  build  out- 
\  and  then  to  use  them  as  dwell- 
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Me.  GLADSTONE    said,    that   the 
position  of  the  Government  in  regard  to 
the  Amendment    was    this — the    more 
difficulties    hon.     Gentlemen    opposite 
raised  in  reference  to  the  omission  of 
the  latter  portion    of  the  clause,   the 
more  doubt  they  created  in  the  minds 
of  the  (Government  as  to  whether  they 
should  retain  the  clause  at  all.    They 
wished  to  retain  the  clause ;  but  they 
could  not  with  those  words  in  it.     If 
the  objection  to  striking  out  the  words 
proposed  was  so  great,  he  must  frankly 
admit  that  the  only  alternative  the  Go- 
vernment had  was  to    strike  out  the 
clause  altogether.      They  objected    to 
the  last  part  of  the  clause,  because  it 
would  be  an  intolerable  inquisition  into 
the  private  affairs  of  the  tenant  to  see 
whether  he  had  used  certain  buildings 
on  his  farm  for  the  accommodation,  per- 
haps, of  a  growing  family.      The  re- 
marks of  hon.   Gentlemen  about    the 
necessity  of  comfortable  houses  for  the 
Irish  tenants  to  live  in  reminded  him  of 
the  old  story  at  the  time  of  the  abolition 
of  the  Com  Laws,  when  people  replied 
to  the  allegation  of  the  scarcity  of  bread, 
that  the  confectioners'  shops  were  full 
of  cakes  and  buns.     It  was  a  question 
between  living  and   no  living  at   ell. 
Certain  people  crowded  their  families 
into  these  miserable  places,  and  there- 
fore they  would    prohibit    them  from 
putting  them  into  out-houses  where  the 
adaptation  might  be  perfectly  easy  and 
proper.      By  not    prohibiting  persons 
from  converting  out-houses  into  dwell- 
ings it  was  said  they  encouraged  them 
to  do  something  absurd  ;  but  the  gentry 
of  Scotland  had  overbuilt  themselves, 
and  had  been  compelled  to  sell  their 
estates.     He  could   name  counties    in 
Scotland    where    there  was    hardly  a 
gentleman  but  had  had  to  do  this  within 
the  last  two  generations.     Would  it, 
therefore,  be  a  wise  thing  to  say  that 
no    gentleman  should    be    allowed    to 
build  upon  an  estate  more  than  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  the  rental  ?    They  did 
not  encourage  the  gentry  of  Scotland 
to  build  enormous  houses  beyond  the 
means  of  their  estates,  merely  because 
they  did  not  prohibit  them.     And  it  was 
only  a  question  here  whether  they  should 
absolutely  prohibit.     The  Government 
held  that  the  matter   with  which  the 
Amendment  dealt  was  not  one  in  which 
the  Legislature  ought  to  pry,  or  with 
which  they  ought  to  intenere.     They 
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declined  to  make  the  precise  prudence 
of  everything  done  by  every  tenant  in 
Ireland  an  object  of  legiBlative  enact- 
ment. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEB8  said,  he 
was  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  should  have 
recourse  to  so  antiquated  a  joke  in  sup- 
port of  his  argument,  and  still  more 
that  he  should  have  made  so  egregious 
an  historical  blunder  in  quoting  it.  All 
the  world,  except  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, knew  that  the  saying  about  the 
confectioners'  shops  dated,  not  from  the 
era  of  Com  Law  JBopeal,  but  from  that 
of  the  French  Bevolution,  and  was  attri- 
buted, not  to  an  English  squire,  but  to 
an  illustrious  Princess.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  County  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  ought  to  know  something  of  the 
question,  and  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
retention  of  the  words.  He  (Lord  John 
Manners)  thought  it  would  be  an  excel- 
lent thing  that  the  Irish  tenants  should 
be  discouraged  from  inhabiting  the 
wretched  abodes  of  which  they  seemed 
to  be  so  fond.  He  was  anxious,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  meet  the  views  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  such  a  cane 
as  that  indicated  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  It  might  be 
possible  to  do  that  by  introducing  the 
word  ''separate,"  so  that  the  words 
might  run  **  nor  suffer  to  be  used  as  a 
separate  dwelling-house."  He  begged 
to  move  that  the  Amendment  be  amended 
in  that  way. 

Further  Amendment  proposed  to  said 
Amendment  in  line  7,  after  the  words 
**  as  a,"  to  insert  the  word  "  separate." 
— {Lord  John  Manners,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  that  word 
be  there  insertea." 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  as  the  Go- 
vernment had  not  conciliated  the  Con- 
servative opposition  by  agreeing  to  one 
part  of  the  Lords'  Amendment,  it  would 
be  better  to  re-consider  their  position 
and  see  whether  they  would  agree  to 
any  portion  of  it  at  all.  It  was  a  matter 
of  a  very  small  and  petty  character ;  but 
the  power  which  had  been  used  by  land- 
lords in  that  way  had  caused  consider- 
able irritation.  He  fully  admitted  that 
in  ordinary  circumstances  it  was  not 
ri^ht  that  the  tenant  should  be  per-^ 
mitted  to  build  a  house  and  bring  in 
people  not  at  all  connected  with  him. 
Bat  in  the  case  of  a  near  relative— a 

JCr.  Glad$Um$ 


mother,  for  example — a  man  might  de- 
sire to  provide  a  separate  house ;  or,  in 
the  case  of  a  youne  married  couple,  the 
old  father  or  mother  might  desire  to 
have  them  in  a  separate  dwelling,  and 
it  seemed  desirable  that  that  should  be 
permitted. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  in- 
tention of  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  John  Manners)  was  to  draw 
a  distinction  quite  arbitrary,  and  for 
that  reason  he  could  not  accept  it. 
There  might  be  two  houses  perfectly 
suitable,  and  one  could  be  used  because 
attached  to  the  dwelling-house,  and  the 
other  could  not  because  detached  £rom 
it. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  begged  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  93 ;  Noes 
219  :  Majority  126.— (Div.  List,  No. 
364.) 

Words  struck  out  accordingly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  ''That 
this  House  doth  agree  with  The  Lords 
in  the  said  Amendment,  as  amended." — 
{Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  265 ;  Noes 
67:  Majority  198. —  (Div.  List,  No. 
365.) 

Amendments  as  far  as  page  5,  line  34, 
read  a  second  time. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Genkral 
for  Ireland,  in  page  5,  line  28,  after 
("minerals,")  to  insert  ("or  digging 
or  searching  for  minerals,")  the  first 
Amendment,  agreed  to ;  and,  in  line  3% 
after  ("title,")  insert  ("and  which  the 
tenant,  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  mav  be  entitled  by  law  to  out  and 
remove,")  the  second  Amendment,  dis- 
agreed to. 

Page  5,  line  34,  leave  out  the  words 
"may  be  required,"  and  insert  the 
words — 

**  The  tenant  may  be  entitled  to  cat  in  exer- 
cise of  any  right  enjoyed  by  him  immediately 
before  the  commencement  of  the  statutory 
term, 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  seoond 
time. 

The  ATTOKNET  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  thon^ 
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the  Honae  might  acoept  this  Amend- 
ment It  gave  the  landlord  the  right  to 
ent  tnxf  on  a  holding  save  such  as  the — 

"Teomnt  might  be  entitled  to  cat  in  exerciBe 
of  cay  right  enjoyed  by  him  before  the  com- 
i  of  a  statutory  term." 


He  did  not  see  mere  than  a  verbal  differ- 
ence between  the  Lords'  Amendment  and 
tte  original  povision  in  the  Bill;  but  if 
{he  Lords  wished  to  state  the  provision 
in  a  longer  way  he  had  no  objection. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr, 
AUamsy  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mn.  PABNELL  hoiked  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  hastily  accepted.  He 
thought  the  Government  should  first 
assure  themselves  that  the  change  was 
not  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  tenant. 
There  was  a  distinct  mfference  between 
the  Amendment  and  the  provision  which 
originally  stood  in  the  BilL  The  original 
provision  allowed  the  tenant  to  cut  the 
torf  that  might  be  required  for  tlie  use 
of  the  holding ;  but  it  did  not  go  into 
the  question  whether  the  tenant  was 
legally  entitled  to  exercise  the  right  of 
flatting  the  turf,  and  it  was  from  that 
point  of  view  that  he  thought  the  provi- 
■on  was  of  some  value  to  the  tenant. 
Bat  under  the  new  provision,  and  taking 
into  consideration  the  effect  of  an  Act 
passed  in  1860,  the  tenant  might  be 
imder  the  obligation  of  purchasing  the 
torf  required  mr  his  holding  from  the 
landlora  to  any  amount  that  would  be 

aual  to  the  rent  for  the  whole  holding, 
le  original  provision  also  prevent^ 
ftetiuf  being  cut  by  the  landlord.  He 
fluocefore  considered  that  the  amending 
words  made  an  essential  difference  on 
fte  mib*section  as  it  stood  when  it  left 
the  Commons,  and  hoped  the  House 
would  disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 


Mb.  QIVAN  said,  as  the  Mover  of 
the  Amendment  which  was  accepted  in 
the  Oommittee  of  that  House,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  alteration  introduced  by 
the  Lords.  At  the  same  time,  he  be- 
lieved that  if  it  were  agreed  to  there 
would  be  no  restriction  upon  the  right 
of  the  tenant  to  cut  such  turf  as  he  was 
entitled  to  and  as  actually  existed  upon 
tiie  holdinflr.  But  it  would  open  a  door 
to  the  lancQord  to  enter  the  holding  and 
eat  tnxf,  whidi,  although  not  immedi- 
•ftdj  required  lor  the  holding,  must  be 


essential  to  its  value  hereafter.  His 
(Mr.  Givan's)  intention  was  to  save,  not 
only  the  turf  necessary  for  present  use, 
but  for  future  use.  If  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment were  accepted,  that  purpose  would 
not  be  secured. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  if  the  clause 
were  adhered  to,  it  would  deprive  many 
poor  people  of  their  right  to  cut  turf  for 
fuel,  and  the  consequence  was  that  the 
poor  people  in  various  parts  of  Ireland, 
if  deprived  of  their  turbary  rights, 
woula  starve  from  cold  at  different 
periods  of  the  year.  On  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leitrim's  (Mr.  Tottenham's)  estate 
50  heads  of  families  had  been  sent  to 

rl  (according  to  that  evening's  paper) 
having  insisted  on  their  ancient  right 
to  cut  turf.  This  showed  that  there  was 
a  strong  feeline  on  the  subject  in  Ire- 
land. He  hoped  the  Government  would 
give  way  in  this  matter.  Sometimes  the 
landlord  would  exact  for  the  turf  an 
amount  equal,  perhaps,  to  the  rent  of 
the  holding. 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  when 
he  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  clause 
inserted  by  the  Lords  was  practically 
the  same  as  that  which  appeared  in 
the  sub-section  when  it  left  the  Com- 
mons, he  had  only  looked  at  the  words 
cursorily,  and  understood  that  the  Lords 
had  only  made  a  verbal  Amendment, 
as  represented  by  them  at  the  time  of 
its  introduction ;  but  as  there  seemed  to 
be  an  impression  that  the  Amendment 
was  against  the  interest  of  the  tenant, 
and  likewise  some  doubt  as  to  whether 
the  words  it  contained  meant  the  same 
as  those  originally  in  the  Bill,  it  would, 
he  thought,  be  better  for  them  to  keep 
to  their  own  words,  and  strike  out  the 
Lords'  Amendment.  He  would,  there- 
fore, request  leave  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion agreeing  to  the  Amendment  in  order 
to  ask  the  House  to  disagree  to  it. 
p*Oh,  oh!"  an(?"No,  no!"] 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  said,  the  Bill,  as 
originally  introduced,  was  not  intended 
to  give  the  tenants  any  rights  they  had 
not  previously  enjoyed ;  but  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan's 
(Mr.  Givan's)  Motion,  which  was  accepted 
by  the  Gt)vemment,  ^ave  him  a  new 
right,  and  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  Lords  was  simply  to  put  the  right 
back  to  its  original  shape.  He  regretted 
to  see  a  Minister  accept  in  one  breath 
an  Amendment,  and  aak  leave  to  with- 
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draw  it  in  another.  It  was  a  most  sin- 
gular instance  of  a  Ministerial  change 
of  mind  in  a  very  short  space  of  time. 
It  was  most  extraordinary  even  in  con- 
nection with  this  most  extraordinary 
Bill,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
allow  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  do  as  he  wished.  He  (Mr.  Tot- 
tenham) would  press  the  Amendment  to 
a  division. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  146  ; 
Noes  263:  Majority  117.— (Div.  List, 
No.  366.) 

Amendments,  as  far  as  the  Amend- 
ment in  page  5,  line  43,  read  a  second 
time. 

Page  5,  line  35,  after  ("  roads  ")  in- 
sert ("fences"),  and  after  ('* water- 
courses") insert  ("passing  and  repass- 
ing to  and  irom  the  sea^ore  witn  or 
without  horses  and  carriages  for  exer- 
cising any  right  of  property  or  royal 
franchise  belonging  to  the  landlord  "), 
the  first  Amendment. 

Me.  HEALY  moved  to  insert  "  by  any 
existing  right  of  way." 

Amendment  proposed  to  said  Amend- 
ment, in  line  3,  after  the  word  "sea- 
shore," to  insert  "  by  any  existing  right 
of  way."— (ifr.  Mealy.) 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Said  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Line  38,  after  ("  game  ")  insert  ("  as 
defined  for  the  purposes  of  the  Act 
twenty  -  seventh  and  twenty  -  eighth 
Victoria,  chapter  sixty-seven ")  ;  and 
line  41,  after  ("game")  insert  as  de- 
fined for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  twenty- 
seventh  and  twenty  -  eighth  Victoria, 
chapter  sixty-seven  "),  tiie  remaining 
Amendments. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  dis- 
agree with  the  Amendments,  which,  he 
said,  made  certain  birds  game  which 
had  been  included  in  no  previous  Game 
Act  in  England,  and  no  Act  in  Ire- 
land, until  the  year  1864,  when  they 
were  made  so  by  an  Act  passed  then  for 
a  particular  purpose.  If  the  House  re- 
solved to  disagree  with  the  Amendments, 
he  would  consent,  at  a  subsequent  part 
of  the  sab-section,  to  insert  the  following 
definition  of  the  siwinftlft  and  birds  which 
■hould  be  induded  under  the  head  of 

Mr.  TaiUnham 


"Game":-*Hare8,  rabbits,  pheasants, 
partridges,  quails,  landrail,  grouse,  wood- 
cocks, and  snipe. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendments." — 
{Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mb.  PLTJNKET  said,  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  was  not  correct  in 
the  statement  he  had  just  made,  as  he 
would  find  in  the  older  Irish  statutes, 
now  still  in  force,  that  the  birds  he  was 
excluding  from  the  list  were  included  in 
the  Game  List.  If  only  the  animals 
and  birds  mentioned  by  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  were  included  under 
the  head  of  "  Game,"  there  would  be  a 
serious  infringement  of  the  present  right 
of  the  landlora's  property.  These  birds 
were  included  in  the  Statute  of  1864, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  not  exdude 
them  from  the  Act.  Without  the  sugsested 
alteration,  the  rights  of  the  landlords 
were  already  sufficiently  curtailed.  He 
regretted  the  decision  of  the  (Govern- 
ment, and  all  the  more  so  because  the 
reason  eiven  was  that  the  wild  duoka 
proposed  to  be  excluded  were  mieratoxy. 
He  trusted  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  be  aole  to  adopt  the  lan- 
guage deliberately  chosen  in  the  Act  of 
1864. 

Mb.  H.  R.  brand  said,  he  also  hoped 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  re-consider  his  decision.  By  the 
Irish  Game  Act  of  1864  wild  duck  were 
included  as  game;  and  if  now  taken 
out  of  the  Bill,  the  result  would  seriously 
affect  proprietary  rights,  for  the  people 
would  pursue  them,  and,  in  so  doinff, 
injure  other  s^me.  The  tenant  wouM 
be  likely  to  lose  more  in  powder  and 
shot  than  he  would  gain  by  being 
allowed  to  shoot  those  birds. 

Me.  FITZPATRICK  supported  the 
Amendments.  In  many  parts  of  the 
South- West  of  Ireland  mose  birds  bred 
all  through  the  year,  and  the  best 
ornithological  authorities  regarded  them 
as  game  birds  of  the  best  kind.  Besides, 
there  were  such  things  as  "  decoys," 
which  were  worked  on  pecuniary 
principles,  and  gave  a  lar^  return  to 
the  landlord,  besides  affording  employ- 
ment on  a  large  scale — he  Imew  one 
which  brought  in  £300  a-year — and  in 
them  widgeon,  teal,  and  wild  dock 
were  bred.  The  decoys  would  be  ruined 
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if  tlie  Amendments  were  disagreed  to, 
beoanee  the  farmers  would  e^oot  the 
dneks  at  night  on  their  lands,  and  the 
emplc^ment  now  given  to  the  people  in 
watohmg  them  would  be  taken  away. 
He  hoped  nothing  wonld  be  done  that 
would  injorionsly  affect  those  interests. 

GoLOHXL  BABNE  said,  that  in  the 
part  of  the  oountry  he  came  from  more 
iportwaa  spoilt  bvdecoys  than  by  any- 
famg  he  Imew.  He  would  like  to  see 
eyeiy  decoy  there  done  away  with,  and 
hoped  the  Government  woidd  have  no 
merey  on  them.  His  experience  was 
fliat  they  caught  all  their  neighbours' 
dneka,  and  wrung  their  necks. 

Mb.  OAVENMSH  BENTINCK  said, 
he  was  in  hopes  that  some  hon.  Member 
bt  Hampshire  or  Dorsetshire,  where 
wild  Ibwl  most  abounded,  would  have 
risen  to  give  his  views  on  this  subject. 
If  the  ri^t  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman 
flie  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland  made 
an  ezouTsion  into  those  counties  he  would 
find  that  wild  fowl  added  considerably 
to  the  food  supply  of  the  country. 
["Question!'']  That  was  the  Question, 
m  if  Iboee  birds  were  taken  out  of  the 
allegory  of  game  they  would  sooner 
xttiher  tiian  later  be  all  destroyed.  The 
Lofds'  Amendment  was,  therefore,  most 
viae,  and  was  in  the  interests  of  the 
vhole  oommunity. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Oonseqnential  Amendment  proposed 
to  be  made  in  the  Bill,  to  insert  as  a 
Mparate  paragraph,  page  6,  line  43, 
Oeworda — 

"  The  word  game,  for  the  puipose  of  this  sub- 
Mtiaii,  means  hares,  rabbits,  pheasants,  par- 
tndgeib  qnailfl,  liindrails,  grouse,  woodcocks, 
ad  nipe.'*  ~^  (Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
JmC) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said 
nopoeed  Amendment,  after  the  word 
"means,"  to  insert  the  word  "  deer." — 
(FiMMMi^  FoUtitane,) 

Qneation  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'deer'  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  PABNELL  obiected  to  the  Mo- 
lioni  and  contended  that  it  was  an  un- 
isssonaUe  thing  to  protect  deer,  which 
wen  not,  so  fkr  as  he  was  aware,  pro- 
tseted  under  any  ordinary  Game  Act. 
Ihflse  ^tiiniAla  in  Ireland  did  not  range 
Ae  monntainonfl  country,  but  were,  or 


should  be,  kept  by  proprietors  in  en- 
closed deer  parks.  If  allowed  to  range 
beyond  those  parks  into  a  cultivated 
countnr,  deer  were  most  mischievous 
animals,  and  farmers  should  have  the 
right  to  destroy  them  as  an  unmitigated 
nuisance. 

Me.  HENEAGE  took  exception  to 
rabbits  being  included.  He  would  like 
to  know  by  what  statute  rabbits  were 
game? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabreb  Hebschell)  explained  that  the 
reason  for  rabbits  being  included  was 
in  order  to  preserve  the  concurrent  right 
that  the  landlord  and  tenant  possessed. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Consequential  Amendment  agreed  to. 

In  Hue  43,  after  ("  1880  ")  insert— 

"  And  the  provisions  of  the  Act  twenty- 
seventh  and  twenty-eighth  Victoria,  chapter 
sixty-seven,  shall  extend  where  such  rights  of 
shooting  and  taking  game  belongs  exclusively 
to  the  landlord  as  though  such  exclusive  right 
were  reserved  by  the  landlord  to  himself  by 
deed," 

— the  next  Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendments,  as  far  as  the  Amend- 
ment in  page  6,  line  27,  read  a  second 
time. 

Page  6,  line  1,  leave  out  (^'persis* 
tently"),  the  first  Amendment,  </i>- 
agreed  to. 

Lines  3  and  4,  after  (**  sub-section") 
insert — 

('*  During  the  continuance  of  a  statutory  term, 
all  mines  and  minerals,  coals,  and  coal  pits, 
quarries  of  limestone  and  other  stone  and  slate, 
gravel  and  sandpits,  woods  and  underwoods,  and 
all  bogs  and  bog  timber,  turbaries  for  cutting 
turf,  and  rights  of  turbary,  except  such  of  the 
said  rights  as  the  tenant,  under  the  contract  of 
tenancy  subsisting  immediately  before  the  com- 
mencement of  the  statutory  term,  was  lawfully 
entitled  to  exercise,  shall  bo  deemed  to  bo  ex- 
clusively reserved  to  the  landlord,") 

— the  next  Amendment. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment,  which  was 
founded  upon  a  misrepresentation  of  the 
law  which  governed  these  matters.  It 
was  superfluous,  and,  like  all  superflui- 
ties, was  mischievous.  All  these  things 
were  absolutely  the  landlord's  property, 
and  all  that  he  required  was  to  get  at 
them. 
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Motion  made,  and  QueBtion,  ''That 
this  House  doth  disagree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment," — {Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) — put,  and 
agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  page  6,  line  6,  after 
(**  liquors  ")  insert — 

(''Nothing  contained  in  this  section  shall 
prejudice  or  affect  any  ejectment  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent  institutea  by  a  landlord,  whether 
before  or  after  the  commencement  of  a  statutory 
term,  in  respect  of  rent  accrued  due  for  a  hola- 
ing  before  the  commencement  of  such  term,") 

— the  next  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Page  6,  line  8,  leave  out  ("conse- 
quent on  an  increase  of  rent  by  the  land- 
lord,") the  next  Amendment. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  moving  that 
the  House  disagree  with  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  there  was  no  very  important 
question  involved  in  it,  except  by  way 
of  reference ;  but  when  they  came  to  the 
proposed  modification  of  the  7th  clause 
a  substantial  issue  would  be  raised. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
(^Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  the  first  point  at  which  atten- 
tion could  be  drawn  to  an  important 
question  in  connection  with  the  power  of 
resumption  and  statutory  terms. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Page  6,  line  12,  after  ("estate")  in- 
sert C*  *  including  the  use  of  the  ground 
as  building  ground,")  the  next  Amend- 
ment, agreed  to. 

Page  6,  line  27,  leave  out  from  the 
word  "  as  "  to  the  word  "  prohibits,"  in 
line  33,  the  next  Amendment,  read  a 
second  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  unne- 
cessary to  ar^e  this  Amendment.  The 
provision  which  it  was  proposed  to  omit 
revived  the  whole  question  of  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  which  was  adopted 
upon  very  full  consideration  in  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  Government  would 
distinctly  adhere  to  the  increased  scale  of 
compensation  agreed  upon  in  the  Bill 
as  it  was  sent  to  the  other  House.  He 
moved  that  the  House  disagree  with  the 
AmendmeQt. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  pToposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  diBafi;ree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr,  Gladstone,) 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that,  while  op- 
posed to  the  Amendment,  he  believed 
the  old  scale  under  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
was  far  better  than  the  new  scale  for  the 
smaller  tenants  under  £10  valuation. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  hoped  the  House 
would  agree  to  the  Lords^  Amendment. 
The  new  scale  was  adopted  in  Commit- 
tee ;  but,  certainly,  no  ground  was  shown 
why  the  amount  of  compensation  should 
be  so  large  as  was  now  proposed.  Al- 
though, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  they  had  discussed  the  ques- 
tion at  considerable  leng^,  yet  he  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  ventured  to  think  that 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  had  aoted 
wisely  in  the  matter,  and  that  there  was 
not  sufficient  ground  for  disagreeing  to 
their  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  298 ;  Noes 
172:  Majority  121.  — (Div.  List,  No. 
367.) 

Amendments,  as  far  as  page  8,  line  16, 
read  a  second  time. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobnst  Gs- 
nebal  for  Ibelakd,  page  6,  line  87,  leave 
out  from  ("  land  '^)  to  ("  From  ")  in 
page  7,  line  27,  the  next  Amendment, 
disagreed  to. 

Page  8,  line  9,  after  ("  mill  "^  insert 
('' otherwise  suitable  to  the  holding  on 
which  it  is  erected,")  the  next  Amend- 
ment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mb.  J.  N.  RICHAEDSON  (who  spoke 
amidst  cries  of  ''Agreed!"^  said,  this 
Amendment  of  their  Lordships  had 
affected  a  great  number  of  tenants  in 
the  North  of  Ireland.  The  words  as  in- 
troduced by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  lie- 
land  in  Committee  protected  the  tenant 
fully,  but  the  words  in  the  Amendment 
made  in  <'  another  place  "  were  not  only 
imnecessary,  but  mischievous. 

Mb.  GIYAN  opposed  the  Amend* 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  ofre^d  to. 
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Fiftffe  8,  line  15^  leave  out  from  the 
■aooi^  word  ''landlord/'  to  the  word 
"may,"  in  line  17,  the  next  Amend- 
ment read  a  aeoond  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  moving  that 
the  House  disagree  with  the  Lords  in 
the  said  Amendment,  said,  the  Govern- 
ment ooold  not  agree  to  it.  [<'  Oh,  oh ! "] 
Well,  they  were  not  Ukely  to  be  brought 
to  aooept  Amendments  by  such  ex- 
piOMionB,  which  had  no  influence  what- 
ever. Tenant  and  landlord  were  not  in 
the  same  position,  and  thev  could  not 
open  the  Clourt  to  the  landlord  without 
qualification.  This  was  a  matter  on 
wluch  the  Opposition  were  very  desirous 
that  landlords  should  be  admitted  to  the 
Oonrty  and  the  Government  accordingly 
had  given  the  landlord  the  admission  into 
OoiiiTt  after  demanding  an  increase  of 
rent  from  the  tenant.  To  that  principle 
the  Oovemment  must  adhere,  and  per- 
manently adhere.  After  demanding  that 
inerease  of  rent  and  its  beine  re- 
fused, they  thought  there  should  be  an 
admission,  as  there  must  have  been  an 
attempt  to  settle  with  the  tenant  on  the 
part  A  the  landlord  before  invoking  the 
mtervention  of  the  Court.  That  was  a 
principle  that  was  founded  on  reason. 
They  did  not  see  why  ^e  same  rule 
■houd  not  be  ajiplied  to  the  landlord ; 
hnt^  at  the  same  time,  thev  would  sooner 
ehuge  the  order,  and  rather  than  agree 
to  the  omission  odP  the  words  they  would 
make  the  principle  applicable  to  the  ten- 
ant, and  compel  him  tuso  to  mi^eappli- 
sation  to  the  landlord  in  the  first  in- 
itanoe.  Li  no  kind  of  way  could  they 
be  induced  to  agree  to  leave  the  words 
out 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
(Jfr.  GMiiane.) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that  when  the 
Bin  was  first  introduced  the  Court  was 
only  open  to  one  of  the  parties,  and  that 
was  in»  tenant  That  was  so  abhorrent 
to  the  decency  and  common  sense  of  the 
Bouae,  that  at  once  and  very  early,  long 
bsftne  they  came  to  Olause  7,  the  Prime 
Minister  announced  that  the  Oourt  would 
he  thrown  open  to  the  landlord.  [Mr. 
GiiUieTOHB :  In  a  particular  mode.]  The 
Prime  Minister  stated  very  early  that 
he  would  indicate  the  way  in  which  it 
vonld  be  opened  when  they  came  to 
Obnse  7.    now  was  that  done,  and  how 
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was  it  done  now?  He  should  have 
thought  if  the  Courts  were  to  be  Courts 
of  Justice,  the  doors  should  be  open 
to  both  sides,  which  was  the  order  in 
all  the  Queen's  Courts  throughout  the 
world.  There  were  two  ways  by  which 
it  might  be  open  to  the  two  parties.  The 
proposition  miffht  have  said  that  either 
party,  landlord  or  tenant,  might  equally 
appeal  to  the  Court  to  fix  a  fair  rent. 
The  Prime  Minister  in  his  wisdom,  after 
consulting  with  his  Colleagues,  elected 
not  to  foUow  that  course,  but  preferred 
to  say  to  the  landlord — "  We  will  alter 
our  original  view,  and  allow  you 
into  Court ;  but  we  will  not  allow  you 
in  with  the  same  freedom  and  the  same 
absence  of  shackles  that  the  tenant  can 
enter  the  Court.  We  will  compel  you 
to  put  yourself  in  the  invidious  position 
of  demanding  a  rise  of  rent  before  you 
can  appeal  to  the  intervention  of  the 
Court,  and  then  you  will  come  before  the 
Court  in  the  somewhat  prejudiced  posi- 
tion of  a  man  who  has  not  been  satisfied 
with  the  existing  rent,  who  has  de- 
manded an  increase  at  such  a  figure  that 
the  tenant  has  been  bound  to  refuse  it." 
He  could  have  understood  that  mode  of 
argument  if  the  Prime  Minister  had 
gone  further,  and  said — ''I  will  make 
each  party  tell  his  story  before  going 
into  Court ; "  and  that  was  what  was  in- 
tended by  the  Amendment  proposed  in 
Committee  by  the  noble  Lord  tne  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill).  He  (Mr.  GKbson)  asked 
what  principle  of  justice  was  it  that 
actuated  them  in  preventing  equal 
measures  being  meted  out  to  landlord 
and  tenant,  and  not  compelling  the 
latter  before  going  into  Court  to  de- 
clare that  he  demanded  a  decrease  and 
that  the  landlord  refused  it  ?  He  thought 
it  was  extremely  advisable  that  the  ten- 
ant should  be  equally  compelled  with 
the  landlord  to  name  his  reduction.  He 
contended  that  each  party  should  go 
into  Court  unhampered,  and  if  it  was 
thought  desirable  to  curb  the  landlord, 
exactly  the  same  course  of  reasoning 
ought  to  apply  to  the  tenant  in  making 
his  claim  to  the  Court. 

TiiE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  there  was 
one  important  consideration  which  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Gibson)  did  not  seem  to  have  noticed. 
The  landlord  and  tenant  were  by  no 
means  in  an  equal  position,  altogether 
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irroBpective  of  the  Court.  ["  Oh,  oh  I  "1 
By  the  law  of  the  land  the  landlord  had 
the  inherent  power  of  inoreasing  his  rent, 
but  the  tenant  had  no  power  whatever  to 
reduce  it.  They  therefore  thought,  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  power  which  the  land- 
lord possessed,  that  it  was  only  right  that 
thisiuetinction  should  be  here  made.  The 
obvious  objection  to  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment was  that  the  two  parties — the  land- 
lord and  the  tenant — did  not  stand  in 
equal  positions  in  reference  the  one  to 
the  other.  A  further  reason  why  the 
Government  objected  to  the  striking  out 
of  the  words  '*  After  having  demanded 
from  such  tenant  an  increase  of  rent 
which  the  tenant  had  declined  to  accept," 
was  that  if  the  landlord  made  a  reason- 
able proposition,  the  tenant  would  have 
an  opportunity  to  close  with  it  and  get 
a  statutory  term  without  being  taken 
into  Court. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that,  in  the  same  way,  the  land- 
lord ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
accepting  a  proposed  decrease  without 
being  taken  into  Court  by  the  tenant. 
If  a  tenant  wanted  a  decrease,  let  him 
ffive  notice  to  his  landlord  of  the  amount 
he  sought,  so  that  the  landlord  might 
have  the  option  by  granting  it  and 
avoiding  the  Court.  The  tenant  might 
then,  by  an  amendment  of  the  clause, 
be  allowed  a  statutory  term.  He  would 
appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister  whether 
he  was  not  bound  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment in  consistency  with  what  he  had 
said  in  reference  to  an  Amendment  on 
this  subject  when  the  House  was  con- 
sidering the  Bill  in  Committee — namely, 
that  the  Government  were  anxious  that 
the  landlord  and  the  tenant  should 
have  every  encouragement  to  settle 
their  differences  out  of  Court  ?  It 
had  been  urged  against  the  Amend- 
ment that  the  Court  would  fix  the 
rules  which  should  be  observed  when 
the  parties  came  before  it.  But  there 
were  many  landlords  who  would  not  like 
to  run  the  risk  or  bear  the  expense  of 
going  into  Court.  Why,  therefore,  should 
not  the  like  rules  be  observed  without 
the  parties  going  into  Court,  thus  en- 
abling them  to  settle  their  differences 
without  its  intervention  ? 

Mk.  SYNAN  thought  the  Amendment 
an  unreasonable  one,  forcing  the  people 
to  go  into  Court  instead  of  keeping  them 
out  of  it.  The  landlord  had  the  remedy 
in  his  own  hands  if  he  desired  to  raise 

Th$  Solicitor  Omeralfor  Ireland 


his  rent,  and  need  not  go  into  Court. 
The  tenant,  however,  oomd  not  reduce 
his  rent,  and  ought  to  be  at  liberty  to 
appeal  to  the  Court  for  that  purpose. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  the  only  ad- 
vantage the  landlord  would  derive  from 
going  into  Court  would  be  to  show  a 
rent-roll  in  case  of  his  being  oblic^ed  to 
borrow  money,  and  it  was  absurd  that 
he  should  be  compelled  to  make  an 
unreasonable  demand  for  an  increase  of 
rent  to  entitle  him  to  go  to  the  Court 
for  so  reasonable  a  purpose. 

Mb.  H.  R.  brand  thought  the 
matter  would  admit  of  a  compromise. 
From  what  he  could  gather  m)m  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Ministeri  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  have  so  tnuch  objec- 
tion to  the  landlord  and  tenant  having 
an  eq  ual  right  to  go  to  the  Court ;  tiiere- 
fore,lie  would  suggest  an  Amendment 
to  the  Lords'  Amendment.  It  seemed 
to  him  what  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
wanted  to  prevent  was  the  forcing  on 
the  landlord  the  necessity  of  imposing 
upon  the  tenant  an  increase  of  rent  before 
going  to  the  Court ;  and  their  objeoty  on 
his  (Mr.  Brand's)  side  of  the  House,  was 
to  get  the  landlord  to  make  some  a^^ree- 
ment  with  his  tenant  without  driving 
him  to  the  absolute  necessity  of  going 
to  the  Court.  He  would  suegest,  in 
order  to  satisfy  both  parties,  me  inser- 
tion of  the  woras  **  after  failure  of  agree- 
ment between  landlord  and  tenant^'  in 
place  of  the  words  ''  demanded  an  in- 
crease of  rent."  Should  this  suggestion 
be  adopted,  the  parties  would  equally 
have  a  right  to  appeal  to  the  Coiurt  in 
the  event  of  private  negotiations  failing. 

Mr.  speaker  ruled  that  it  was  too 
late  to  make  the  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment,  unless  the  Motion  to  ''  dis- 
agree with  the  Lords"  were  with- 
drawn. 

SiK  R.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  Government 
would  allow  an  opportunity  to  be  given 
of  taking  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
the  suggestion  made.  There  were  many 
cases  where  a  landlord  did  not  wish  to 
increase  the  rental  of  his  tenant,  and 
where  the  rent  might  be  a  very  reason- 
able and  fair  one;  but  yet  where  the 
tenant  might  be  found  to  say — ''  I  will 
not  pay  tlus  rent  any  longer ;  I  will  only 
pay  the  Poor  Law  valuation."  Surely 
the  landlord  in  such  a  case,  the  difficult 
having  arisen  from  no  fault  of  his,  but 
from  uie  fact  of  the  teufunt  refasing  1o 
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paj,  where  he  thonffht  the  rent  a  fair 
one,  and  did  not  seek  to  raise  it,  ought 
to  be  able  to  go  to  the  Oourt  and  have 
the  question  settled  as  to  whether  the 
rent  was  or  was  not  a  reasonable  one. 

Sm  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE  said, 
he  thought  it  desirable  that  there  should 
be  a  compromise  upon  this  matter.  He, 
and  those  who  were  acting  with  him, 
oould  not  help  thinking  tnat  a  very 
strong  step  had  been  tuen  by  giving 
the  Court  power  to  regulate  Uie  deal- 
ings between  landlord  and  tenant.  This 
■t^  was  one  of  an  anomalous  and  pecu- 
liar character,  and  it  would,  no  doubt, 
encourage  a  great  deal  of  undesirable 
litigation.  Evei^one  must  feel  that  it 
would  be  vezy  desirable  if  Ihey  oould 
estabHsh  some  system  of  arbitration; 
but  matters  had  gone  beyond  that,  and, 
after  aU,  their  desire  must  be  to  preserve 
as  much  as  possible  the  right  of  free 
contract.  Two  suggestions  had  been 
made.  One  was  that  they  should  take 
away  the  necessity  which  the  Bill,  as  it 
stood,  imposed  upon  the  landlord,  and 
which  was  not  imposed  upon  the  tenant ; 
while  the  other  was  that  the  tenant 
should  be  rendered  subieot  to  a  limita- 
tion similar  to  that  which  was  put  upon 
the  landlord.  He  imderstood  that  the 
Oovemment  were  disposed  to  look  with 
more  favour  on  the  second  method  than 
on  the  first.  The  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  was,  in 
his  opinion,  well  worth  consideration. 
There  might  be  some  technical  difficulty 
in  the  way,  but  that  might  be  easily  got 
ad  of;  but  if  the  Government  could  not 
accede  to  that  suggestion,  he  might,  per- 
haps, be  allowed  to  suggest  that  it  would 
be  well  to  make  the  clause  read  as  fol- 
lows:— 

"  The  tenant  of  any  tenancy,  or  such  tenant 
ind  the  landlord  jointly,  or  the  landlord,  after 
m  the  case  of  the  landlord  having  demanded 
from  each  tenant  an  increase  of  rent  which  the 
tenant  has  declined  to  accept,  and  the  tenant, 
after  in  the  case  of  the  tenant  having  claimed 
a  redaction  of  rent  which  the  landloixl  had  de- 
clined to  accept,  may  from  time  to  time,"  &c. 

That  would  have  the  effect  of  putting 
the  landlord  and  tenant  on  a  similar 
Iboting;  and  he  thought,  though  he 
would  not  move  it,  that  the  suggestion 
was  likely  to  facilitate  a  settlement  of 

the  matter. 

Mb.  CABTWEIGHT  honed  that  some 
compromise  which  would  be  a^eeable 
to  ful  might  be  airived  at,  seeing  that 

YOL.  OCHiXIY.     InnuD  series.] 


there  was  little  difference  between  the 
opinion  on  one  side  of  the  House  and 
that  on  the  other  upon  the  subject.  It 
seemed  invidious  to  draw  such  a  distinc- 
tion between  landlord  and  tenant. 

Mb.  PARNELL  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  yield  any  more  to  the 
Conservative  Opposition  in  regard  to 
the  question  before  the  House.  The 
Government  had  already  done  a  great 
deal  in  extending  facilities  to  enable  the 
landlord  to  go  into  Court.  In  fact,  it 
was  one  of  the  great  blots  pointed  out 
when  the  measure  was  first  introduced ; 
but  the  Government  had  entirely  disre- 
garded the  views  of  those  who  thought 
that  the  landlord  should  ndt  have  special 
privileges.  They  were  now  asked  to  go 
further  in  an  atteinpt  to  permit  the 
landlord  to  go  into  Court  for  the  pur- 
pose, practically,  of  having  a  judicial 
stamp  ])ut  upon  the  present  rent,  and 
compelling  the  tenant  to  submit  to  the 
statutory  requirements  incidental  to  a 
judicial  tenancy,  many  of  which  were  of 
a  venr  disadvantageous  character.  It 
should  be  remembered  that,  under  or- 
dinary circumstances,  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  a  tenant  to  obtain  an  abate- 
ment of  rent,  without  a  surrender  of  the  in- 
terest in  his  holding,  the  protection  given 
by  the  7  th  clause  being  the  only  thing 
which  would  prevent  the  landlord  from 
absorbing  the  tencmt's  interest.  But 
the  landlord  was  in  no  fear  of  losing  his 
interest.     If  the  tenant  should  refuse  to 

Eay  his  rent,  the  landlord  could  reject 
im,  sell  his  interest  by  public  auction, 
and  distrain  upon  his  stock.  Both  par- 
ties ought,  in  his  (Mr.  Pamell's)  opi- 
nion, to  be  put  upon  an  equal  footing. 
The  positions  of  the  two  parties  were  not 
similar,  and  they  could  not  reason  by 
analogy  when  they  said  the  two  parties 
should  be  put  upon  the  same  footing. 
He  begged  the  House  to  remember  that, 
after  all,  the  landlord  was  in  a  different 
position  to  the  tenant,  and  he  had  any 
one  of  four  or  five  different  remedies, 
whereas  only  one  was  open  to  the  ten- 
ant ;  and  if  the  proposal  that  had  been 
made  were  agreed  to,  the  clause  would 
become  an  additional  engine  for  en- 
abling the  landlord  to  recover  his  rent, 
a  purpose  for  which  it  was  never  in- 
tended. Instead  of  settling  matters, 
many  landlords  would  take  advantage 
of  the  Amendment  to  drag  their  tenants 
wholesale  into  Court,  thus  subjecting 
the  tenants  to  expensive  lawsuits. 

3  A  IFirtt  Night.-} 
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Me.  GLADSTONE:  After  what  has 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Famell),  I  think  there  is  very  ^eat 
force  in  his  argument,  as  far  as  it  goes, 
as  to  the  difference  existing  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  two  parties.  But  I  am 
bound,  however,  to  say  that  there  is  a 
good  deal  of  truth  in  what  has  fallen  from 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud 
(Mr.  Brand) ;  and  if  I  am  able  to  do  so 
I  should  not  object  to  give  up  my  own 
point  and  re-open  the  matter  on  the 
basis  of  the  suggestion  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  understand  him  to  suggest, 
not  that  the  tenant  and  the  landlord 
should  be  nut  upon  the  same  footing, 
but  to  enable' the  landlord  to  obtain  an 
advantage  which  he  is  supposed  to  value 
highly,  and  which,  if  he  does  value,  we 
ought  not  to  grudge  to  him  if  we  can  give 
it  without  hardship  to  the  tenant — 
namely,  the  advantage  of  fixity.  The 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend  would  have 
this  effect — that  the  landlord  must  still 
make  an  endeavour  to  arrange  with  the 
tenant  out  of  Court.  That  is  a  matter 
to  which  we  adhere.  He  must  still 
make  that  endeavour;  but  he  mi^ht 
make  it  in  accordance  with  the  spirit 
of  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend ;  and, 
therefore,  so  far  as  that  point  goes,  I  am 
quite  ready  to  consider  the  words  pro- 
posed by  my  hon.  Friend.  I  am  afnud, 
however,  that  we  have  already  got  be- 
yond that  point.  I  am  willing  to  accede 
to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Motion,  if  it  be 
the  pleasure  of  the  House ;  but  I  am  en- 
tirely in  the  hands  of  the  House  with 
respect  to  the  matter,  and  if  the  Motion 
cannot  be  withdrawn  we  must  adhere  to 
our  determination  to  disagree  with  the 
Lords'  Amendment. 

Me.  speaker  :  It  is  richt  I  should 
explain  to  the  House  that  tne  Question 
now  before  it  is — **  That  this  House  doth 
disagree  with  The  Lords  in  the  said 
Amendment."  In  the  event  of  that 
Motion  being  pressed  to  a  division  and 
carried,  the  effect  would  be  to  restore 
the  words  struck  out  by  the  Lords ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  those  words  themselves 
would  be  open  to  amendment. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  :  Am  I  to  under- 
stand  that  after  disagreeing  with  the 
Lords'  Amendment  we  may  amend  our 
own  words  ? 

Me.  SPEAKER:  Yes;  the  Question 
now  is,  "That  this  House  doth  dis- 
agree with  The  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment." 


Me.  GOSOHEN  wished  to  know  if 
the  House  was  to  understand  that  the 
Government,  while  disagreeing  with 
the  Lords'  Amendment,  would  amend 
the  clause  in  the  manner  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Brand)?  If  that  were  so  he  should 
certainly  vote  with  the  Government; 
but,  in  the  first  instance,  he  wished 
clearly  to  understand  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intended  to  entertain  that 
proposal  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  shall  consider 
myself  in  exactly  the  same  position  if 
the  House  disagrees  with  tne  Lords' 
Amendment  as  that  in  which  I  would 
have  been  if  the  Motion  had  been  with- 
drawn. It  will  then  be  open  for  the 
House  to  amend  the  original  words  of 
the  clause. 

Me.  HEALY  wished  to  ask  a  question 
upon  a  point  of  Order.  The  Question 
was,  "That  this  House  doth  disagree 
with  The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." 
If  that  Question  were  carried,  what  Ques- 
tion would  then  be  before  the  House  ? 
The  Question  before  the  House  would 
have  been  decided ;  and  he  apprehended 
that  it  would  not  be  in  Order  for  any- 
body, after  the  Lords'  Amendment  had 
been  decided,  to  re-onen  it  a^ain.  Sub- 
ject to  the  ruling  of  the  SpeaKer,  he  de- 
nied that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  would  have  the  right, 
after  the  Lords'  Amendment  should 
have  been  decided  and  done  with,  to 
raise  any  other  question  until  the  next 
of  the  Lords'  Amendments  was  reached. 
He  asked  for  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker 
upon  the  point. 

Me.  SPEAKER:  The  words  of  the 
clause  kept  alive  by  disagreement  with 
the  Lords'  Amendment  will  then  be  open 
to  amendment. 

Question,  **  That  this  House  doth  dis- 
agree with  The  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment" put,  and  agreed  to;  said  words 
accordingly  restored  to  the  BiU. 

Me.  H.  R.  brand  said,  that  after 
the  word  **  accept,"  he  proposed  to  in- 
sert the  words — "or  wter  failure  of 
agreement  between  the  landlord  and 
tenant."  In  point  of  fact,  his  proposal 
was  to  leave  out  the  words—''  after  hav- 
ing demanded  from  such  tenant  an  in- 
crease of  rent,  which  the  tenant  has  de- 
clined to  accept,"  and  then  to  insert  the 
words — ''  or  fm;er  failure  of  agreement 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant," 
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Mb.  HEALT,  as  a  point  of  Order, 
ooniended  that  the  Ainendment  was 
ineg^olar.  The  words  proposed  to  be 
inserted  were  exactly  the  words  which 
had  just  been  refused  by  the  House. 
[CW#fo/"No!"l 

Mb.  FABNELli  desired  to  sa^  a  word 
on  the  point  of  Order.    He  wished  to 

Sut  it  to  the  Speaker  that  the  hon. 
[ember  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  was 
now  moving  precisely  the  same  Amend- 
ment as  that  which  the  House  had  just 
negatived — namely,  to  leave  out  from 
the  seoond  word  "  landlord "  to  the 
word  "may"  in  line  17.  That  was 
the  Amendment  already  disposed  of, 
and  the  hon.  Member  now  proposed  to 
move  it  again. 

Amendment  proDOsed  to  the  words  so 
restored  to  the  Bui,  in  page  8,  line  17, 
after  the  word  "  accept,*'  to  insert  the 
words  "or  after  failure  of  agreement 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant." — 
{Mr.  R.  R.  Brand.) 

Question  proposed, ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HE  ALY,  upon  the  point  of  Order, 
would  again  ask  Mr.  Speaker  whether 
these  words  could  be  inserted?  The 
House  were  engaged  in  considering  the 
Lords'  Amendments.  The  Amendment 
now  proposed  was  not  a  Lords'  Amend- 
ment TiiQ  Lords'  Amendment  had  been 
disagreed  to;  and  as  the  House  was 
engagedin  considering  the  Lords'  Amend- 
mento,  he  would  ask  the  Speaker  what 
the  insertion  of  these  words  had  to  do 
with  the  Lords'  Amendmente  ? 

Mb.  PABNELL  denied  that  the 
Amendment  had  any  reference  to  the 
words  of  the  Bill  which  had  been  kept 
alive  by  the  refusal  of  the  House  to 
agree  with  the  Lords'  Amendment.  The 
Lords'  Amendment  omitted  from  the 
dause  the  words  "after  having  de- 
manded from  such  tenant  an  increase  of 
rent  which  the  tenant  has  declined  to 
accept,"  and  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  did 
not  interfere  with  those  words  at  all.  It 
left  those  words  precisely  as  they  were, 
but  introduced  fresh  words  which  were 
not  affected  by  the  Lords'  Amendment. 
He  would  therefore  submit  that  they  did 
not  come  within  the  ruling  of  Mr. 
Breaker,  that  after  having  disagreed 
wiUi  an  Amendment  of  the  Lords,  it 
would  be  competent  for  the  House  to 
alter  the  words  of  the  clause  which  were 
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kept  alive  by  the  refusal  ~of  the  House 
to  agree  with  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  may  say  upon  the 
point  of  Order  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  that  the 
Amendment  is  proposed  in  the  form  of 
an  addition,  and  as  it  is  relevant  to  the 
subject-matter  sent  down  from  the  Lords, 
it  is  therefore  in  Order. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  if  he 
would  be  in  Order,  in  a  case  where  the 
House  disagreed  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment, in  moving  any  other  addition  to 
the  Bill,  as  it  left  the  House  of  Com- 
mons? Was  he  able  to  propose  any 
Amendment  of  the  Bill  as  it  was  sent 
up  to  the  House  of  Lords,  in  any  part 
which  had  been  omitted  by  the  Lords  ? 
There  were  many  instances  where  the 
Lords  had  amended  the  Bill  by  omitting 
certain  portions  of  it,  and  there  were 
several  cases  in  which  he  could  propose 
useful  Amendmente  to  the  Bill  as  it 
left  the  Commons.  He  wished,  there- 
fore, to  know  if  he  would  be  in  Order  in 
going  into  such  questions  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  cannot  decide  the 
point  imtil  I  have  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  Amendments  before  me. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  glad,  Sir, 
that  you  have  ruled  that  an  addition 
may  be  made  to  our  own  words  when 
we  have  determined  upon  restoring  such 
words  to  our  Bill  by  disagreeing  to  the 
Lords'  Amendment  to  them.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud  TMr. 
Brand)  has  moved  certain  words  wnich 
Her  Majesty's  Government  think  might 
be  more  clearly  expressed  than  they  are 
in  my  hon.  Friend's  Amendment  by 
another  Amendment  coming  in  exactly 
at  the  same  place  as  an  addition.  The 
words  we  would  propose  to  substitute  are 
these — "  or  after  having  otherwise  failed 
to  agree  with  the  tenant  as  to  what  is  a 
fair  rent."  That  would  let  in  other 
modes  of  procedure  between  the  landlord 
and  tenant  in  the  same  way  as  is  pro- 
posed by  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend ;  but  it  would  leave  the  matter 
more  clear. 

Mb.  H.  R.  brand  said,  he  was  quite 
ready  to  withdraw  his  Amendment  in 
favour  of  the  one  suggested  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  bound  to 
state,  before  the  Amendment  was  with- 
drawn, that  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  was  not 
at  all  the  proposal  he  had  understood 
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that  lion.  Gentleman  was  going  to  make 
and  had  annoonoed  to  the  House.  The 
inequality  which  was  indicated  to  exist 
between  the  landlord  and  tenant  was  that 
the  lan^ord  was  bound  to  formulate 
his  demand ;  and  when  the  question  was 
under  discussion,  the  hon.  Member 
intimated  his  intention  of  proposing,  im- 
mediately after  the  word  "after,"  in 
line  16,  to  introduce  the  words,  "the 
parties  have  failed  to  agree,"  or  some 
similar  words.  The  Amendment  now 
presented  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
even  as  presented  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  in  his  (Mr. 
Gibson's)  opinion,  made  no  substantial 
chan^,  good,  bad,  or  indifferent,  in  the 
Bill,  because  it  left  the  landlord  saddled 
with  the  special  and  exceptional  provi- 
sion of  having  to  go  into  Court  after 
having  demanded  from  the  tenant  an 
increased  rent,  which  the  tenant  had 
refused,  while  the  tenant  could  bring 
the  landlord  into  Court,  and  ask  the 
Court  to  measure  whatever  the  Court 
might  consider  to  be  a  fair  rent.  The 
sole  effect  the  present  Amendment  would 
have  was  that  it  would  anticipate 
another  Amendment,  which  the  GK>- 
yemment  had,  lower  down  on  the 
Paper,  referring  to  the  power  of  agree- 
ment between  the  parties.  The  words 
proposed  by  the  non.  Member  for 
Stroud  would  have,  practically,  no 
effect  whatever.  They  would  leave  the 
words  of  the  Bill  as  they  were;  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  would  look  at 
the  bottom  of  page  5  of  the  Amend- 
ments, he  would  see  that  ample  power 
had  been  given  by  the  Lords.  Indeed, 
the  fullest  possible  power  was  given  to  the 
two  parties,  at  the  instigation  of  either, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  an  agreement 
between  themselves.  The  Amendment 
suggested  by  the  Prime  Minister  would, 
he  thought,  still  leave  the  landlord  in 
an  unfair  position. 

Mb.  H.  E.  BBAND  hoped  he  would 
be  allowed  to  explain.  He  should  have 
been  glad  to  move  the  words  he  had 
suggested  after  the  word  "after,"  and 
to  cut  out  the  words  "  such  increase  of 
rent ;  "  but  he  was  informed  that,  as  a 
point  of  Order,  there  were  difficulties  in 
the  way ;  and,  therefore,  he  had  adopted 
the  course  he  had  taken,  and  had  sub- 
stituted other  words. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Amendment, 
XDj  view  is  that  the  words  w^uoh  we 


have  suffgested  are  identioalineffeotto 
those  wmch  I  have  sketched  out,  al- 
though in  form  they  are  slightly  diffe- 
rent. But  it  would  be  idle  to  move 
them  unless  they  would  be  received  by 
the  House. 

Question  proposed,  "That the  Amend- 
ment be,  by  leave,  withdrawn." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  objected  to  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  again  proposed,  to  amend 
the  Amendment  by  inserting,  after  the 
word  "  accept,"  in  line  17,  the  following 
words,  "  or  after  failure  of  agreement 
between  landlord  and  tenant." — {Mr. 
B.  R.  Brand.) 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  beg  to  move  to 
insert  after  "  accept,"  the  words,  "  or 
after  having  otherwise  failed  to  agree 
with  the  tenant  as  to  what  is  a  fair  rent." 
The  Amendment  is  entirely  to  the  same 
effect  as  that  which  was  moved  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr. 
Brand).  The  matter  is  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  House ;  and  if  ,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  form,  the  Amendment  can  be 
regularly  moved,  I  am  prepared  to 
move  it. 

Mb.  SPEAKBB:  It  is  proposed  to 
amend  the  Amendment  by  inserting 
after  the  word  "  accept"  the  following 
words,  "or  after  having  otherwise  failed 
to  agree  with  the  tenant  as  to  what  is  a 
fair  rent." 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had  him- 
self pointed  out  that  these  words  were 
identical  with  those  which  had  just  been 
rejected  by  the  House  ;  and  he  would 
therefore  respectfully  ask  whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  it  was  competent  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  move  them. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  words,  "  or 
after  failure  of  agreement  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant,"  were  substantially 
the  same  as  the  woids,  "  or  after  having 
otherwise  failed  to  agree  with  the  ten- 
ant as  to  what  is  a  fair  rent."  Both 
Amendments  meant  precisely  the  same 
thing ;  and  he  would  ask  whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  second  Amend- 
ment could  be  moved  ? 

Mb.  HEALY  wished  to  be  allowed  to 
say,  on  the  point  of  Order,  that  when  an 
Irish  Member  in  Committee  proposed  an 
Amendment  similar  in  i^int|  aithoo^ 
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not  in  general  details,  with  another 
Amendment  which  had  been  previouslj 
moYedy  he  was  always  shut  out  from 
moving  it.  He  would,  therefore,  put  it 
to  the  Speaker  whether,  as  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister  was  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand),  ho 
was  not  similarly  irregular  now  in  moY- 
me  itr 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  said,  he  also 
deeired  to  say  a  word  on  the  point  of 
Order.  There  could  be  no  question  that 
the  present  Amendment  was  the  same  as 
the  last,  because  the  Prime  Minister 
distinctly  moved  it  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  identicaL  He  would,  therefore, 
ask  Mr.  Speaker  if  it  were  possible  to 
put  an  Amendment  which  had  been  de- 
dared  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  GFentleman  who 
mored  it  to  be  identical  with  one  which 
had  just  been  negatived  ? 

Mb.  T.  D.  Sullivan  said,  he  did 
not  see  what  use  there  was  in  continu- 
ing the  discussion  after  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  admitted  that  the  Amendment 
was  substantially  the  same  as  that  which 
had  just  been  negatived.  Personally, 
he  could  not  see  that  the  Amendment 
was  of  any  use  at  all.  The  clause 
said — 

"  If  the  tenant,  or  ithe  landlord  and  tenant 
jointly,  or  the  landlord,  after  having  demanded 
■n  inoreaM  of  rent  which  the  tenant  declined 
toteoept" 

Surely,  that  was  a  failure  of  agreement, 
and  it  was  enough  to  have  it  inserted  in 
the  clause  once,  without  submitting  a 
ftirCher  Amendment  on  the  same  point, 
and  calling  upon  the  House  to  negative 
it  twice  over. 

Mb.  T.  COLLINS  said,  the  Speaker 
bad  already  proposed  the  Question ;  and 
having  been  proposed,  hon.  Members 
were  out  of  Order  in  objecting  to  it. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  am  bound  to  say 
tliatt  on  comparing  the  two  Amendments, 
they  appear  to  me  to  be  substantially 
the  same.  Therefore,  I  do  not  think 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleiman  can  be  put. 

Sot  8TAFF0ED  NOETHCOTE:  I 
am  placed  in  a  position  of  considerable 
diiBoulty  by  the  proceeding  which  has 
JQst  taken  place.  I  do  not  wish  to  use 
unpleasant  lanffuaee  on  the  subject; 
but  I  do  not  uiink  that  I  have  been 
baldly  fiurlr  treated.  I  rise  now  to  ask 
if  I  shall  be  in  Order  in  moving  the 
I  whiflh  I  read  to  the  House 
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just  now,  as  a  suggestion,  seeing  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  has  been  shut  out  ? 
Of  course,  I  cannot  move  the  first  words 
of  the  Amendment  I  proposed  to  submit, 
because  they  come  in  at  the  beginning 
of  the  words  which  have  been  restored  ; 
but  I  would  propose,  at  the  end  of  the 
Amendment,  after  the  word  ^'  accept," 
to  add  these  words — 

'I  And  in  the  case  of  the  tenant  having 
claimed  a  redaction  of  rent,  which  the  land- 
lord has  declined  to  concede." 

That  would,  as  nearly  as  possible,  put 
the  two  parties  on  an  equality.  In  the 
case  of  the  landlord,  he  must  first  have 
demanded  an  increase  of  rent,  which  the 
tenant  has  declined  to  accept ;  and  then, 
in  the  corresponding  case  of  the  tenant, 
he  must  have  claimed  a  reduction  of 
rent,  which  the  landlord  declined  to 
concede. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  wished  to  say 
a  word  upon  a  point  of  Order  [Cries  of 
**  Order !  "]  It  might  be  ruled  that  he 
was  too  late  if  he  rose  after  the  Ques- 
tion was  put.  He  desired  respectfully 
to  say  that  if  he  had  correctly  heard  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote),  they  were  very  much  the 
same  as  the  Amendment  they  had  al- 
ready dealt  with,  only  more  so. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  wished  to  ask  a 
question — namely,  whether  the  Amend- 
ment was  in  Order,  as  it  dealt  with  a 
tenant's  application,  which  was  not 
touched  by  the  Lords'  Amendment  ? 
The  first  part  of  the  clause  only  related 
to  the  tenant's  application,  and  it  had 
not  been  made  a  matter  of  dispute  either 
there  or  in  the  House  of  Lords.  Hav- 
ing passed  that  part  of  the  clause,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  proposed  to 
go  back  and  further  to  deal  with  the 
right  of  the  tenant  to  make  the  applica- 
tion. The  Lords  had  not  touched  that 
matter  at  all ;  and  he  would  ask,  as  a 
point  of  Order,  whether  they  could  go 
back  upon  the  question  now  and  impose 
a  new  restriction  and  qualification  on 
the  tenant's  application  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  It  appears  to  me 
that  there  is  no  objection  to  my  putting 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  observations  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  raise  mat- 
ters of  argument  which  are  for  the  de- 
termination of  the  House.     I  see  no 
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c founds  for  proposing  not  to  pat  the 

Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  words  so 
restored  to  the  Bill,  in  page  8,  line  17, 
after  the  word  "  accept,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

<<And  in  the  case  of  the  tenant  having 
clumed  a  reduction  of  rent,  which  the  landlord 
has  declined  to  concede." — {Sir  Stafford  Norths 
cote.) 

'  Question  proposed,  *  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER:  I  think  this 
proposal  is  a  decidedly  different  one 
from  that  which  was  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand), 
and  it  seems  to  me  to  be  much  more 
objectionable.  As  we  were  unable  to 
entertain  the  first  proposal,  I  do  not 
see  how  we  can  entertain  this.  It  lays 
down  the  principle  that  the  tenant 
should  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as 
the  landlord  in  regard  to  going  into 
Court.  I  will  not  repeat  the  ar^ments 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Fnend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that  the 
tenant  and  the  landlord  are  not  in  the 
same  position ;  but  I  may  say  that  the 
effect  of  adopting  this  Amendment 
would  be  to  quaufy  the  action  and 
power  of  the  tenant  to  go  into  the  Court, 
which  we  have  already  declined  to  do. 
My  objection  to  the  Amendment  is  this 
— I  do  not  think  we  can  practically  look 
upon  the  landlord  and  the  tenant  as  being 
on  the  same  footing  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind.  Take  the  case  of  a  large  number 
of  small  cottier  tenants.  The  landlord 
knows  precisely  what  rent  he  ought  to 
get,  if  he  knows  his  business ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  small  cottier  has  an 
idea  of  his  own  that  he  ou^ht  to  have  a 
lower  rent.  As  a  matter  of  form,  we 
think  it  would  be  unwise  to  make  him 
state  the  exact  figure  he  thinks  he  ought 
to  pay.  If  we  were  to  do  that,  the  pro- 
bability would  be  that  we  should  drive 
these  small  tenants  into  making  extra- 
vagant demands,  and  they  would  get 
assistance  from  people  altos^ether  out- 
side as  to  the  nature  of  the  demand 
they  ought  to  make. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  that 
many  hon.  Members  felt  a  difficulty  in 
applying  their  minds  to  the  considera- 
tion of  this  Amendment.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords  affected  the  landlord ; 
whereas  the  present  Amendment  affected 
the  tenant.    The  Amendment  sent  down 


from  the  other  House  said  nothing  at 
all  about  the  tenant ;  whereas  the  pre- 
sent Amendment  dealt  entirely  with  the 
tenant. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
who  proposed  to  submit  an  Amendment 
in  the  shape  of  a  compromise  if  it  were 
possible ;  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  sug- 
gested that  it  might  be  more  acceptable 
if  the  landlord  and  the  tenant  were  put 
on  the  same  footing.  It  was  in  conse- 
quence of  that  suggestion  that  Ms  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  H. 
B.  Brand)  had  endeavoured  to  find  a 
solution  which  would  be  satisfeustory  to 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  to  the 
Lords  as  well  as  to  the  Commons.  What 
had  happened  since  appeared  to  be  this 
— ^In  the  first  place,  there  was  a  misun- 
derstanding as  to  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment.  Some  hon.  Members  ob- 
jected to  the  withdrawal  of  the  Amend- 
ment, notwithstanding  that  the  Prime 
Minister  announced  his  intention,  if  it 
were  withdrawn,  of  submitting  another 
Amendment  identical  in  substance.  It 
wasjnext  understood  that,  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  not  withdrawn,  no  other 
Amendment  to  the  same  effect  could  be 
moved.  The  question  was  asked  that 
the  Amendment  should  be  withdrawn ; 
but  the  Amendment  had  been  moved, 
and  could  not  be  withdrawn  without  die 
consent  of  the  House.  The  House  re- 
fused to  allow  the  Amendment  to  be 
withdrawn,  and  the  Amendment  was 
accordingly  negatived.  It  was  then 
found  impossible  to  move  the  words 
which  had  been  offered  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  substitution  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stroud ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  ad- 
mitted that  his  hon.  Friend,  and  the 
Government,  and  the  House,  had  been 
placed  in  a  difficult  position  by  what 
had  occurred.  If  the  Government  did 
not  see  their  way  to  accept  the  proposal 
now  submitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  which  affected 
the  tenant,  perhaps  they  would  be  able 
to  suggest  some  other  means  by  whidi 
effect  might  be  ^ven  to  the  proposal 
they  had  originiuly  made,  in  order  to 

S've  effect  to  the  views  of  the  hon. 
ember  for  Stroud. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  As  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
method  that  remains  open  to   me  of 
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iTing  effect  to  the  proposal  of  my  hon. 

riend  behind  me  (Bur.  Brandt  or  I 
would  willingly  ayau  myself  of  it.  I 
am  not  aware  that  any  method  is  now 
open  to  me  of  giving  effect  to  the  sug- 
sestion  of  my  hon.  Fnend  to  enable  the 
&ndlord  to  obtain  the  fixity  of  rent 
which  he  supposes  to  be  a  real  benefit 
to  him,  without  the  preliminary  of  pro- 
posing any  increase  of  rent.  There  were 
two  difficxilties.  Although  I  should  have 
preferred  putting  this  burden  on  the 
tenant  in  uie  way  proposed  by  the  Bill 
to  the  method  proposed  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  I  never  stated  that  it  would 
take  the  form  of  an  enactment  that 
would  be  acceptable  to  the  Government. 
I  only  maintained  that  it  was  less  objec- 
tionable than  the  Amendment  which  had 
actually  been  made.  But  there  is  an- 
other objection,  in  which  I  see  very 
ffreat  force— namely,  the  objection  stated 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  the  present 
Amendment  does  not  attain  the  very 
great  object  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  West 
Lancashire  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Gross) — 
namely,  the  enabling  of  the  landlord  to 
obtain  fixity,  without  goin^^  through 
^e  preliminary  of  demanding  an  in- 
crease of  rent.  That  was  the  principal 
inducement,  and  the  only  inducement 
to  me,  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  because  it  was  one  of  those 
happy  suggestions  which  offer  a  boon 
and  an  advantage  to  the  landlord,  with- 
out imposing  the  smallest  burden  upon 
the  tenant.  To  the  jpresent  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
we  could  not  agree.  I  hope,  however, 
that  it  m^  be  in  the  power  of  the 
House  of  Lords  to  vary  the  clause  as 
suggested,  by  opening  the  door  which 
is  now  closed. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  had  never 
listened  to  a  more  extraordinary  state- 
ment than  that  which  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  just  made— namely,  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Brand)  offered  a  boon  and  ad- 
vantage to  the  landlord,  without  giving 
a  corresponding  disadvantage  to  the 
tenant.  How  could  a  favour  be  be- 
stowed on  the  landlord  without  being 
taken  from  the  tenant  ?  Was  it  no  dis- 
advantage to  the  tenant  that  the  land- 
lord diould  be  able  to  force  him,  by 
means  of  a  bogus  arrangement,  into  the 
Ooort?  Those  words  were  certainly  ger* 


mane  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member,  because,  after  the  failure  of  an 
agreement  between  the  landlord  and 
tenant,  the  landlord  would  be  able  to 
make  an  impracticable  proposal  to  the 
tenant,  which  would  drive  the  unfortu- 
nate wretch  into  Court.  And  that,  they 
were  told,  was  an  undoubted  boon  to 
the  landlord,  without  being  any  disad- 
vantage to  the  tenant.  \^Laught9r,']  An 
hon.  Member  opposite  laughed  ;  but 
probably  hon.  Members  who  sat  on 
that  (the  Home  Rule)  side  of  the  House 
had  as  much  influence  and  power  as  the 
hon.  Member  in  getting  these  things 
settled  for  the  tenant.  And  perhaps 
they  had  succeeded  to  some  slight  ex- 
tent. The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (]^.  FameU)  might  have  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people  of  Ireland  or  he 
might  not ;  at  all  events,  the  Govern- 
ment had  not.  He  wished  to  inform  the 
Government  t^afc,  if  proposals  like  this 
were  accepted  by  them,  Irish  Members 
would  hold  their  minds  in  a  state  of 
balance.  He  had  given  the  Bill  the 
closest  and  most  conscientious  attention 
possible,  and  what  he  should  do  when 
it  came  on  for  further  consideration  in 
Ireland  with  regard  to  its  acceptance 
would  depend  a  great  deal  on  the  work- 
ing of  the  7th  clause.  So  important  did 
he  regard  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Brand)  that, 
if  it  was  accepted  by  the  Lords  and  sent 
down  to  tliat  House,  where  it  was  ac- 
cepted by  the  Government,  his  advice 
to  the  tenants  would  be  to  fight  it  out 
on  Land  League  principles,  and  make 
the  landlords  skip. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dividdd  :  —  Ayes  168; 
Noes  279  :  Majority  111.— (Div.  List, 
No.  368.) 

Fage  8,  line  20,  leave  out  from  the 
word  ''Farties"  to  the  second  word 
''and,"  in  line  21,  the  next  Amendment, 
read  a  second  time. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  The  House  will 
remember  that  this  Amendment  was 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Charles  Eussell).  It 
did  not  form  part  of  the  original  pro- 
posal of  the  Government,  but  it  was 
accepted  by  them,  not  as  altering  in  any 
way  the  substance  and  effect  of  the 
dause,  but  as  meeting  the  desire  of  a 
great  body  of  opinion,  especially  of  Irish 
IFirtt  Night.'] 
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Members  in  the  House,  and  likewise  as 
conveyinj^  a  certain  assurance  to  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  The 
words  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  were 
— '*  And  having  regard  to  the  interests 
of  the  landlord  and  the  tenant  respec- 
tively. ' '  These  words  having  been  struck 
out,  I  am  compelled  to  look  at  them  in 
conjunction  with  other  changes  which 
have  been  made  in  this  clause  dealing 
with  the  question  of  rent,  and  which,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  gives  to  the  present 
Amendment  an  importance  and  cha- 
racter, as  it  now  stands  in  conjunction 
with  other  Amendments,  such  as  it  did 
not  bear  when  imder  discussion  amongst 
ourselves.  For  the  sake  of  illustration, 
I  will  refer  to  an  Amendment  which  I 
have  particularly  in  view,  and  which  I 
think  extremely  objectionable,  and  in- 
admissible on  the  part  of  the  House. 
In  page  7  of  the  Lords'  Amendments 
as  printed,  in  sub-section  9,  these  words 
occur — 

"  The  rent  of  a  holding  shaU  not  be  redaced 
in  any  proceeding  under  this  Act  on  accoant  of 
any  money  or  moneys'  worth  paid  or  given  by 
the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in  title  otherwise 
than  to  the  landlord,  on  coming  into  the  hold- 
ing." 

It  is  quite  evident  that  these  words  have 
the  most  natural  bearing  on  the  words 
now  immediately  before  us;  and,  viewing 
the  very  objectionable  character  of  the 
words,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  I  must  move  to  disagree  with  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr. 
Gladstone.) 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHOOTE: 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  con- 
fined his  remarks  to  the  particular  words 
now  in  question);  but  he  has  connected 
them  with  the  general  Amendments  which 
have  been  made  by  the  House  of  Lords 
in  the  7th  clause,  and  has  specially 
pointed  to  the  definition  which  was  made 
in  the  form  of  the  sub- section  to  which 
he  has  called  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Well,  under  these  circumstances,  it  is 
obvious  that  we  are  engaged  in  a  really 
serious  discussion,  and  one  which  touches 
very  closely  the  most  delicate  and  the 
most  important  points  of  the  oontro- 
Tersy  which  may  still  have  to  be  waged 
upon  thie  Bill.    Sir,  I  am  reluctant  to 

Mr.  Gladstone 


trouble  the  House  with  anything  like  a 
general  discussion  —  which  I  might 
almost  do  after  the  words  which  have 
been  spoken— on  this  important  prin- 
ciple, tne  question  of  fair  rent.  I  wiU 
abstain  from  doinff  so,  and  I  wUI  only 
make  use  of  very  few  words  in  order  to 
explain  my  own  view  as  to  the  position 
of  the  House  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ments touching  fair  rents.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  of  this — that  there  has  been 
continually  brought  before  the  attention 
of  Parliament  a  complaint  which  has 
been  made  by  the  Irish  tenant,  to  the 
effect  that  the  raising  of  rent  may  eati 
up  the  tenant's  interest;  and,  on  the 
oUier  hand,  there  is  the  danger  to  b^ 
guarded  against,  that  the  tenant's  inte- 
rest may  eat  up  the  rent,  and  it  is  very 
difficult  indeed  to  arrive  at  a  proper  oon- 
olusion  with  regard  to  the  principle  upon 
which  fair  rent  is  to  be  assessed,  so  tnat 
it  shall  be  free  from  danger  on  either  of 
these  two  sides.  Now,  the  first  proposal 
of  the  Government  was  that  there  should 
be  given  in  the  clause  which  relates  to 
fair  rent  some  rather  minute  directions 
to  the  Oourt  as  to  the  principle  upon 
which  they  are  to  assess  the  mir  rent ; 
and  the  definition  which  was  to  be  given 
of  the  interest  of  the  tenant,  and  which 
was  to  be  taken  into  account  when  the 
fair  rent  was  fixed,  was  considered  to  be 
a  very  complicated  subject — a  subject  of 
a  ^eat  deal  of  discussion  and  dispute. 
At  length  we  seemed  to  come  to  this  con- 
clusion— that  it  would  be  better  not  to 
encumber  the  Court  with  directions  of 
this  kind,  but  to  omit  them,  and  leave  it 
to  the  Oourt  itself  to  decide  what  would 
be  a  fair  rent  between  the  two  parties. 
I  must  say,  when  that  was  proposed, 
many  of  us  thought  it  would  be  the 
best  and  most  satisfactory  solution; 
and  so  far  was  I  influenced  by  this 
consideration  that  I  abstained  from 
moving  Amendments  I  had  given  No- 
tice of,  intending  to  Rive  a  reason- 
able definition,  as  we  thought,  of  fair 
rent  and  of  the  tenant's  interest  as  af- 
fecting fair  rent,  and  which  was  sub- 
stantially taken*  from  the  late  Mr.^utt's 
attempted  legislation.  However,  we 
withdrew  all  that,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  0. 
Eussell)  subsequently  came  forward  and 
said — "Tou  must  put  in  the  words 
'  having  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
landlomandtenantrespeotively."'  Now, 
that  does  give  a  direction  to  the  Coozt 
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to  Bome  extent,  and  it  reviTOB  the  neces- 
aity  for  aoxne  sort  of  understanding, 
wme  kind  of  direotion  which  may  pre- 
Tent  a  miflconoeption  as  to  the  intention 
of  Parliament.  Undoubtedly,  the  words 
whidi  are  inserted  in  the  9th  sub-section, 
as  it  has  been  drawn,  would  very  ma- 
terially mitigate  the  difficulties  which 
still  may  arise.  I  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  general  way  in  which 
the  &ir  rent  and  me  tenant's  interest 
bear  the  one  upon  the  other.  We  are 
constantly  being  told  that  the  rent  does 
not  interfere  with  the  tenant's  interest, 
and  that  the  tenant's  interest  does  not 
interfere  with  the  rent.  That  is  not  and 
cannot  always  be  the  case.  A  man  is 
prepared  to  take  a  farm,  but  before  he 
takes  it  he  wishes  to  know  two  things ; 
he  wishes  to  know  what  charge  he  is  to 
pay  on  coming  into  possession,  and  what 
the  rent  will  be  which  he  will  have  to 
pay  in  the  oourse  of  his  tenancy.  It  is, 
m  fiactf  very  much  like  the  question  a 
man  asks  himself  when  he  is  going  to 
take  a  house,  say  in  London,  where  he 
has  to  pay  a  certain  premium  for  enter- 
ing into  possession,  and  where  he  has 
arorwardls  to  pay  a  certain  annual  rent 
charge.  If  the  rent  charge  is  to  be 
heaYji  he,  of  course,  expects  to  pay  a 
lower  premium ;  and  if  the  premium  is 
high  he  expects  a  lower  rent.  In  the 
case  I  am  supposing  in  London,  a  fine 
is  paid  to  the  landlord  as  well  as  the 
rant;  but  in  Ireland  the  fine  is  not  paid 
to  the  landlord,  but  to  the  outgoing  ten- 
ant, and  the  rent  to  the  landlord,  and 
the  question  is,  whether  the  fine  is  to 
eat  up  the  rent,  or  the  rent  is  to  eat  up 
the  mie.  Suppose  a  man  has  arrived  at 
the  oondusion  that  he  can  afford  to  ^ay 
five  years'  rent  for  the  purpose  of  coming 
into  a  holding — for  the  purpose  of  buy- 
ing up  the  mterest  of  his  predecessor. 
Supposing  he  is  prepared  to  pay  £260  to 
come  in  at  a  rent  of  £50  a-year.  Those 
who  comj^lain  of  the  rent  eating  up  the 
tenant's  interest  will  say  that,  auer  a 
time,  the  landlord  may  come  forward 
and  Bay — "  I  am  not  satisfied  with  this 
£50  a-year;  I  must  have  £60."  The 
tenant  would  say — "  I  cannot  afford  to 

riy  £60  a-year,  because  of  the  amount 
had  to  pay  to  come  in ;  if  I  have  to  pay 
you  £60,  I  should  have  paid  less  than 
£250  to  the  outgoing  tenant."  In  this 
way  there  is  supposed  to  be  a  danger  of 
the  rant  eatinjg^  up  the  tenant's  interest. 
Wdly  pcedae^  tne  converse  will  take 
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place  if  the  outgoing  tenant,  who  is  now 
to  be  allowed  to  sell  his  interest  for  the 
best  price  he  can  get,  says — *'  You  must 
give  me  not  £250,  but  £300."  In  that 
case  the  tenant  would  be  obliged  to  say 
to  the  landlord — **  I  cannot  give  you  the 
full  rent  of  £50  a-year ;  I  must  pay  you 
a  less  sum."  In  this  way  the  raising  of 
the  charge  on  the  tenant's  interest  would 
fall,  and  fall  entirely,  on  the  rent  of  the 
landlord.  As  to  the  proposal  which  has 
been  made  in  connection  with  the  words 
we  are  now  considering,  it  is  a  proposal, 
as  I  understand  it,  which  is  intended  to 
have  this  effect.  It  is  to  say  that  when 
the  rent  of  the  holding  is  about  to  be 
settled — is  about  to  be  either  increased 
or  reduced  by  the  Court — it  shall  not  be 
reduced  in  respect  of  any  money  that 
may  be  paid  by  the  tenant  on  his  coming 
into  the  holding.  It  is  not  intended,  as 
I  imderstand  it,  to  apply  to  past  trans- 
actions ;  for  instance,  it  is  not  intended 
to  affect  the  Ulster  Custom  or  the  cases 
in  which  a  certain  sum  has  been  paid 
before  the  passing  of  this  Act  by  the 
predecessor  of  the  tenant  who  is  now  in 
possession.  But  I  understand  it  to  apply 
to  future  cases,  to  those  who  may  come 
in  under  this  Bill,  and  may  be  induced, 
by  the  advantages  and  facilities  offered 
to  them,  to  sell  their  interest  to  the  in- 
coming tenant  at  a  high  price.  The 
incoming  tenant  purchasing  at  this  high 
price,  as  he  is  encouraged  to  do,  will  say — 
'*  I  have  had  to  pay  so  much  for  my  pre- 
decessor's interest  in  the  holding  that  I 
cannot  afford  to  pay  you  (the  landlord) 
the  rent  which  you  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  receiving,  and  which,  if  it  had 
not  been  for  this  high  price,  I  should 
have  been  prepared  to  give."  The  in- 
tention of  the  House  of  Lords,  as  I  un- 
derstand the  Amendment,  is  that  the 
Icmdlord  ought  to  be  protected  against 
a  proceeding  of  that  kind,  and  I  must 
say  I  think  it  a  very  reasonable  pro- 
posal. I  am  told  that  the  words  of  this 
Clause  9  go  rather  further  than  I  have 
described.  If  that  is  so,  it  would  be 
very  easy  to  alter  it ;  but  we  have  not 
come  to  that  yet.  At  the  present  time 
we  have  to  bear  in  mind  that  we  are, 
going  too  far  or  not  far  enough  in  the 
words  which  have  been  stru(£  out  by 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  which  were  put 
in  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk.  If  you  trust  the 
Court,  if  you  think  it  competent  to  deal 
with  these  delicate  matters,  why  not 
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leave  it  alone  to  exercise  its  functions 
— why  not  allow  it  to  deal  with  these 
cases  as  they  arise  on  general  principles 
of  equity,  such  as  would  guide  any 
Court?  If,  on  the  other  hand,  you 
think  it  necessary  to  give  instructions, 
give  them  in  such  a  way  that  we  can  all 
agree  to  them.  What  seems  to  be  the 
facts  of  the  case  are  these.  The  Govern- 
ment thought  it  would  not  be  right  to  give 
any  guidance  to  the  Court;  but  wben 
they  came  to  turn  their  hand  to  it  they 
were  obliged  to  abandon  their  first  idea* 
Then  came  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  and  said — ''This  will  not 
do.  You  must  insert  words  which  were 
not  a  part  of  your  original  proposal, 
and  which  are  inconsistent  with  your 
original  proposal.  You  must  strike  out 
the  direction  in  your  draft  of  the  Bill." 
He  comes  forward  and  introduces  these 
words — **  Having  regard  to  the  interests 
of  the  landlord  and  tenant  respectively;  " 
and  the  House  of  Lords  strikes  them  out 
as  being  inconsistent  with  the  original 
intentions  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CHAELES  EU8SELL  hoped  the 
House  would  not  desire,  at  that  stage  of 
the  Bill,  to  go  over  again  that  long  dis- 
cussion which  they  had  had  on  this  mat- 
ter in  Committee.  Unless  compelled  to 
do  so,  he  should  decline  to  go  into  the 
general  reasons  in  favour  of  the  insertion 
of  these  words.  He  desired  to  point  out  to 
the  House  that,  apart  from  the  intrinsic 
merits  of  the  words  of  the  clause  as 
it  left  that  House,  they  had,  from  other 
circumstances,  acquired  an  importance 
amongst  those  people  for  whom  the  Bill 
was  intended.  The  special  circumstances 
were  these — In  the  Bill  as  originally 
drawn  by  the  Government  there  were 
inserted  words  giving  a  direction  to  the 
Court  that  in  fixing  a  fai^  rent  it  should 
have  regard  to  the  tenanrs  interest.  It 
was  quite  true  that  afterwards,  finding 
the  precise  definition  or  guide  as  to  fix- 
ing the  fair  rent  would  not  work  and 
was  not  practicable,  the  Government 
were  inclined  to  strike  out  the  words, 
and  leave  the  matter  entirely  at  large. 
But  they  were  met  with  this  difficulty — 
that  they  had  themselves  first  suggested 
this  regard  to  the  tenant's  interest.  They 
were  nirther  embarrassed,  as  a  great 
many  hon.  Members  in  the  House  knew, 
by  tiiie  testimony  which  reached  them 
from  all  quarters  representing  Irish  opi- 
nion on  the  matter.  They  found  that 
this  reference  to  the  interest  of  the  ten- 

Bir  Stafford  NorthcoU 


ant  was  considered  of  great — nay,  of 
vital — importance  to  the  interests  of  the 
tenant.  Finally,  after  a  discussion  in 
the  House,  the  words  as  they  now  stood 
in  the  Bill  were  accepted,  and  accepted 
by  a  very  large  majority ;  and  he  well 
recollected  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  in  dis- 
cussing this  matter,  was  good  enough  to 
say,  in  referring  to  his  (Mr.  Eussell's) 
Amendment,  that  he  noted  it,  and  was 
glad  to  recognize  it  as  a  proof  of  ad- 
vanced opinion  in  the  House  on  this 
matter.  After  a  great  deal  of  discussion, 
the  words  were  inserted  in  the  BiU,  and 
the  measure  left  the  House  with  these 
words  in  it.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Bussell) 
wished  to  state  what  the  effect  on  the 
public  mind  would  be  if  the  Lords' 
Amendment  were  agreed  to.  No  one 
had  yet  pointed  out,  either  in  that  House 
or  the  other,  how  the  original  words  ac- 
cepted by  the  Committee  could  work  in- 
juriously to  the  interests  of  the  landlord. 
He  had  read  everything  which  had  been 
said  about  it,  and  he  had  not  been  able 
to  appreciate  or  realize  any  argument 
showing  how  the  landlord's  interests 
would  suffer.  What,  then,  would  be 
said  out-of-doors  if,  having  put  this  re- 
ference to  the  landlord's  and  the  tenant's 
interests  in  the  Bill — ^having,  after  pro- 
longed discussion  in  Committee,  come, 
by  a  large  majoritv,  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  words  should  be  inserted — if,  in 
answer  to  the  other  House,  who,  to  put 
it  mildly,  did  not  verv  strongly  represent 
the  tenant's  point  or  view,  these  words, 
upon  which  so  much  store  was  placed  by 
the  Irish  people,  were  struck  out?  Dorinff 
the  progress  of  this  Bill  he  had  reoeived 
a  great  many  letters  from  a  great  many 
quarters,  and  from  no  part  had  there 
come  so  unanimous  an  expression  of 
opinion  as  to  the  necessity  or  a  provision 
of  this  kind  as  from  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. Since  the  discussion  in  the  House 
of  Lords  he  had  received,  again  and 
again,  the  strongest  protest  against  the 
striking  ojat  of  these  words.  It  had  been 
represented  to  him  that  men  who  did 
not  at  first  attach  so  much  importance  to 
the  words,  intrinsically,  as  he  did,  now 
considered  that,  as  they  had  once  been 
in,  to  strike  them  out  would  have  an  in- 
jurious effect.  He  would  earnestly  urge 
upon  the  House  that  the  omission  of 
these  words,  which  he  conceived  to  be 
highly  important,  would  be  disastrous; 
and  he  trusted,  therefore,  that  the  Oom- 
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inons'  Amendment  would  not  be  aban- 
doned. 

Question  put. 
,  The  House  divided: — ^Ajes  270;  Noes 
154:  Majority  116.— (Diy.  List,  No.  369.) 

Sm  STAFFOED  NORTHOOTE:  I 
think,  at  this  hour  of  the  night,  the 
House  will  be  willing  to  adjourn.  There 
is  a  great  deal  of  serious  Business  to  be 
done,  and  I  wish  to  give  Notice  that  I 
shall  move  an  Amendment  on  sub-seotion 
5,  to  amend  the  Lords'  Amendment  at 
page  9,  by  adding  in  the  3rd  line  the 
words  "  during  the  statutory  term."  I 
move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(iSar  Stafford  NortheoU.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  should 
much  more  cheerfully  assent  to  an  ad- 
journment if  he  thought  there  was  a 
strong  inclination  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  close  the  debate  to-morrow. 

Mb.  he  alt  thought  the  question  of 
closing  to-morrow  depended  very  much 
on  the  Government. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Further  Oonsideration  of  Lords' 
Amendments  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

BILLS  OF  EXCHANGE  BILL. 

{/Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr,  Arthur  Oohmj  Mr.  Lewis 

Fry,  Sir  John  Solker,  Mr.  Monk.) 

[btll  218.]     sEcoin)  beadinq. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOOK,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
explained  that  it  was  entirely  one  of 
consolidation  and  codification.  At  rae- 
sent  the  law  relating  to  Bills  of  Ex- 
change was  scattered  over  more  fchan 
20  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  there  had 
been  decisions  in  nearly  2,000  cases. 
Under  those  cironmstances,  the  commer- 
cial community  had  long  been  anxious 
that  the  law  should  be  condensed  and 
brought  together  in  a  more  accessible 
form.  He  did  not  propose  to  go  beyond 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  in  the 
present  Session ;  but  he  should  be  glad 
if  the  House  would  consent  to  the  second 
reading,  so  that  he  might  be  able  to 
bring  tiie  measure  more  prominently 
before  the  commercial  public  during  the 
Beoess.  He  would  not  trouble  the  House 
with  any  further  remarks.    He  would 
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onlv  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the  present 
Bill  had  been  prepared  at  the  instance 
of  the  Assodatea  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce and  the  Institute  of  Bankers,  and 
had  been  careftdly  examined  by  high 
legal  authorities. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (iSfV  John  Luhhoeh.) 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  Jahbs)  said,  he  intended  to 
assent  to  the  Motion;  but  it  must  be 
perfectly  understood  that  he  did  so  on 
the  assumption  that  the  Bill,  which  was 
an  important  measure  and  dealfc  with 
the  consolidation  of  the  law,  was  pro- 
ceeded with  no  further  in  the  present 
Session.  He  understood  that  his  hon. 
Friend  only  desired  now  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  commercial  world  to  the 
subject,  and  that  he  did  not  propose  to 
go  beyond  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  On  the  part  of  the  Government, 
he  (Sir  Henry  James)  had  no  objection 
to  tiiat  course  being  taken. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  said,  he  did  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  die  Bill ;  but 
he  was  quite  aware  that  there  were 
points  in  the  matter  which  were  open  to 
considerable  discussion.  He  therefore 
wished  it  to  be  distinctly  imderstood 
that,  in  assenting  to  the  second  reading, 
neither  Her  Majesty's  (Government  nor 
any  independent  Member  were  giving 
their  assent  or  approval  to  all  the  pro- 
visions which  were  contained  in  the 
measure. 

Mb.  MAONIAO  remarked,  that  he 
should  like  to  enter  a  eaneat  upon  one 
point  referred  to  by  the  hon.  3aronet 
who  moved  the  second  readizig  of  the 
Bill  (Sir  John  Lubbock).  His  hon. 
Friend  said  that  the  Bill  had  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce  and  the  Institute  of  Bankers 
of  London.  Now,  it  ouffht  to  be  known 
that  the  bankers  of  London  had  nothing 
to  do  with  any  Chamber  of  Commerce ; 
and  whether  it  was  known  to  the  Asso- 
ciated Chambers  of  Commerce  or  not, 
he  (Mr/Magniao)  was  quite  dear  that 
it  was  utterly  unknown  to  the  merchants 
of  London.  It  would,  therefore,  be  well 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  so  that 
its  provisions  miffht  be  made  known 
generally.  But  while  he  supported  the 
proposal  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
he  noped  it  would  be  understood  that 
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he  did  not  in  any  way  commit  liimself 
to  any  principle  contained  in  it. 

Mb.  B.  N.  fowler  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Magniac),  who  had  just  sat  down,  said 
there  was  no  Chamber  of  Commerce  in 
London.  That  was  quite  true;  but 
there  was  an  Institute  of  Bankers  in 
London,  of  which  his  hon.  Friend  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  (Sir  John  Lubbock) 
was  President,  and  they  took  great  in- 
terest in  the  measure.  But,  of  course, 
in  a  Bill  of  considerable  length  there 
would  be  points  of  detail  which  would 
require  discussion,  and  which  it  would 
be  open  to  the  House  to  consider  next 
Session.  He  was  very  glad  that  the 
House  was  likely  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time.  He  hoped  it  would  take 
the  same  course  next  Session,  so  that  an 
opportunity  might  be  afforded  of  consi- 
dering the  provisions  of  the  measure  in 
Committee,  where  every  point  connected 
with  them  could  be  raised. 

Mb.  WHITLEY  said,  he  would  not 
oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
on  the  understanding  that,  after  it  had 
been  read  a  second  time,  it  would  be 
carried  no  further.  He  had  intended  to 
oppose  the  Bill ;  but  on  that  understand- 
ing he  would  withdraw  his  opposition. 
Up  to  the  present  time,  the  bankers  and 
merchants  of  Idver^ool  had  had  no  op- 
portunity of  knowing  anything  about 
the  measure.  He  thought  it  was  one 
which  he  should  be  glad  to  support  in 
another  Session,  if  the  simple  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  codify  the  various  Acts 
of  Parliament  which  relate  to  Bills  of 
Exchange.  Li  the  meantime,  it  would 
be  understood  that  in  assenting  to  the 
second  reading  the  House  did  not  commit 
itself  in  any  way  to  an  approval  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  remarked  that, 
as  he  had  already  explained,  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  simply  to  codify  and 
consolidate  the  law  in  regard  to  Bills  of 
Exchange  and  bring  it  together.  He 
understood  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Whitley)  did 
not  object  to  that.  All  the  details  of  the 
measure  could  be  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee. He  thanked  the  House  for  the 
reception  which  had  been  given  to  the 
BiU. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

BiU  read.a  second  time,  and  commuted 
iat  T(h4imr§w^ 
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REMOVAL  TERMS  (BTJRGflS)  (8C50T- 

LAND)  BILL. 
OONSIDSBATION  OF  LOBDS'  AMEin)HEirTS. 

Mb.  J.  STEWART,  in  moving  that 
the  Lords'  Amendments  to  this  Bill  be 
considered  forthwith,  said,  they  were 
merely  of  a  verbal  nature,  and  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  their  being  con- 
sidered at  once. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Lords'  Amendments  be  f  ortii- 
with  considered." — {Mr.  J.  Stewart.) 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  must  object 
In  the  first  place,  he  had  failed  to  catch 
even  the  title  of  the  Bill ;  but,  further 
than  that,  he  objected  to  any  Bill  being 
considered  at  that  hour — half  past  1 — 
which  was  not  down  on  the  Paper.  He 
remembered,  on  one  occasion,  that  a 
Bill  passed  in  a  very  curious  manner, 
owing  to  the  non-observance  of  the 
Eules  of  the  House,  and  he  had  ever 
since  determined  to  object  to  the  repeti- 
tion of  such  a  practice. 

Mb.  J.  STEWART  said,  that,  of 
course,  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  objected,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  go  on  with  the 
Bill  now. 

T5B  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
HsNBY  Jambs)  :  GK>  on. 

Mb.  J.  STEWART  wished  to  impress 
upon  the  House  that  at  that  period  of 
the  Session  it  was  absolutely  essential 
to  make  Progress  with  any  measure 
which  it  was  intended  to  pass  into  law. 
He  would,  therefore,  with  tiie  permission 
of  the  House,  persist  with  the  Motion  he 
had  made. 

Mb.  WARTON  appealed  to  Mr. 
Speaker  whether  it  was  possible  to  take 
the  Lords'  Amendments  to  a  BiU  in  the 
way  now  proposed,  seeing  that  the  Bill 
itself  was  not  down  upon  the  Paper  for 
Consideration?  Notwithstanding  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General's 
direction  to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  J. 
Stewart)  to  "  go  on,"  he  (Mr.  Warton) 
would  Uke  to  have  a  distinct  ruling  firom 
Mr.  Speaker  on  the  point. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  Bill  has  been 
to  the  Lords,  and  has  come  down  with 
certain  verbal  Amendments.  It  is  usnal 
to  consider  such  Amendments  without 
ffiving  Notiee;  but  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Biidport  presses 
his.  objection,  the  Amettdm«ata.  oannol' 
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be  ooandeNd  now,  tmd  the  debate  must 
■land  ftdjonmed. 

Mb.  WAKTON  said,  he  would  not 
press  his  objection  after  the  statement 
which  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Speaker. 

Qnestion  pnt,  and  4igr€0d  to. 

Amendments  comuhred,  and  ^i^eed  to. 

WAYS  AHD  MEAKS. 

OOVSOUDATED  FUND   (iTO.   4)  BILL. 

Baoohitioii  FAiigrnBt  8]  reported,  and  aareed  to  : 
^-Kll  orderoa  to  do  brought  in  by  Mr.  Plat- 
rjmt,  lEr.  Chakcvllor  of  tbe  Ezcheqvbr,  and 

Ldfd  FrSDERXCK   OATSirDTBR. 

Wlpr$9eHt4df  and  read  the  first  time. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Weifmday,  \Oih  Attffwt,  1881. 


MIKUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  —  Committee  — 

Aporl— Patriotio  Fund  *  [240]. 
ryfMwtrft— Employers*  Liability  Act   (1880) 

Amwiihnwit*[71]. 

QUJBSTIOir. 


BOTAL   TjyiVKBSITy  OP  IKELAND— 
UNIVERSITY  WORK, 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
K  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Beport  of  the  President  of  Gkdway  Col- 
lage and  to  the  strong  advocacy  therein 
eontained  of  the  retention  of  teaching 
as  a  part  of  TTniyersity  work ;  and,  whe- 
tksr  the  New  Boyal  Uniyersity,  making 
no  prorision  for  teaching,  leaves  the 
great  mass  of  the  Irish  people  without 
any  provision  for  academic  training, 
whilst  a  minority  will  have  the  Queen^s 
Colleges  and  Trinity  College  to  supply 
to  them  that  great  advanta^  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  m  reply,  said, 
file  Beport  was,  no  doubt,  most  interest- 
ing, and  (be  Ptesident  did  put  strongly 
the  advantages  of  University  teaching 
and  training,  as  well  as  of  examination, 
and  he  showed  that  the  Queen's  Colleges 
eoniinned  to  give  that  advantage.  But, 
iatereating  as  the  qnestion  was,  it  was 
not  a  practical  one,  since  the  House  had 
liteide4  it  io  eetablishing  the  new  Uni- 


versity, for  which  an  Act  was  passed  a 
year  or  two  ago. 
Mb.  DAWSON  said,  that  in  conse- 

Suenoe  of  the  answer  he  had  received  he 
[lould,  early  in  next  Session,  bring  for- 
ward a  Motion  declaring — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  in- 
expedient that  the  vast  majority  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  should  be  without  academical  teach- 
ing, while  the  minority  had  the  advantage  of 
the  Queen's  Colleges  and  of  Trinity  Colleiro  in 
Dublin."  '         ^ 

ORDER    OF   THE  DAT. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

OONSIDEBATION  OF  LORDS'  AMENDMEirTS. 

fSECOin)  NIOHT.] 

Lords  Amendments  further  eomid&red. 

Page  8,  line  23,  after  the  word  "rent," 
insert  the  words — 

"  Provided  always,  That  where  application  is 
made  to  the  Court  under  this  section  in  respect 
of  any  tenancy,  and  the  Court  is  of  opinion 
that  the  tenant  of  the  holding  in  which  such 
tenancy  subsists,  or  his  predecessors  in  title, 
has  or  have  caused  or  suffered  such  holding  to 
become  deteriorated,  contrary  to  the  express  or 
imx)liod  conditions  constituting  the  contract  of 
tenancy,  the  Court  may  refuse  the  application, 
or  may  postpone  the  further  hearing  of  the  same 
until  after  the  performance  by  the  tenant  of 
such  conditions  as  the  Court  may  think  proper," 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  one  which  he  should  ask  the 
House  to  disagree  with.  It  was  an 
Amendment  which  had  already  been 
considered,  discussed,  and  rejected  by 
the  House.  The  truth  was  that  it  was 
one  of  the  old  Land  Committee  Amend- 
ments, which  had  been  amply  discussed 
there,  and  the  answer  given  to  it  he  had 
only  to  repeat.  Everything  which  would 
properly  be  a  fair  basis  for  opposing  an 
application  for  a  judicial  rent  was  pro- 
viaed  for  under  the  8th  clause,  which 
gave  the  Court  full  power  to  reject  an 
application  whenever  the  conduct  of  the 
applicant  had  been  unreasonable.  No 
conduct  could  be  more  unreasonable  on 
the  part  of  the  tenant  than  to  cause  or 
suffer  his  holding  to  become  deteriorated, 
and  then  apply  to  fix  a  fair  rent  for  it. 
It  had  frequently  been  held,  under  simi- 
lar words  in  the  18th  clause  of  the  Land 
Act,  that  such  conduct  was  **  unreason- 
able/' mid  disentided  the  tenant  to  relief. 
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That  applied  to  mere  permiMiYe  waste ; 
but  if  there  was  deterioration  of  the 
holding  with  the  object  of  getting  a 
lower  rent,  that  would  be  fraudulent, 
and  if  they  had  any  confidence  in  the 
Court  at  all  they  might  leave  such  con- 
duct to  be  dealt  with  by  it.  Apart  from 
that,  however,  there  was  a  manifest  mis- 
take— at  least,  he  presumed  it  was  a  mis- 
take in  the  Amendment — for  it  could 
hardly  have  been  intended— but  it  pro- 
vided against  deterioration,  caused  or 
permitted  not  only  by  the  tenant,  but 
by  his  predecessors  in  title,  so  that  the 
present  tenant  might  be  refused  a  fair 
rent  because  of  something  which  had 
been  done  by  his  predecessor  50  years 
ago. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
(Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  if  the  Court 
would  proceed  upon  the  lines  set  forth 
by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  he 
was  satisfied.  But  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  gone  somewhat 
further.  He  had  sneered  both  at  the 
structure  of  the  Amendment  and  at  the 
source  from  which  it  had  come.  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  prevent 
the  tenant  seizing  the  opportunity,  when 
the  farm  was  at  its  worst  by  his  own 
fault,  to  get  a  judicial  rent  fixed.  Al- 
though the  Amendment  might  not  be 
agreed  to,  he  trusted  that  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  have  some  effect  on  the  Court. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Page  8,  line  35,  leave  out  from  the 
word  "landlord,"  to  the  end  of  sub- 
section 3,  the  next  Amendment,  read  a 
second  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  need  not 
acquaint  the  House  that  this  Amend- 
ment was  one  to  which  the  Government 
could  not  ask  the  House  to  agree.  The 
third  paragraph  of  the  clause  provided 
that— 

"  Where  the  judicial  rent  of  any  present  ten- 
ancy haa  been  fixed  by  the  Court,  then,  until 
the  expiration  of  a  term  of  fifteen  years  from 
the  rent  daj  next  succeeding  the  day  on  which 
the  detemunation  of  the  Court  has  been  given 
(in  this  Act  referred  to  as  a  statutory  term), 
such  present  tenancy  shall  (if  it  so  long  con- 
tinue to  subsist)  be  deemed  to  be  a  tenancy  sub- 
ject to  Btatut<»y  conditions,  and  having  the 

Jte  Atiemejf  General  for  ^eland 


same  inddents  as  a  tenancy  subject  to  statu- 
tory conditions  consequent  on  an  increase  of 
rent  by  a  landlord.*' 

The  House  of  Lords  had  struck  out  the 
words  which  follow — namely, 

'*\Vith  this  modification,  that,  during  the 
statutory  term  in  a  present  tenancv  consequent 
on  the  drst  determination  of  a  juoidal  rent  of 
that  tenancy  by  the  Court,  application  bv  the 
landlord  to  authorise  the  resumption  of  the 
holding  or  part  thereof  by  him  for  some  pur- 
pose having  relation  to  the  g^ood  of  the  holding 
or  of  the  estate,  shall  not  be  entertained  by  the 
Court,  subject  nevertheless  to  the  provisionB  in 
this  Act  contained  for  the  benefit  of  labourers 
in  respect  of  cottages,  gardens,  or  allotments." 

It  had  been  stated  the  previous  night 
that  there  was  no  opportunity  whatever 
of  drawing  a  distinction  between  the 
first  statutory  term  and  subsequent  sta- 
tutory terms.  There  was  one  case  in 
which  he  was  disposed  to  admit  that  the 
first  statutory  term  need  not  be  dis- 
tinguished from  subsequent  statutory 
terms,  and  that  was  where  the  tenant  at 
the  end  of  the  lease  came  in  as  a  pre- 
sent tenant.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
any  reason  why  at  the  end  of  a  lease, 
say,  of  40  or  50  years,  a  tenant,  in  virtue 
of  his  present  tenancy,  should  take  a 
further  term  of  15  years  absolutely 
exempt  from  the  statutory  resumption. 
The  Government  would  endeavour  to 
provide  in  a  subsequent  Amendment 
that  in  the  case  of  leases  the  lease  itself 
should  count  as  the  first  statutory  term. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  disas^e  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amenmnent." — 
(^Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Mb.  HEALY  considered  the  proposal 
to  be  made  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  an  equitable  one ;  but  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  the  Amendment  made 
in  this  House  with  regard  to  judicial 
leases  had  placed  the  future  tenant  in  a 
worse  condition  than  he  would  have  been 
had  the  Bill  passed  in  its  original  shape. 
A  future  tenant  would  be  liable  at  uie 
end  of  his  lease  to  be  turned  out  witiiout 
a  day's  notice.  He  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  that  future  tenants 
should  not  be  debarred  irom  the  benefit 
of  the  Act  of  1870. 

Lord  EDMOND  FrfZMAUBIOB 
confessed  that,  in  reality,  this  queetioii, 
with  the  exception  of  resumption,  was  a 
much  larger  question  than  appeaLzed  on 
the  face  of  it.  He  did  not  brieve  tiiit 
if  they  deprived  the  ludlord  of  Ha 
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light  of  resoinptioii  after  the  first  15 
pan  they  would  ever  be  able  to  restore 
it.  He  was  certain  that  if  at  the  be- 
gixming  of  a  second  term  of  15  years 
an  attempt  was  made  to  reserve  the  land- 
lord rights,  a  new  and  formidable  agita- 
tion would  arise.  Practically,  they  were 
depriving  the  landlord  of  the  right  of 
resumption  for  ever,  and  in  a  short  time 
fhe^  would  see  a  short  Act  introduced 
MBimilating  the  two  statutory  terms. 
He  had  no  wish  to  divide  the  House ; 
but  he  was  anxious  that  this  question 
should  not  be  determined  without  his 
entering  his  protest  in  regard  to  it. 

SaSTAFPOED  NOETHOOTE  said, 
the  remarks  in  regard  to  leases  which 
feu  from  the  Prime  Minister  raised  an 
important  point  which  would  have  to  be 
discussed  on  a  subsequent  Amendment. 
The  Prime  Minister  argued  that  a  dis- 
tinction might  be  made  between  the 
K'tion  of  the  tenant  at  the  end  of  a 
B  and  other  present  tenants.  He 
supposed  they  would  have  further  in- 
fiinnation  on  that  point  when  they  came 
to  disonss  it.  With  regard  to  the  pre- 
sent proposal  on  the  Jbords'  Amend- 
ment, one  would  have  thought  a  year 
r  that  it  was  natural  that  the  lanmord 
lid  have  the  power  of  resuming  a 
portion  of  his  lana  for  the  general  bene- 
fit of  his  estate ;  but  thev  were  now  so 
entirely  divorced  from  the  old  position 
of  the  landlords  that  he  hardly  knew 
how  the  Government  were  to  deal  with 
a  question  of  this  sort.  Sometimes  the 
Ojipoeition  were  led  to  suppose  that  the 
intention  of  this  measure  was  to  eet  rid 
of  landlordism  altogether.  But  m  that 
natter  the  Oovemment  did  not  go 
quite  the  length  of  the  Land  League. 
The  Oovemment  said  thev  ought  to  keep 
the  landlords,  but  ought  to  regulate 
their  relations  with  their  tenants.  That 
vu  the  scheme  on  which  the  Bill  was 
Boppoeed  to  be  based;  but  they  were 
eonatanthr  coming  across  instances  where 
die  laadlords  were  refused  their  clear 
rights.  He  was  afraid  that  if  they  took 
away  the  le^  rights  of  the  landlord 
iv  16  years  it  woiud  be  very  difficult  to 
lertoro  tiiem.  It  did  not  require  much 
knowledge  of  Lish  afiairs  to  say  that  if 
the  legal  riffht  of  the  landlord  to  resume 
poasession  ror  good  reasons  during  the 
mat  tenancy  was  taken  away,  it  would 
he  veiT  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  re- 
wtahliflh  it.  The  treatment  of  this 
distLngnished  the  spirit  with 


which   all  Amendments  in  which  the 
right   of  the  landlord  was  implicated 

were  dealt  with.  

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  differed  en- 
tirely  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
criticisms.  It  was  merely  a  question  of 
vearly  tenants  obtaining  a  15  years' 
lease.  The  object  of  the  Government 
was  not  in  any  degree  to  abolish  land- 
lordism. The  House,  no  doubt,  would 
feel  that,  having  thoroughly  debated  the 
matter  previouidy,  they  could  hardly  be 
expected  to  go  into  the  arguments 
again. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  145  ;  Noes 
96 :  Majority  49.— (Div.  List,  No.  370.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  words  so 
restored  to  the  Bill,  in  page  9,  line  3,  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  **  subject,"  to 
the  word  **  satisfied,"  in  line  7,  both  in- 
clusive, and  insert  the  words — 

«  Unless  (a)  such  present  tenancy  has  arisen 
at  the  expiration  of  a  judicial  lease,  or  of  a 
lease  existing  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  and  ori^nally  made  for  a  term  of 
not  less  than  thirty  -  one  years ;  or  (b)  it  is 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court," — 
{Mr,  Attorney  Oeiieralfor  Ireland^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  words  so  restored  to  the^ill." 

Mb.  GIBSON,  on  a  point  of  Order, 
inquired  of  the  Speaker  whether  a  de- 
cision on  this  point  would  not  prejudge 
a  similar  question  in  a  succeeding 
clause  ?  He  did  not  wish  the  question 
as  to  the  termination  of  the  lease,  which 
would  require  to  be  hereafter  discussed, 
to  be  got  rid  of  on  a  side  issue  now. 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT,  also 
on  a  point  of  Order,  inquired  whether  it 
was  competent  for  the  Government  to 
amend  words  which  had  been  passed 
by  this  House  and  sent  up  to  the  Lords, 
and  which  the  Lords  rejected;  the 
Lords'  Amendment  being  rejected  hero, 
was  it  competent  for  the  House  now  to 
amend  the  former  words  which  were 
provisionally  inserted  in  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  replied  that  a  similar 
question  to  that  asked  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  was  raised  on  the  pre- 
vious day  during:  the  consideration  of 
the  hon.  Member's  (Mr.  Brand's) 
Amendment.  In  his  opinion,  it  was 
competent  for  the  House  to  amend  words 
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restored  to  the  Bill  in  oonseqnence  of 
the  omission  of  certain  words  involved 
by  the  rejection  of  an  Amendment  by 
the  Lords.  That  was  the  course  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
proposed  to  take.  With  regard  to  the 
other  question  raised,  he  had  not  in- 
formed himself  sufficiently  to  give  a  dear 
decision  on  the  matter. 

After  Mr.  Gibson  had  consulted  the 
Speaker  for  a  few  minutes, 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  House  would  not  be  pre- 
cluded from  entertaining  the  point  ad- 
verted to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  when  they  reached  the  future 
clause  of  the  Bill. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  did  not  wish  to  discuss  the  merits  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland's  pro- 
posal ;  but  he  must  point  out  the  incon- 
venience of  the  course  now  being  taken, 
and  the  remarkable  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment. They  were  now  called  upon 
to  assent  to  words  which  they  had  not 
previouslv  seen,  and  which  the  Govern- 
ment itself  had  apparently  not  contem- 
plated a  few  minutes  ago.  He  agreed 
with  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Gibson)  that  it  was  very  difficult 
to  judge  the  effect  of  a  decision  on 
this  point  now  upon  a  subsequent 
clause  which  would  have  to  be  dis- 
cussed. The  Speaker  had  expressed  his 
opinion  that  the  Amendment  would  not 
preclude  the  future  discussion  of  the 
question  of  leases ;  but  that  was  a  de- 
cision rapidly  arrived  at,  and  without  a 
ftdl  consideration  of  the  bearing  of  the 
Amendment.  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  give  a  full  explanation. 
Some  intimation  had  been  given,  but  it 
was  so  obscure  that  the  House  was  not 
able  to  make  out  what  it  meant.  In  re- 
jecting  the  Lords'  Amendment  there  was 
an  impression  that  the  origin^  words 
should  be  restored ;  but  the  substitution 
of  other  words  without  Notice  might 
be  in  Order,  but  clearly  was  most  incon- 
venient, and  made  proper  consideration 
impossible. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  if  they 
were  to  conduct  these  conversations  in 
a  querulous  tone  and  to  listen  to  com- 
plaints without  any  ground  whatever, 
it  was  quite  idle  to  tfuk  of  limiting  Uie 
discussion  of  this  Bill.  The  complaint 
was  that  they  had  been  obscure  in  the 
deolarationB  of  their  intentions ;  but  for 
wliat  puipose  was  thb  Amendment  pio- 


posed?  Why,  to  meet  the  views  of 
Gentlemen  oppodte.  He  proposed  an 
Amendment  which  had  for  its  object 
the  making  of  the  lease  a  statutory 
term.  He  wanted  to  know  whether 
that  was  obscure  or  not?  Then  tiiey 
were  told  that  there  had  been  no  notice. 
It  was  totally  impossible  for  the  Gh)vem- 
ment,  who  were  bound  to  review  the 
whole  of  these  Amendments,  to  prepare 
beforehand  the  Amendments  whidi  it 
might  be  their  duty  to  propose  on  the 
Lords'  Amendments,  ana  that  was  the 
ground  upon  which  he  said  that  the 
complaints  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  querulous — a  disposition  to  make 
complionts  for  which  there  was  no  suffi- 
cient cause.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  these  words  now  proposed  would  be 
reviewed  elsewhere ;  but  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  could  suggest  a  better 
mode  of  proceeding,  the  GK>vemment 
were  quite  ready  to  consider  it.  He  did 
not  see  how  this  Amendment  would  pre- 
clude the  discussion  to  which  the  nffht 
hon.  Gentleman  referred,  especially  when 
they  considered  that  they  had  the  rulmg 
of  the  Chair,  a  ruling  unaccompanied 
with  any  doubt  on  the  part  of  the 
Speaker,  and  with  regard  to  which  they 
were  safe  in  relying  irpon. 

Sn  R.  ABQEMLON  CROSS  sng- 
gested  they  had  better  get  on  wiu 
Business ;  but  he  could  not  forbear  say- 
ing that  no  one,  throughout  the  whole 
deoates  on  the  Bill,  could  take  the 
slightest  exception  to  ihe  conduct  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote).  His  right  hon.  Friend's  observa- 
tions were  perfectly  fair  and  just ;  and 
he  heard  with  some  surprise  and  disap- 
pointment the  Prime  Minister  apply  to 
them  an  epithet  which  was  quite  unde- 
served, and  which  he  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  felt  sure  the  Prime  Minister 
would  be  the  first  to  regret.  They  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  as  the  Go- 
vernment had  made  up  their  mind  last 
night  to  move  the  Amendment  in  ques- 
tion, it  might  have  been  placed  on  tiie 
Notice  Paper. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  diffienUy 
was  that  if  they  had  done  so  oflien 
would  have  required  other  Amendmenti 
to  be  placed  on  the  Paper  also. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  observed,  tliat 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  near  him 
could  not  accept  the  reroonsibility  of 
this  Amendment.  It  had  oome  npm 
them  by  surprise^  and  ihey  were  ^oite 
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inoApaUe  of  ezpreMing  any  judgment 
upon  it.  He  would,  uiereiore,  advise 
hiB  Friends  not  to  divide  against  it. 

Question  put,  and  n$gat%v0d. 

Words  ifum'Ud. 

Page  9,  line  14,  leave  out  (''may,  if 
it  think  fit,")  and  insert  (<'  shall,  if  the 
landlord  so  requires,")  the  next  Amend- 
ment, read  a  second  time. 

The  ATTOJtNET  GENERAL  fok 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  clause 
onginallv  provided  that  the  Court ' '  may, 
if  it  think  fit, "disallow such  application ; 
but  the  Loxds  chansed  that  to  ''the 
Oourt  shall,  if  the  landlord  so  requires." 
He  thought  the  discretion  originally 
given  to  the  Court  should  be  retained, 
and  moved  to  disagree  with  the  Lords' 
Amendment. 

Motion  Mgreed  io. 

"Pt^  9,  line  16,' leave  out  from  the 
fitst  ("  the  ")  to  the  end  of  the  sub-sec- 
tion, and  insert — 

((•  Pemument  improTements  in  respect  of 
which,  if  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  predeces- 
■on  in  title,  the  tenant  would  have  oeen  en- 
tHled  to  compensation  under  the  provisions  of 
'The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870/ 
11  amended  by  this  Act,  have  been  made  by  the 
kndlocd  or  his  predeceeson  in  title,  and  not  by 
the  tenant  or  his  predecesaon  in  title,") 

^-the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

On  Motion  6i  Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral 
br  Ibslaitd,  Amendment  amended,  by 
inserting,  in  line  6,  after  the  word 
**  made,"  the  words  "  and  substantially 
maintained." 

Tex  ATTQBNET  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  insert, 
in  line  7  of  the  Amendment,  **  and  "  for 
"or." 

Mb.  OIBSON  said,  he  was  not  sure 
{hat  the  Amendment  might  not  be 
attended  with  serious  results.  His  ob- 
jection to  the  Amendment  was  that 
under  it  tiie  landlord  would  not  be  able 
to  get  the  moderate  benefit  of  the  provi- 
sion unless  he  could  prove  that  the  im- 
provements in  question  were  made  by 
timaAlf  and  his  predecessor  in  title. 

Ihx  SOLICn^OB  GENERAL  (Sir 
Pabkbb  Hsbsohell)  said,  it  was  in- 
tended to  provide  that  the  maintenance 
should  be  continuous,  and  the  difficulty 
was  that  tiie  words  ''the  landlord"  or 
"his  pcedeceasor"  did  not  involve  con- 
teuooa  maintenance. 

YOI^.  OCliXIY.    [third  series.] 


Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  if  the  im- 
provements had  been  made  50  years 
ago,  and  if  they  had  been  substantially 
maintained  by  the  landlord  and  his  suc- 
cessor in  title,  that  would  be  sufficient. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  it  might 
be  sufficient  for  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite ;  but  the  question  was,  whether 
it  would  be  sufficient  for  the  Courts  ?  It 
would  be  a  great  pity  that  the  present 
opportunity  for  making  it  clear  should 
be  lost.  He  understood  the  Government 
wished  it  to  be  enacted  that  the  improve- 
ments should  be  made  by  the  landlord 
or  his  predecessor  in  title,  and  main- 
tained by  the  landlord  and  his  successor  ; 
why  not,  then,  insert  the  necessary  words 
to  express  that  intention  ? 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendment,  as  amendedi 
agreed  to. 

Page  9,  line  33,  after  the  word 
"  fix^,"  insert  the  words — 

"  (6.)  Subject  to  rules  made  undor  this  Act, 
the  landlord  and  tenant  of  any  present  tenancy 
to  which  this  Act  applies  may,  at  any  time,  if 
such  tenancy  is  not  subject  to  a  statutory  term, 
or,  if  the  tenancy  is  subject  to  a  statutory  term, 
then  may,  durinfi:  the  last  twelve  months  of 
such  term,  by  writing  under  their  hands,  agree 
and  declare  what  is  then  the  fair  rent  of  the 
holding ;  and  such  agreement  and  declaration, 
on  being  filed  in  Court  in  the  prescribed  man- 
ner, ^all  have  the  same  effect  and  consequences 
in  all  respects  as  if  the  rent  so  agreed  on  were 
a  judicifil  rent  fixed  by  the  Court  under  tho 
provisions  of  this  Act,*' 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Lvw)  said,  the  Govern- 
ment thought  this  new  sub-section  was 
an  improvement,  and  would  ask  the 
House  to  accept  it.  They  expected  the 
Court  would  lay  down  rules  which  would 
secure  the  perfect  freedom  of  the  parties 
to  come  to  an  agreement  of  this  kind. 

Me.  IIEALY  moved  an  Amendment 
to  omit  the  word  **  present "  before  ten- 
ancy. He  did  not  see  why  tho  Govern- 
ment should  stand  in  tho  way  of  the 
landlord,  and  a  future  tenancy  having 
the  same  rights  as  a  landlord  of  the  pre- 
sent tenancy. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said 
Amendmont,  in  hne  2,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ** present." — {Mr,  Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'  present '  stand  part  of  the  said  Amend- 
ment." 

3  n  [^Second  Night,\ 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  had 
carefully  considered  the  effect  of  his 
Amendment ;  but  it  seemed  to  the  Gk>- 
yemment  to  be  really  a  circuitous  mode 
of  making  a  clear  distinction  between 
the  present  and  future  tenancies ;  and  if 
that  was  so,  of  course  they  could  not 
accept  it. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  was  his  in- 
tention. 

Amendment  to  the  said  Amendment, 
by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Page  9,  line  39,  sub-section  8,  leave 
out  from  the  word  ''  term,"  to  the  word 
<'in,"  in  line  41,  and  insert  the  words 
*'and  on  any  such  application  no  rent 
shall  be  made  payable,"  the  next 
Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  disagree 
with  the  Amendment.  He  said,  he 
should  propose,  subsequently,  to  add 
words  defining  the  improvements  on 
which  no  rent  was  to  be  paid  as  such 
as  the  tenant  would  be  entitled  to  be 
compensated  for  under  the  Land  Act  of 
1870. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  way  the  matter 
was  now  proposed  to  be  left  by  the  Go- 
vernment was  this— they  proposed  that 
no  rent  should  be  paid  under  any  cir- 
cumstances upon  any  improvement  made 
by  the  tenant  at  any  time,  or  by  his  pre- 
decessor in  title.  The  sole  restriction 
which  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
desired  the  House  to  accept  was  that 
improvements  in  respect  of  which  the 
tenant  had  received  compensation  should 
be  omitted  from  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  apprehended  that  the 
Land  Act  of  1870  would  show  that  even 
under  that  restriction  grievous  injustice 
might  be  done  to  the  landlord.  He  did 
not  say  it  would  be  done  in  many  cases ; 
but  he  would  indicate  how  it  might 
work.  Under  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
it  was  quite  true  that  there  was  no 
restriction  of  time  with  respect  to  per- 
manent improvements.  The  Land  Act 
of  1870  said,  and  this  Bill  said,  that  a 
tenant,  at  the  end  of  a  statutory  term, 


might  apply  to  the  Court  to  determine 
what  would  be  a  fair  rent  for  the  next 
statutory  term,  and  the  tenant  might 
say  that  no  rent  should  be  payable  in 
respect  of  any  tenants'  improvements, 
whether  buildings  or  reclamation  of 
waste  lands.  The  Amendment  intro- 
duced by  the  Lords  was  introduced 
to  effect  the  object  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  and  to  do  so 
by  words  almost  the  same  as  those  of 
his  Amendment.  The  Prime  Minister 
was  trying,  by  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
practically  to  cut  down  all  restriction, 
and  to  unduly  lower  the  landlord's 
interest. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  words 
moved  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  were,  as  appeared  by  the  Notice 
Paper  of  the  House  of  Lords,  the  same 
words  as  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  in- 
tended to  move,  although  he  afterwards 
receded  from  them.  The  Government 
certainly  did  not  think  that  rent  ought 
to  be  charged  on  improvements  for 
which  the  tenant  was  entitled  to  be 
paid. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  thought 
the  Government  were  seized  with  ffreat 
admiration  for  the  Amendment  of  ^e 
Marquess  of  Salisbury,  especially  when 
he  cud  not  move  it.  The  words  of 
Viscount  Monck,  which  were  adopted 
by  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  were  much 
better  than  those  originally  set  down  in 
the  Notice  Paper ;  and  he  could  not  see 
why  the  Government  should  prefer 
vague  words  rather  than  those  which 
were  clear  and  precise.  At  the  begin- 
ning of  a  statutory  term  4he  rent  was 
fixcMi,  and  it  was  fixed  in  view  of  im- 
provements made  by  the  tenant.  When, 
at  the  end  of  a  statutory  term,  the  ten- 
ant again  came  into  Court  and  asked 
that  the  rent  should  be  adjusted,  it  was 
perfectly  proper  that  the  landlord  should 
not  allow  any  improvements  to  be  con- 
sidered which  were  made  before  the  first 
rent  was  fixed.  The  effect  of  the  Lords' 
Amendment  would  be  to  carry  out  that 
object,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
adhere  to  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Mb.  healy  said,  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  cruel  thing  for  landlords  to 
be  allowed  to  charge  rent  on  account  of 
improvements  made  by  tenants,  the  re- 
sult of  the  sweat  flying  out  of  them  for 
many  long  years.  Viscount  Monck,  who' 
wanted  to  make  the  teoants  pay  rent  od 
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{hair  own  improvements,  it  should  be 
remembered,  was  a  Member  of  the 
Bessborough  Oonmiission. 

Question  put. 

The  House  diviied : —  Ayes  256  ; 
Noes  147  :  Majority  109.--(Div.  list, 
No.  371.) 

Consequential  Amendment  proposed 
to  the  said  sub-seotion  in  page  9,  line 
42,  after  tiie  word  ''title,''  insert  the 
words — 

**  And  for  which  the  tenant  would  be  entitled 
to  Gompenmtion  under  the  provisionB  of  *  The 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,'  as 
amended  by  this  Act." — {Mr,  Attorney  General 
fir  IreUmd,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  QIBSON  regarded  this  Amend- 
ment as  a  most  important  one ;  but  he 
did  not  propose  to  repeat  observations 
he  had  already  made.  He  desired,  how- 
ever, to  ask  the  Oovemment  a  question. 
Did  they  propose  that,  if  any  tenant  was 
able  to  snow  that  improvements  had 
been  made  on  his  holding  of  a  perma- 
nent charaoter,  or  that  waste  lands  had 
been  reclaimed  any  number  of  years  ago, 
he  should  be  entitled  to  a  diminution  of 
rent,  and  that  the  landlord  should  have 
no  power  of  showing  that  the  rent  had 
been  moderate  and  that  the  tenant  had 
received  the  benefit  of  his  improve- 
ments ?  Under  the  Bill  as  it  stood  there 
was  nothing  to  intimate  to  the  Court 
that  those  facts  should  be  taken  into 
account. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  wished  to  ask  the 
Oovemment  one  question  on  this  matter. 
IsL  the  event  of  an  agreement  having 
been  made  with  the  tenant,  under  which 
the  tenant  was  bound  to  reclaim  land 
and  miJLe  other  improvements,  in  con- 
sideration of  which  agreement  a  low  rent 
was  charged,  and  made  payable  for  a 
lonff  period  of  time,  after  which  the 
land  would  come  into  the  landlord's 
possession,  he  wanted  to  know  how  the 
umdlord's  right  was  preserved  under 
this  Act,  as  he  saw  no  provision  which 
would  secure  to  the  landlord  the  in- 
creased value  of  the  property  he  was 
entitled  to  have,  looking  at  the  fair 
arrangements  made  between  the  land- 
lord and  tenant. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  if  the  ten- 
ant had  been  already  paid  for  his  im- 
provements he  would  not  be  entitled  to 


have  the  rent  kept  low  because  of  the 
improvements,  which  could  no  longer  be 
considered  his. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  House  of  Lords 
lost  nothing  whatever  by  inserting  as 
many  hostile  Amendments  as  they  could, 
and  the  Government  now  seemed  dis- 
posed to  give  them  a  great  deal  of  what 
they  asked.  The  Whies  and  Tories  were 
allowed  to  hammer  the  Ministry  upon 
the  anvil  as  much  as  they  liked ;  but  the 
Radical  supporters  of  the  Government, 
who  agreed  with  the  Irish  Members  in 
thinking  that  the  Irish  tenants  should 
be  relieved  from  their  difficulties,  did 
not  seem  to  have  a  tongue  amonest 
them,  for  they  allowed  the  Bill  to  be 
cut  to  pieces  like  a  corpse  on  the  dissect- 
ing table.  The  words  the  Government 
now  proposed  to  interfere  with  gave 
more  satisfaction  to  the  Irish  tenants 
than  almost  any  other  part  of  the  Bill ; 
and  now,  at  the  last  moment,  the  Go- 
vernment dissipated  the  hopes  they 
raised  by  giving  in  to  the  House  of 
Lords.  Home  Rule  Members  had  been 
told  that  they  not  merely  fostered,  but 
lived  by  agitation.  Well,  if  they  lived 
by  a^tation,  the  Government  were  now 
supplying  them  with  the  breath  of  their 
nostrils.  The  fact  was  the  Bill  was  but 
a  patchwork  and  compromising  mea- 
sure ;  and  the  tinkering  of  the  House  of 
Lords  to  which  the  Government  were 
about  to  give  countenance  would  leave 
behind  reminiscences  which  would  not 
soon  be  forgotten. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
did  not  admire  the  style  of  argument 
by  which  the  hon.  ^lember  opposite 
(Mr.  Healy)  tried  to  obtain  advantages 
for  the  Irish  tenant.  He  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  remembered  that  when  the 
words  referred  to  were  inserted  he  got 
up  and  said  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  there  were  no  words  in  the  whole 
Bill  which  would  convey  so  much  com- 
fort to  the  Irish  tenant  as  those  which 
were  now  going  to  be  tampered  with. 
The  raising  of  rents  in  consequence  of 
improvements  made  by  tenants  was  the 
very  basis  of  all  agitation  in  Ireland. 
The  groat  principle  in  the  words  in 
question  could  be  comprehended  by  the 
whole  of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland ;  but 
the  rest  could  not  be  comprehended  even 
by  the  most  intelligent.  The  words  in 
question  were  going  to  be  altered,  for 
what  purpose  it  was  impossible  to  say. 
He  asked  the  Prime  Minister,  who,  he 
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feared,  had  been  altogether  misled 
upon  the  Bubject,  to  take  the  course 
which  he  took  yesterday,  to  retract  the 
alterations  proposed  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  and  to  stick  to  these 
words  and  require  them  to  become  law. 
If  he  did  that  it  would  do  more  to  in- 
sure a  favourable  reception  for  the  Bill 
in  Ireland  than  any  other  thing  that 
could  be  done.  It  would  do  more  than 
anything  else  could  to  insure  the  suc- 
cess of  the  Bill  and  to  prevent  our  hay- 
ing a  new  agitation  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  in  complete  con- 
formity with  the  intention  with  which 
the  onginal  words  were  adopted.  He 
was  afraid,  however,  the  original  words 
were  wider  in  scope,  and  that  if  they 
were  totally  unqualified  the  tenant 
might  be  entitled  not  only  to  claim  com- 
pensation for  certain  improvements  in 
the  shape  of  buildings,  and  the  recla- 
mation of  land  which  might  have  been 
made  at  a  remote  day,  but  likewise  he 
would  be  able  to  claim  compensation  for 
improvements  for  which  he  had  already 
been  paid,  such,  for  example,  as  had 
been  mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Westminster 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) — namely,  for  im- 
provements which  had  been  made  under 
a  positive  covenant  requiring  the  tenant 
to  make  them,  and  for  which  payment 
was  made  to  him  in  the  shape  of  a  low 
rent.  Under  these  circumstances,  the 
Government  could  not  recede  from  the 
Amendment,  which  was  intended  to  give 
roundness  and  completeness  to  the  enact- 
ment they  proposed.  The  Amendment 
stood  on  a  perfectly  clear  and  intelligible 
principle  —  namely,  that  the  tenant 
should  be  liable  to  be  charged  rent 
upon  improvements  for  which  he  was 
not  entitled  to  be  paid,  and  that  he 
should  not  be  charged  rent  upon  im- 
provements for  which  he  was  entitled  to 
be  paid. 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  the 
Amendment  was  not  on  the  Paper,  and 
Members  had  ^eat  difficulty  in  follow- 
ing the  exact  intention  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  apprehension  in  his  mind 
had  not  been  removed  entirely  by  the 
statement  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  he 
would  tell  the  House  why.  He  entirely 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  and  with  the  Prime  Minister 

mr.UitchMHmry 


that  it  would  be,  of  course,  absurd  in  a 
case  where  a  tenant  had  been  paid  for 
improvements,  and  these  had  become 
the  property  of  the  landlord,  to  allow  the 
tenant  to  claim  the  right  to  pay  only  a 
low  rent  because  of  improvements  he 
had  made.  But,  as  he  read  the  clause, 
he  understood  it  would  stand  thus — that 
no  rent  should  be  allowed  or  be  made 
payable  in  any  proceedings  under  the 
Bill  in  respect  of  a  certain  class  of  im- 
provements— that  meant  in  respect  of 
other  improvements — not  limiting  itself 
to  improvements  for  which  the  tenant 
had  been  paid,  and  which  had  become 
the  property  of  the  landlord,  but  left  at 

Im  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  said, 
lie  thought  the  discussion  illustrated  the 
extreme  difficulty  they  were  placed  in  in 
endeavouring  to  regulate  these  matters, 
and  he  thought  the  difficulty  had  been 
increased  by  the  attempt  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  made  in  their  Bill  to  lay 
down  directions,  which  were,  after  idl, 
but  imperfect  directions,  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  different  cases  were  to  be  dealt 
with.  With  regard  to  this  particular 
case,  he  thought  they  were  all  agreed 
that  they  should  protect  the  tenant 
against  any  rent  being  charged  in  re- 
spect of  improvements  he  had  made. 
But  then  the  words  proposed  might, 
without  any  guard,  render  it  impossible 
for  a  landlord  to  raise  the  rent  with 
reference  to  improvements  for  which  the 
tenant  had  been  already  paid.  The  Go- 
vernment had  so  far  felt  that,  that  they 
were  detirous  of  introducing  words  which 
by  reference  to  the  Act  of  1870  might 
show  that  the  preserving  a  tenant  fj^m 
rent  charged  for  his  improvements  did 
not  apply  to  cases  of  that  sort.  A  dear 
definition  was  desirable,  and  he  would 
make  the  suggestion  that  instead  of  the 
words  proposed  referring  to  the  Act  of 
1870  some  other  words  should  be  added 
in  the  form  of  a  proviso  at  the  end  of  the 
words  now  proposed,  and  the  words  he 
would  suggest  were — 

"  Proylded  that  the  Court  shall  take  into  con- 
sideration the  time  during  which  such  tenant 
may  have  enjoyed  the  advantage  of  those  im* 
provements,  and  also  the  rent  at  which  such 
holding  has  been  held,  and  any  benefits  which 
such  tenant  may  have  received  fr»m  the  land- 
lord in  consideration,  expressly  or  impliedly,  of 
the  improvements  so  made." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  dheeoreci 
that  ironically. 
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Mb.  HEALT:  Because  the  Qovem- 
ment  refused  that  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  yesterday. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  thought  he  had  not  been  mistaken  in 
the  Ghentleman  who  cheered.  Those 
words  were  themselves  taken  from  the 
Act  of  1870  with  reference  to  the  cases 
in  which  the  Court  was  to  award  com- 
pensation to  the  tenant  for  improvements 
made  by  him.  Under  that  Act  the  Court 
was  to  take  into  consideration  the  time 
during  which  the  improvements  had 
been  enjoyed,  and  so  forth.  But  that 
section  was  confined  to  the  case  of  im- 
provements made  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act  of  1870  on  a  holding  held  by  the 
tenant  under  a  tenancy  existing  at  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  The  original  sin  of 
the  present  Bill  was  that  it  attempted  to 
dral  with  those  matters  by  a  Court,  and 
that  had  been  made  more  difficult  by  the 
particular  way  in  which  they  had  chosen 
to  deal  with  the  directions  to  be  given 
to  tiie  Court.  However,  they  had  ac- 
cepted that  principle  of  the  Bill  which 
involved  the  intervention  of  the  Court, 
and  they  were  obliged  to  give  it  such 
directions  as  mi^ht  make  the  matter 
dear.  He  submitted  the  words  which 
he  had  read  to  the  House  as,  perhaps, 
indicating  the  only  way  in  which  they 
could  satisfactorily  get  out  of  their 
difficulty. 

Mb.  SHAW  agreed  with  those  who 
thought  that  the  change  proposed  in 
that  dause  would  act  very  injuriously 
on  the  public  mind  in  Ireland.  The 
words  of  ike  sub-section  were  of  too 
wide  and  general  a  character,  and,  if 
left  as  they  were  now,  they  mieht  lead 
to  serious  misunderstanding.  If  those 
words  were  adopted  without  any  quali- 
fication such  as  the  Government  pro- 
posed, it  would  be  possible  in  mauy  dis- 
tricts in  the  North  of  Ireland  to  raise 
the  rents  50  per  cent  on  the  improve- 
ments of  the  tenants.  The  improvements 
for  which  the  tenant  could  obtain  com- 
pensation under  the  Act  of  1870  or  under 
the  Bill  were  permanent  buildings  aud 
reclamations  of  waste  land ;  but  for  those 
gradual  improvements  made  by  the  ten- 
ant year  by  year,  until  an  almost  barren 
region  now  looked  like  a  garden,  the 
tenant  might  under  that  clause  have  to 
pay  an  increased  rent.  He  did  not  tliink 
that  was  the  wish  or  the  intention  either 
of  the  Gk>vemnient  or  of  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite ;  but  it  would  lead  to 


agitation  and  unpleasantness  such  as 
they  had  hoard  nothing  of.  The  North 
of  Ireland  was  a  peculiar  place,  its 
people  were  a  peculiar  people ;  and  ho 
did  not  desire  to  see  that  part  of  the 
country  whipped  into  an  agitation  on 
that  or  on  any  other  subject,  because 
there  would  be  a  great  deal  more  than 
words  in  such  an  agitation.  Probably 
some  words  might  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill  by  which  the  Court  might  have 
under  its  review  fertilizations  and  other 
improvements  on  which  the  tenants  of 
the  North  of  Ireland  would  consider  it 
a  very  heavy  grievance  to  be  charged 
additional  rent.  That  was  one  of  the 
most  serious  questions  which  had  yet 
come  before  the  House  upon  those 
Amendments,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  see  some  way  out  of 
the  difficulty. 

Mr.  GIVAN  believed  tliat  no  change 
made  in  the  Bill  since  it  left  the  House 
had  caused  more  bitter  disaj^pointment 
in  Ulster  than  the  one  now  under  con- 
sideration. He  was  also  much  surprised 
that  the  Government  should  think  for  a 
moment  of  making  the  proposed  addition 
to  the  sub-section.  It  was  inconceivable 
that  the  Court  would  give  the  tenant  com- 
pensation for  improvements  which  he 
had  already  been  actually  paid  for.  If 
they  looked  at  the  Act  of  1870  they 
would  see  distinctly  the  limited  nature 
of  the  power  given  to  the  Court  to  award 
compensation  for  improvements,  because 
the  tenant  was  excluded  by  that  Act 
from  all  improvements  made  20  years 
before  the  claim,  except  permanent 
buildings  and  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lauds.  He  need  scarcely  remind  the 
House  that  a  great  many  of  the  im- 
provements which  were  made  by  the 
tenant  farmers  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land were  improvements  which  could  not 
come  under  the  head  of  reclamation  of 
waste  lands.  For  instance,  improvements 
--such  as  planting  trees,  levelling 
fences,  making  roads,  and  a  hundred 
other  things  which  had  been  accom- 
plished by  the  tenants  of  the  North 
of  Ireland,  and  rendered  their  holdings 
much  more  valuable  than  they  were  be- 
fore, and  which  did  not  come  under  the 
exception  of  sub-section  A,  Clause  4,  of 
the  Land  Act  of  1870.  Consequently, 
his  experience  had  been — and  he  knew 
also  the  experience  of  many  of  the  County 
Court  Judges  was  exactly  the  same — 
that,  owing  to  the  wording  of  the  sub- 
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Bection  in  question,  they  had  been  tied 
down  from  giving  sufficient  compensa- 
tion for  improvements  to  tenants,  and 
were  not  able  to  decide  in  favour  of 
many  just  and  equitable  claims.  He 
respectfully  suggested  to  the  Oovem- 
ment  that  they  should  not  accept  these 
words,  and  thus  avoid  imposing  a  very 
harsh  limitation  upon  the  tenant. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  felt  sure  that  no  one 
in  the  House  wished  that  either  in  Ulster 
or  in  any  other  part  of  Ireland  there 
should  be  a  confiscation  of  the  improve- 
ments of  the  tenant  by  the  action  of  the 
Ck)urt  or  by  a  capricious  addition  to  rent. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcute)  had  proposed  words  which  he 
thought  the  majority  of  the  House  would 
be  prepared  to  adopt  in  their  substantial 
sense,  if  not  in  their  precise  form,  if  any 
direction  was  to  be  given  to  the  Court. 
Those  words  were  taken  from  the  4th 
section  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  He 
would  ask  the  Government  to  make  a 
provision  which  was  clearly  contem- 
plated in  the  Act  of  1870,  and  which,  by 
applying  the  4th  section  of  that  Act  to 
the  process  of  fixing  the  fair  rent,  might 
not  be  wholly  unsatisfactory. 

Mb.  LAING  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House ;  but  he 
thought  the  difficulty  might  be  got  over 
if  the  Government  would  add  these  words 
to  the  sub-section — 

**  For  which  the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in 
title  shall  not  have  been  paid  or  compensated  by 
the  landlord  or  his  predecessors.'* 

This,  he  thought,  did  not  interfere  with 
the  prohibition  against  raising  rent  for 
tenant's  improvements,  but  took  out  the 
cases  which  had  been  pointed  at  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion. 

Mr.  W.  FOWLEE  said,  he  thought 
the  suggestion  worthy  of  consideration, 
and  he  had  intended  to  make  a  similar 
suggestion — namely,  to  add  the  words — 

'*  For  which  the  tenant  shall  not  have  already 
received  payment  or  compensation  from  the 
landlord/*^ 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  said,  he  thought 
that  if  the  Gt>vemment  adhered  to  their 
proposal  the  clause  had  better  be  left  out 
altogether,  because  it  would  take  away 
concessions  to  the  tenant  which  had 
already  been  made  and  would  transform 
a  boon  into  an  injury. 

Mb.  macartney  said,  he  hoped 
the  Lords'  Amendment  would  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  Hoo^,  as  he  believed  it 
Mr.  OwM 


would  give  general  satisfaction  to  the 
North  of  Ireland. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  House  could  well  accept 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote). 
To  select  one  provision  of  the  Land  Act 
in  Clause  4  and  reproduce  it  there  in  the 
Bill  would  rather  suggest  that  the  rest 
of  Clause  4  was  not  to  be  incorporated, 
and  would  thus  only  create  confusion 
and  perplexity.  The  clause  of  the 
Act  of  1870  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  referred  was  made  to  apply  only 
to  tenancies  existing  at  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  because  it  was  intended  that 
future  tenancies  should  be  contracts  made 
by  persons  with  their  eyes  open.  The 
principle  now  to  be  kept  in  view  was 
that  the  tenant  was  not  to  be  charged  rent 
for  what  was  his  own  property.  There 
were,  he  feared,  practical  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  adopting  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Orkney  (Mr.  Laing). 
It  might  do  very  weU  if  they  were  omy 
dealing  with  recent  events ;  but  it  would 
not  be  easy,  in  cases  where  they  had 
to  go  back  a  great  many  years,  to  show 
that  improvements  made  by  the  pre- 
decessor of  the  tenant  had  been  paid  for 
by  the  predecessor  of  the  landlora.  He 
did  not  see  his  way  at  this  moment  to 
accept  the  words  suggested  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk.  The 
Government  were,  however,  not  so 
wedded  to  their  own  proposed  as  to  be 
unwilling  to  adopt  any  other  which 
would  operate  fairly  both  to  landlord 
and  tenant.  He  was  afraid  that  the 
object  they  all  had  in  view  could  not  be 
effected  with  mathematical  accuracy  and 
precision,  but  they  might  attain  sub- 
stantial justice;  and  he  hoped  to  dis- 
cover some  mode  of  meeting  the  fair 
requirements  of  the  case. 

At  this  point  the  Speakeb  left  the 
Chair  for  10  minutes. 

When  the  Chair  was  again  taken, 
Mb.  EDWARD  CLARES  commented 
upon  the  state  of  indecision  which  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  appeared 
to  be  in  on  the  subject  under  discussion, 
and  thought  it  would  be  a  much  safer 
course  for  the  House  to  abide  by  the 
Amendment  originally  proposed  than 
adopt  the  result  of  the  consultation 
which  had  just  taken  place  while  the 
Speaker  was  absent 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  what 
the  Ooyemment  desired  to  do  was  to 
deal  justly  with  the  claims  of  both  land- 
hnd  and  tenant ;  and  he  thought  it  was 
only  a  man  who  had  an  absurdly  good 
opinion  of  himself  who  would  refuse 
to  consider  all  suggestions  made  for 
improyement  of  so  important  and  intri- 
cate a  measure  as  the  present.  The 
Government,  not  being  particularly 
wedded  to  their  own  Amendment,  had, 
on  consideration,  decided  to  adopt  words 
which  he  thought  were  substantially  the 
same  as  what  had  been  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Members  for  Dundalk,  Orkney, 
and  Cambridge.  He  had  found,  on  fur- 
ther consideration,  that  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  furnished  a  corrective  for  the  diffi- 
culty which  he  chiefly  feared.  Where  a 
tenant  could  prove  by  witnesses  that  he 
had  made  improvements,  of  course  he 
would  be  allowed  for  them.  A^ain,  if 
there  were  no  living  witnesses,  the  ten- 
ant must  of  necessity  resort  to  the  pre- 
sumption enacted  by  the  5th  section  of 
the  Act  of  1870.  But  that  presumption 
was  itself  restricted  to  improvements 
made  by  the  tenant  within  20  years  be- 
fore the  passing  of  the  Act.  The  land- 
brd  would  therefore,  he  thought,  be 
perfectly  safe  under  the  circumstances ; 
and,  accordingly,  the  Government  were 
willing  to  accept  these  words  in  substi- 
tution for  their  own  proposal  in  respect 
of  improvements  made  hj  the  tenant  or 
his  predecessors  in  title — 

*•  And  for  which,  in  the  opinion  of  tho  Court, 
the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in  titlo  shall  not 
have  been  paid  or  com^nsated  by  the  landlord 
or  his  predecessors  in  title." 

He  asked  leave  to  withdraw  the  ori- 

g'nal  Amendment  proposed  by  him  in 
vour  of  the  one  he  had  now  read. 
Sib  E.  AS8HET0N  OEOSS  said,  this 
was  not  the  first  time  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Lreland  had  placed  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  and  then,  after  thoy  had 
led  to  a  certain  amount  of  discussion, 
asked  permission  to  withdraw  them. 
He  had  now  made  a  complete  change 
during  the  short  time  the  Speaker  was 
absent  for  luncheon.  In  the  first  in- 
stance, the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman spoke  strongly  in  favour  of  his 
own  Motion,  and  then  he  found  in  the 
Land  Act  a  provision  which  relieved 
him  of  all  his  difficulties.  Under  these 
QJicnmstancee,  the  proposal  of  the  At- 
torney Gtenwal  for  Ireland  to  withdraw 
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his  Amendment  would  be  resisted  from 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  138  ; 
Noes  272  :  Majority  134.— (Div.  List, 
No.  872.) 

Ck)n8equential  Amendment  proposed 
to  the  Bill,  in  page  9,  line  42,  after  the 
word  **  title,"  to  insert  the  words — 

**  And  for  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court, 
the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in  title  shall  not 
have  been  paid  or  compensated  by  the  landlord 
or  his  predecessors  in  title.'* — {Mr.  Attorney 
Qentralfor  Jreiand.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  if  any  time 
had  been  lost  at  that  stage  of  the  Bill 
the  Government  alone  was  to  blame. 
They  had  had  ample  time  to  consider 
the  Bill  in  all  its  various  stages,  and 
here  was  the  result.  They  came  down 
to  the  House  with  a  distinct  proposal, 
which  was  introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  in  a  speech  of 
10  minutes,  and  which  was  presented 
from  the  Chair  for  the  acceptance  of  the 
House.  Afterwards,  however,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  announced 
that  the  Government  had  so  far  modified 
their  views  that  they  advised  the  House 
to  accept  suggestions  which  had  been 
made  by  some  other  hon.  Members.  The 
result  of  all  this  was  that  they  had  just 
divided  on  the  Government  proposal, 
and  the  Government  had  voted  against 
their  own  Amendment.  Now,  the  pro- 
posal against  which  the  Government  had 
just  divided  was  one  which  had  had  the 
sanction  of  Mr.  Butt  and  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw),  when  he  proposed  a  Bill.  The 
Amendment  differed  from  the  present 
one  in  some  important  particulars.  The 
present  proposal  had  been  drawn  up  at 
a  moment's  notice,  he  believed,  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  C.  Bussell),  and  it  was  now  sug- 
gested for  the  acceptance  of  the  House. 
For  one  thing,  the  present  Amendment 
had  no  express  limit  as  to  time,  and 
the  only  qualification  stated  was  that 
the  tenant  must  show  that  he  had  not 
been  paid  or  compensated.  The  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  this  extremely  vague 
and  loose  qualification  was,  no  doubt, 
strengthened  a  little  by  the  fact  that  there 
was  some  period  of  time  in  respect  of 
which  the  presumption  would  not  be 
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against thelandlord.  Butthequalifioation 
should  hayo  stated  in  terms  some  limit 
as  to  time,  and  some  reference  as  to  the 
value  of  the  improvements.  In  his  opi- 
nion, the  Amendment  was  unsatisfactory, 
as  being  without  express  limit  as  to 
time — unsatisfactory,  inasmuch  as  it  did 
not  take  sufficient  account  of  the  value 
of  the  improvements  at  the  date  of  claim, 
and  most  unsatisfactory  as  it  did  not 
adequately  direct  the  attention  of  the 
Court  to  some  of  the  most  importcmt 
elements  which  any  Court  should  fairly 
take  into  account.  These  matters  had 
been  referred  to  in  the  suggestion  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote);  but  they  had  been  but  lightly 
touched  by  the  Attorney  Qenenu  for 
Ireland.  The  words  now  before  the 
House,  however,  contained  some  limit 
which  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  did  not;  and 
he  would  not,  therefore,  vote  against 
them. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  so  far  as  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  was  an  attack  or  a  censure 
upon  the  Government  he  did  not  propose 
to  deal  with  it.  His  duty — although  it 
was  quite  within  the  licence  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  use  the 
time  of  the  House  in  attacks  of  that 
kind — was  to  reply  to  the  arguments  so 
far  as  they  admitted  of  an  answer.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ob- 
jected to  this  Amendment ;  he  likewise 
had  argued  in  favour  of  an  Amendment 
not  directly  before  the  House.  The 
first  objection  was  that  there  was  no 
limit  of  time  within  which  the  tenant 
might  be  compensated.  There  was  no 
limit  of  time  wherever  the  tenant  was 
able  to  prove  that  the  improvements 
were  his ;  but  there  was  a  distinct  limit 
of  time  where  he  could  not  prove  that, 
and  that  limit  was  the  limit  of  presump- 
tion under  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  The 
presumption  under  that  Act  stopped  at 
a  certain  point — except  where,  in  rare 
cases,  the  tenant  would  be  perfectly 
entitled  to  compensation — and  beyond 
that  point  he  had  no  presumption,  and 
the  improvements  would  be  taken  to  be 
the  property  of  the  landlord,  and  part  of 
the  holding  which  the  tenant  took. 
With  reference  to  there  being  no  limit 
of  value,  that  limit  was  tiiis — improve- 
ments were  to  be  tested  by  the  a<wition 
they  made  to  the  letting  value  of  the 
holding.  Those  were  matters  included 
in  the  Amendment  befiure  the  Hoiue^ 


particnlarly  in  the  words  "  paid  for  or 
compensated  by  the  landlord  or  his 
predecessors  in  title."  The  Government 
held  that  the  Amendment  was  just  and 
fair;  and  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
practical  difference  between  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Government  and  that  which 
they  had  determined  to  abandon  was 
great.  But  that  was  a  matter  upon 
which  it  was  not  necessary  to  enter. 
The  Amendment  covered  the  whole  case 
laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Question  put,  and  agresd  to. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  thought  he  should  be  in  Order  in 
moving  the  Amendment  which  he  was 
about  to  move.  The  rieht  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  had  taken 
objection  to  the  Amendment  because  it 
was  incorporating  into  the  Bill  the  pro* 
visions  of  a  certain  section  of  the  Act  of 
1870,  and  by  so  doing  it  might  be  held 
to  exclude  other  parts  of  that  Act.  But 
he  intended  the  words  as  substantive 
words,  and  not  merely  as  a  reference  to 
the  Act  of  1870.  All  agreed  that  there 
should  be  a  proper  instruction  to  the 
Court  to  preserve  the  rights  of  tiie  ten- 
ants, with  a  due  consideration  of  the 
rights  which  they  had  already  enjoyed. 
The  words  he  proposed  were  delibe- 
rately adopted  in  an  analogous  ease  in 
the  Act  of  1870. 

Consequential  Amendment  proposed 
to  the  BUI,  at  the  end  of  the  foregoing 
Consequential  Amendment,  insert  the 
words — 

*<Providod,  That  the  Ooxai  ahaU  take  into 
consideration  the  time  during  which  such  tenant 
may  have  enjoyed  the  advantage  of  audi  im- 
provements, also  the  rent  at  which  such  holding 
has  been  held,  and  any  benefits  which  such  ten- 
ant mapr  have  received  from  his  landlord  in  con- 
sideration, expressly,  or  impliedly,  of  the  im- 
provements so  made." 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  (Jo- 
▼emment  could  not  a^ree  to  the  proposed 
words.  So  far  as  they  laid  legitimate 
ground  for  consideration^  he  had  already 
shown  that  they  were  included  in  the 
words  which  had  already  been  admitted. 
A  low  rent  or  other  material  money 
benefits  given  by  the  landlord  in  respect 
of  improvements  was  completely  pro- 
vided for.  But  there  was  another 
Amendment  in  the  words  in  respect  to 
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wMoh  fliey  were  not  prepared  to  give 
the  same  approbation.    That  was  that — 

**  The  Court  shall  take  into  oonidderation  the 
time  during  which  such  tenant  may  have  en- 
joyed the  advantages  of  such  improTements." 

The  doctrine  accepted  at  the  time  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870,  and  which  he  cer- 
tainly declined  to  accept  the  night  be- 
fore, was  the  doctrine  that  the  enjoyment 
by  tiie  tenant  for  a  certain  time  of  his 
own  improyements  might  have  reim- 
bursed mm  for  the  cost  of  those  improve* 
ments,  and  by  a  nataral  process  they 
passed  over  to  the  landlord.  Bat  that 
was  not  the  basis  npon  which  they  pro- 
ceeded now,  and  there  was  no  occasion 
for  it.  The  tenant's  improyements  were 
the  tenant's  own  property,  and  he  would 
not  admit  the  principle  that  the  time 
daring  which  he  had  enjoyed  those  im- 
provements was  any  reason  for  their 
passing  away  from  him. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  the 
words  of  the  Prime  Minister  would  lead 
to  the  inference  that  in  no  case  under, 
for  example,  a  building  lease  should  the 
buildings  put  up  by  the  lessee  come  into 
possession  of  the  landlord.  ['*  No !  "] 
The  principle  laid  down  was  that  the 
person  who  took  the  property  at  a  low 
rent  from  the  landlord,  and  erected  per- 
manent bnildings  upon  it,  should  for 
ever  retain  those  buildings.  [Mr.  Glad- 
SToiTB  :  No !]  He  was  glad  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  disavowed  that  inference. 
But  what  was  his  objection  to  the  words  ? 
Why  should  the  tenant,  already  compen- 
sated by  the  lowness  of  the  rent,  be  com- 
pensated again  ? 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  147  ; 
Noes  277:  Majority  130.— (Div.  list. 
No.  373.) 

Page  9,  line  42,  after  the  word  "  title," 
insert  the  words  *'  during  such  statutory 
term ; "  and  also  insert,  as  a  new  sub- 
section— 

**  (9.)  The  rent  of  a  holding  shall  not  be  re- 
duced in  any  proceedings  under  this  Act 
on  account  of  any  money  or  money's  worth 
paid  or  given  by  the  tenant  or  his  predeces- 
sors in  title,  othorwiso  than  to  the  landlord, 
on  coming  into  the  holding," 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  should 
like  to  Idiow  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(SirStafifordNorthoote)  intended  to  move 
to  inaert  after  the  word  **  given,"  in  the 


new  sub-section,  the  words  ''  during  the 
statutory  term." 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  said, 
he  would  like  to  know  the  view  of  the 
Gbvemment  on  the  matter. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  That  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Lords  and  the  right  hon« 
Baronet  were  both  bad. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  said, 
he  would  not  propose  the  Amendment 
unless  it  would  modify  the  objection  of 
the  Government  to  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment. He  should  like  to  hear  the  ob- 
jection to  the  clause  as  modified  by  the 
Lords. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  they  de- 
cidedly objected  to  sub-section  9,  be- 
cause, as  the  Bill  was  originally  drafted, 
it  was  alleged  against  the  Government 
— although  they  did  not  admit  it — that 
they  had  introduced  into  the  7th  clause 
expressions  which  led  to  the  belief  that 
the  value  of  the  tenant's  interest  was  to 
be  deducted  from  the  fair  rent  before  the 
fair  rent  was  fixed.  That  they  always 
disclaimed  —  that  they  were  not  two 
parts;  but  one  of  an  actual  whole — ^and 
that  the  principle  of  deduction  was  one 
which  ought  not  to  be  mentioned  in  con- 
nection with  the  fixing  of  fair  rent.  On 
that  basis  the  Bill  was  sent  up  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  principle  of  de- 
duction was  now  being  introduced  in  the 
form  of  positive  enactment.  The  Go- 
vernment denied  that  any  deduction  was 
to  be  made.  They  believed  that  the 
tenant's  interest  should  be  fairly  esti- 
mated on  its  own  ground  under  the  1st 
clause,  and  the  fair  rent  similarly  esti- 
mated under  the  7th  clause.  The  Amend- 
ment would  produce  a  mischievous  effect 
upon  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Lreland. 
It  was  quite  impossible  to  introduce  the 
notion  of  deduction.  With  respect  to 
the  Amendment  of  which  Notice  had 
been  given  on  the  previous  night,  he 
admitted  that  it  took  the  poison  out  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment,  providing,  as  it 
did,  that  rent  should  not  be  reduced  in 
respect  of  the  price  given  by  the  tenant 
during  the  statutory  term.  Certainly 
not.  The  tenant  entered  on  the  statu- 
tory term  subject  to  a  fixed  rent,  and 
would  make  ms  bargains  with  his  eyes 
open.  But  if  it  were  to  be  enacted  that 
no  deduction  in  respect  of  the  price 
given  by  the  tenant  during  the  statutory 
term  should  be  made,  the  inference 
would  be  raised  that  such  deduction  was 
to  take  place  after  the  term.    TheOourt 
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would  be  influenood  in  that  direction 
with  that  enactment  before  it.  In  the 
interest  of  the  landlord  they  could  not 
agree  to  that  proposed  Amendment  of 
the  Lords'  Amendment  ;  nor,  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  tenant,  could  he  agree  to 
the  Amendment  itself. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
(Mr.  Oladsione.) 

SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  ad- 
mitted  that  it  was  imprtant  to  consider 
what  inference  might  be  drawn  from  the 
words  proposed  to  be  introduced.  He 
only  proposed  to  introduce  those  words 
— with  respect  to  the  price  given  during 
the  statutory  term — in  the  event  of  the 
clause  being  negatived  by  the  Govern- 
ment. The  object  was  to  provide  means 
of  showing  that  the  intention  of  the 
Lords  was  not  to  interfere  with  the  ex- 
isting rights  of  tenants  in  Ulster  or  else- 
where. The  Government  might  say  that 
the  rent  and  the  tenant's  interest  must 
be  kept  separate;  but  the  saying  so  50 
times  in  the  impressive  manner  the 
Prime  Minister  could  say  it  would  not 
alter  the  real  condition  of  the  case,  which 
was  this — that  if  a  man  had  to  give  a 
large  price  for  his  holding,  then  he  could 
only  afford  a  low  rent,  or  vies  versd.  The 
question  was,  when  it  came  to  an  adjust- 
ment  of  those  two  considerations,  which 
was  to  give  way  ?  In  introducing  the 
principle  of  free  sale,  undoubtedly  the 
competition,  or  the  *  *  land-hunger, ' '  would 
increase,  and  many  would  be  induced  to 
bid  high  prices  for  holdings  they  desired 
to  get.  Having  paid  that,  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  pay  the  rent  the  farm  had 
hitherto  paid ;  and  then  came  the  ques- 
tion, which  should  give  way — the  rent 
or  the  amount  which  should  be  paid  for 
tenant's  interest?  Was  the  tenant  to 
be  allowed  to  go  to  the  Court  and  say 
the  rent  was  exorbitant  because  of  the 
high  price  he  paid  for  his  holding  ?  That 
was  a  point  against  which  the  Lords' 
Amendment  was  intended  to  guard.  He 
admitted  that  the  Amendment  of  the 
Lords  was  susceptible  of  being  misun- 
derstood so  as  to  interfere  with  the  ten- 
ant's rights  on  account  of  money  paid  by 
him.  But  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
had  been  clearly  expressed  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Marquess  of  Salisb\iry,  and 
he  thought  that  it  ought  to  be  accepted. 
It  ought  to  be  taken  into  consideration 

Mr.  Giad9tane 


that  the  Oovemment  were  operated  on 
by  extrinsic  influences — that  was,  the 
Land  League;  and  the  Amendment  con- 
tained nothing  unjust  to  the  tenant. 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  adoption  of  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  the  House  was  essen- 
tial if  effect  was  to  be  given  to  the  de- 
claration of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, that  it  was  not  the  purpose  of  the 
Bill  that  the  payment  by  the  incoming 
to  the  outgoing  tenant  should  interfere 
with  the  landlord's  rent.  The  House 
should  remember  that  it  was  now  giving 
a  direction  to  the  Land  Oourt,  which  was 
to  be  established  by  the  BDl,  for  the  por- 

Eose  of  insuring  that  the  rent  to  be  paid 
y  the  incoming  tenant  should  be  a  fair 
rent.  Now,  unless  the  House  declared 
by  some  terms  equivalent  to  the  purport 
of  this  Amendment  that  the  payment  or 
price  for  the  occupation  to  be  paid  by 
the  incoming  to  the  outgoing  tenant 
should  not  be  taken  into  account  in 
assessing  that  which  was  to  be  the  fair 
rent  payable  to  the  landlord,  all  English 
practice  proved  that  that  payment  for 
entry  would  be  a  prime  element  in  de- 
termining the  amount  of  rent  thereafter 
to  be  received  by  the  landlord.  If, 
therefore,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
was  sincere  in  his  repeated  declarations, 
that  those  payments  on  entry  should  not 
affect  the  future  rent,  it  was  manifest 
that  he  ought  to  adopt  the  principle  and 
purport  of  the  Amendment  now  before 
the  House.  He  said  that  not  without 
information  and  experience,  for  it  was 
he  who  moved  for  and  carried  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Agricultiiral  Customs 
of  this  country  in  1848.  He  had  been 
for  years  the  lord  of  manors  in  this 
country,  and  he  took  a  somewhat  active 
part  in  the  debates  which  preceded  the 
adoption  of  the  Agricultural  Holdings 
Act ;  and  he  fearle^y  asserted  that  un- 
less the  future  fair  rent  was  declared  in 
the  Bill  to  be  a  matter  separate  and  dis- 
tinct from  the  payments  which  the  Bill 
contemplated  as  to  be  necessarily  inci- 
dent to  entry  upon,  or  to  admission  to, 
Irish  holding8,«the  amount  of  those  pay- 
ments on  entry  would  inevitably  deter- 
mine the  amount  of  the  future  rent; 
whereas,  if  the  amount  of  the  fair  rent 
be  declared  by  the  Bill  to  be  a  matter- 
as  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  it 
ought  to  be— distinct  and  apart  from 
those  payments,  the  amount  of  the  fu- 
ture fair  rent  to  be  paid  by  the  incoming 
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tnoant  wonld  limit  and  detennine  the 
amount  of  compensation,  or  wliateyer  it 
might  be,  to  be  paid  by  the  incoming  to 
the  oatgoing  tenant  on  entry  upon,  or 
idnuasion  to,  the  holding. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BMiFOUB  understood  that 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  did  not 
propoee  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice  last  night, 
ao  that  the  House  was  not  discussing  the 
Lords'  Amendment  as  it  stood  on  the 
Fhper.  The  Prime  Minister  said  if  the 
Amendment  were  accented  it  would  be 
misunderstood  in  Lreiand.  In  plain 
wmrds,  then,  if  a  dear  definition  of  a 
principle,  which  the  GK>vemment  them- 
aelres  admitted  to  be  a  right  principle, 
were  put  into  the  Bill,  a  feeling  of  dis- 
rapointment  would  spread  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  Irish  tenantry.  This 
was  an  indication  that  this  Bill  was  pre- 
sented in  a  different  colour  to  the  House 
from  what  it  was  presented  to  the  people 
of  Ireland.  It  was  to  be  a  shield  of 
gold  on  the  one  side,  and  of  silver  on  the 
other.  They  were  told  that  the  Bill 
wonld  only  compel  the  landlord  to  do 
that  which  the  good  landlord  had  al- 
rsady  done.  The  Irish  tenants  expected 
mnch  more  than  that.  They  expected  a 
mbetantial  slice  of  the  landlord's  pro- 
perty. The  Gbvemment,  by  their  own 
•dmission,  told  them  that  was  so.  It 
was  too  late  to  prevent  the  Bill  from 
tiolating  all  the  recognized  principles  of 
iM^slation,  and  too  &te  to  prevent  the 
whole  of  the  agricultural  property  of 
Lehmd  from  being  put  in  the  nands  of 
a  triumvirate.  It  was  not  too  late^  how- 
over,  to  prevent  the  income  of  Irish 
Indlords  from  being  unjustly  reduced 
bj  the  operation  of  this  clause.  This 
they  oould  accomplish  by  adopting  the 
Amendment.  If  that  Amendment  ^ould 
be  rejected  the  Bill  would  be  open  to 
the  diarge  of  being  a  scheme  of  public 
plunder. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, not  only  as  one  of  the  most  valu- 
aUe  among  the  Lords'  Amendments, 
bat  also  because  it  was  in  accordance 
wiih  the  repeated  declarations  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  (Government.  He  thought 
the  House  ought  to  accept  the  Amend- 
menty  and  he  hoped  the  Gbvemment 
wonld  reconsider  their  decision.  The 
ftime  Minister  disclaimed  the  idea  of 
deduoting  tenant  right  from  the  rent. 
Xhej  hM  been  repeatedly  told  it  was 
not  lo  be  carved  out  of  ike  rent;  but 


the  Prime  Minister  said  he  did  not  ad- 
mit that  in  the  construction  of  the  Bill. 
But  the  Court,  under  the  7th  clause, 
would  be  compelled  to  take  into  consi- 
deration the  amount  paid  to  the  tenant.  ' 
It  was  quite  true  there  was  a  nominal 
safeguard  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
lanSord  against  the  price  given  for  the 
tenant  right  being  excessive.  The  Court 
would  be  obliged  to  decide  the  price  on 
the  basis  of  theprice  obtainable  in  the 
open  market.  He  could  not  understand 
how,  in  justice  or  good  faith,  it  was 
possible  K)r  the  Government  to  refuse  to 
accept  the  Amendment.  He  trusted 
that  it  would  be  sternly  adhered  to  by 
the  House  of  Lords. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  268 ;  Noes 
133  :  Majority  135.— (Div.  List,  No. 
374.) 

Page  10,  line  31,  after  ("tenancy") 
insert  ("  and  for  a  term  not  exceeding 
sixty  years "),  the  next  Amendment, 
read  a  second  time. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  advised  the 
House  to  accept  the  Amendment,  which 
gave  the  lessee  a  run  of  60  years. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Attomev 
General  for  Ireland  if  he  did  not  think 
that  the  future  tenant  was  placed  in  a 
worse  position  by  the  changes  in  the 
clause  than  the  present  tenant?  He 
thought  the  Government  should  do 
something  to  restore  the  future  tenant 
to  his  former  status. 

Amendment  o^rMd  to. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked,  would  he  be 
in  Order  in  moving  the  following  addi- 
tion to  the  sub-section  referred  to  in  the 
last  Amendment  ? — 

"  Provided  that  no  refusal  by  the  tenant  to 
accept  a  lease  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section  from  his  landlord  shall  be  deemed  by 
the  Court  to  be  unreasonable  conduct." 

Mr.  speaker  ruled  that  the  Amend- 
ment could  not  be  put. 

Page  11,  line  12,  leave  out  from 
(**  and  ")  to  (**  considering  ")  in  line  14, 
the  next  Amendment,  disagreed  to. 

Page  11,  line  29,  leave  out  ("as  if 
no  ")  and  insert  ("  notwithstanding"); 
line  30,  leave  out  (**  had  been  taken  ") 
the  two  next  Amendments,  agreed  to. 
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Page  13,  line  18,  after  ("tenancy") 
insert — 

**  (6.)  A  tenant  compelled  to  quit  his  holding 
during  the  continuance  of  a  statutory  term  in 
his  tenancy,  in  consequence  of  the  hreach  hy 
the  tenant  of  any  statutory  condition,  shall  not 
be  entitled  to  compensation  for  disturbance," 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  asked  the  House 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  The  tenant 
was  already  precladed  from  claiming 
compensation  m  every  case  of  a  serious 
breach  of  statutory  conditions ;  and  there 
was,  therefore,  no  harm  in  accepting  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  the  statement  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was 
true,  fi;enerally  ;  but  he  did  not  mention 
that  the  acceptance  of  this  Amendment 
would  make  more  numerous  and  more 
stringent  the  statutory  conditions  which 
would  render  the  tenant  liable  to  evic- 
tion. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Page  13,  line  27,  leave  out  (**  may  ") 
and  insert  (**  shall,")  the  next  Amend- 
ment, agreed  to. 

Page  13,  lines  31  and  32,  leave  out 
(**  immediate  landlord  for  the  time 
being")  and  insert  (''landlord  being  a 
limited  owner,")  the  next  Amendment, 
read  a  second  time. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  dis- 
agree with  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  GIBSON  thought  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  not  represented 
to  the  House  the  unfair  position  in  which 
several  landlords  would  be  placed  if 
some  modification  was  not  made  in  the 
Bill  as  it  left  this  House.  The  clause, 
as  it  originally  stood,  meted  out  rather 
rouffh  justice  to  the  landlord,  and  he 
could  quite  understand  that  the  Peers 
should  have  made  this  change.  He  did 
not  intend  to  comment  at  length  on  the 
question ;  but  he  could  not  allow  the 
Amendment  to  be  disagreed  to  without 
entering  his  protest. 

Mr.  MAEUM  thought  that  to  allow 
the  sub-tenants  or  occupying  tenants  to 
be  displaced  in  the  way  the  Amend- 
ment would  bring  about  would  be  most 
nnsatisfactory. 

Amendment  neg^twed. 


Page  13,  line  34,  leave  out  ("next 
superior ")  and  after  ("being")  insert 
("succeeding  to  him  in  estate"),  the 
next  Amendment,  disagreed  to. 

Page  14,  after  Clause  15,  insert 
Clause  B — 

(Provision  as  to  certain  claims  of  pasturage  and 
turbary.) 
**  Where  the  tenant  of  a  holding  by  virtue  ol 
his  tenancy  exercises  over  uninclosed  land  a 
right  of  pasturing  or  turning  out  cattle  or  other 
animals  in  common  with  other  persons,  or  exer- 
cises a  right  of  cutting  and  taking  turf  in  com- 
mon with  other  persons  (which  right  is  in  thii 
section  referred  to  as  a  common  right,  and 
which  other  persons,  together  with  the  tenant, 
are  in  this  section  referred  to  as  commoners), 
then  if  such  holding  becomes  subject  to  a  sta- 
tutory term  the  court  may,  during  the  oontina- 
ance  of  such  term,  on  the  application  of  the 
landlord,  or  of  any  commoner,  by  order  restrain 
the  tenant  from  exercising  his  right  of  pasture 
or  cutting  or  taking  turf  in  any  manner  other 
than  that  in  which  it  may  be' proved  to  the 
court  that  he  is,  under  the  circumstances  and 
according  to  the  ordinary  usage  which  has  pre- 
vailed, with  the  consent  of  the  hindlord,  amon^ 
the  commoners,  reasonably  entitled  to  exercise 
the  same," 

— ^the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  PAENELL  thought  the  words 
"on  the  application  of  the  landlord'' 
might  be  struck  out,  and  the  right  re- 
stricted to  the  tenants,  who  would  have 
the  power  of  arranging  their  own  dis- 
putes. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  if  there 
were  a  number  of  tenants  it  was  much 
better  for  them  that  the  application 
should  be  made  by  the  landloid. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobnet 
General  for  Ireland,  the  Amendment 
was  amended  as  follows,  and  agreed  to ; 
— ^In  line  2,  after  **  exercises,"  insert 
'^  in  common  with  other  persons;'' 
line  3,  after  '*  animals,"  leave  out  '*  in 
common  with  other  persons ; "  lines  5 
and  6,  after  **  persons,"  leave  out 
**  which  right  is  in  this  section  referred 
to  as  a  common  right,  and ; "  line  14, 
after  "the"  insert  ''express  or  im- 
plied." 

Page  14,  line  6,  after  (**may")  in- 
sert (**  after  service  of  the  prescribed 
notice  upon  the  landlord ") ;  line  8, 
after  (**  land  ")  insert  ("  in  a  situation 
to  be  approved  by  the  landlord,  or  fail- 
ing sucn  approval  to  be  determined  by 
the  Court  '^) ;  line  13,  after  ("  aet ")  in- 
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lert  ("and  notwiflmfanKling  taoh  mib- 
letting  the  tenant  shall  for  uie  purposes 
of  this  Act  be  deemed  to  be  still  in 
ooeapation  of  the  holding  "),  the  three 
next  Amendments,  read  a  second  time, 
and  tf^TMtf  to. 

Pftge  14,  line  18,  leave  out  firom  the 
▼ord  "  the,"  to  the  end  of  the  Clause, 
and  insert  the  words — 

'*  Portion  of  any  holding  so  let  does  not 
taeesd  haU  an  acre  in  each  case,  and  that  tho 
Intel  Dnmber  of  rach  lettinga  of  portions  of  a 
holding  doea  not  exceed  one  for  every  twenty- 
ife  acres  of  tillage  land  contained  in  the  hold- 
ing/' 

— ^ihe  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time,  and  diugr^^d  to. 

Mb.  O'SHLLIYAN  moved  to  omit 
the  word  *'  tillage."  The  retention  of 
the  word  would  make  the  Amendment 
ridioulons,  as  applied  to  holdings  in 
Ireland.  No  average  flEtrmer  till^  25 
scree  of  land. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  what  would  a 
turner  having  only  25  acres  of  pasture 
vant  a  labourer's  cottage  for  ? 

Mb.  PABNELL  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  agree  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick,  or  to 
Mme  substantial  modification  of  the 
oriftinal  clause. 

Mb.  BPEAKEB  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
bsr'oonld  not  move  an  Amendment  in 
ths  Bill  which  had  not  been  touched  by 
tteliords. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
proposed  to  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
woras  which  had  been  kept  alive  by  the 

Sjeotion  of .  the  Lords^  Amendment, 
e  aaked  the  Government,  following  out 
flie  mecedents  which  they  had  adopted 
all  uie  way  through  this  Bill,  not  to  lay 
down  a  hwd-and-fast  line,  and  limit  the 
iiseretion  of  the  Oourt  in  this  matter. 
The  limitation  was  too  severe.  It  would 
be  diflBeolt  to  find  26  acres  under  tillage 
even  on  vexy  large  farms.  In  their  case, 
then,  there  would  be  a  paucity  of  labour. 
It  was  a  mistake  to  think  that  labour 
was  not  required  upon  pasture  land.  It 
had  to  be  drained,  fenced,  top-dressed, 
*a 

Mb.  O'SULUVAN  proposed  to  leave 
eat  Ae  word  "tillage,"  so  that  a  la- 
bometr'a  cottage  might  be  erected  for 
svaiy  25  oerea  on  a  farm. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  words  so 
jestarad  to  the  ]3ill  in  page  14,  line  15, 


to  leave  out  the  word  "  tillage." — {Mr. 
(y  Sullivan.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  tillage '  stand  part  of  the  said  words 
so  restored  to  the  Bill." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  CMr.  Law)  explained  that 
there  was  no  hard-and-fast  hue  laid  down 
here  at  all.  It  was  to  remove  the  hard- 
and-fast  line  that  the  Lords'  Amendment 
had  been  rejected.  Where  there  were 
26  acres  there  might  be  two  cottages,  if 
the  Court  so  decided ;  and  in  the  case  of 
anything  under  25  acres — with,  say,  five 
acres  tillage  and  the  rest  pasturage— it 
would  be  possible  for  the  Court  to  autho- 
rize one  cottage  to  be  built. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Page  14,  line  36,  leave  out  ("said 
Acts")  and  insert  ("seventh  section  of 
the  Act  of  the  Session  of  the  tenth  and 
eleventh  years  of  the  reign  of  Her  pre- 
sent Majesty,  chapter  thirty-two  "),  the 
next  Amendment,  read  a  second  time, 
and  agreed  to. 

Page  15,  line  15,  leave  out  sub-section 
3,  the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  this  was  an 
Amendment  which  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  accept.  It  was  most  important 
that  where  these  pre-emptions  were  made, 
in  the  exercise  of  the  special  privileges 
of  the  landlords,  there  should  not  be  an 
immediate  creation  of  future  tenancies 
in  respect  of  them.  It  would  tend  to 
disturb  that  important  provision  of  the 
Act  which  aimed  at  securing  a  certain 
period  of  tranquillity  and  stability  in 
Ireland  without  any  change  at  all  other 
than  might  grow  out  of  the  failure  on 
the  part  of  the  tenant  to  fulfil  the  con- 
ditions of  his  holding. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  thought  the 
tranquillity  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proposed  to  obtain  would  be 
procured  by  a  provision  essentially  un- 
just and  unfair;  and  he  submitted  that 
tranquillity  in  Ireland,  or  anywhere  dso, 
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produced  by  such  means  was  not  the 
sort  of  tranquillify  to  which  the  House 
ought  to  be  a  party.  The  Amendment 
of  the  Lords  gave  vitality  and  effect  to 
the  1st  clause  of  the  BUI,  which  sug- 
gested to  the  landlord  that  he  should 
exercise  his  right  of  pre-emption.  That 
right  was  rendered  entirely  valueless 
and  useless  by  the  words  which  the 
Prime  Minister  proposed  to  retain,  and 
which  the  House  of  Lords  asked  them 
to  reject.  With  these  words  in  the  Bill 
the  right  of  pre-emption  would  be  a  mere 
empty  formula  and  a  delusion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  242 ;  Noes 
124  :  Majority  118.—  (Kv.  List,  No. 
375.) 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  clock,  Further  Con- 
sideration of  Lords  Amendments  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Li  reply  to  Sir  Stafford  Noethootb, 
Mb.  GLADSTONE  said :  Wenropose 
to  proceed  with  this  Bill  as  tne  first 
Order  to-morrow.  I  hope  that  we  may 
dispose  of  it  at  an  earlv  hour,  and,  u 
so,  we  shall  then  proceed  with  the  Navy 
Estimates.  It  is  intended  to  propose  a 
Sitting  on  Saturday,  and  if  this  Bill 
should  come  back  from  the  Lords  we 
shall  propose  to  proceed  with  it.  The 
Navy  Estimates  will  not  be  taken  after 
9  o'clock. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock. 


HOpSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  \Uh  August,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— (7ominf«fe—Eme 
Lough  and  River  *  (149)  ;  Ecclesiastical 
Courts  Reg^ulation,  now  Discharge  of  Contu- 
macious I^Boners  (201). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  (Money)  (186);  Superannuation 
(Post  Office  and  Works)  •  (203);  Central 
Criminal  Court  (Prisons)  •  (162) ;  Leases  for 
Schools  (Ireland)*  (188);  Corrupt  Practices 
(Suspension  of  Elections)*  (208). 

Third  -RMrfin^— Public  Works  Loans*  (196), 
Qsidi  patted. 

Royal  Attent — Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans 
Extension  [44  &  46  Viet,  c.  25];  Burial 
Grounds  (Scotland)  Act  (1865)  Amendment 

J49rd  John  Jfanners 


[44  ft  46  Viet.  c.  27];  Befomuitory  Imtitiu 

tions  (Ireland)  [44  &  46  Vict.  c.  29] ;  MetaSlo 
Mines  (Gunpowder^  [44  &  46  Viet,  c  261 ; 
Seed  Supply  and  omer  Acts  (Ireland)  ATneno. 
ment  [44  i  46  Vict.  o.  28] ;  Tompike  Aoti 
Continuance  [44  &  46  Vict.  c.  31] ;  Coatomfl 
(Officers)  [44  &  46  Vict.  c.  30] ;  Public  Loaai 
(Ireland)  Remission  [44  &  46  Vict,  c  82]; 
oummary  Procedure  (Scotland)  Ain<m<itf|flfit 
[44  &  46  Vict.  0.  33];  Coroners  (Irehad) 
[44  &  46  Vict.  c.  36] ;  Metropolitan  Open 
Spaces  Act  (1877)  Amendment  [44  &  46  Vict. 
c.  34] ;  British  Honduras  (Ck>iirt  of  Appeal) 
[44  &  46  Vict.  c.  36];  Alkali,  &o.  Woiki 
Kegulation  [44  &  46  Vict.  c.  37] ;  CommooM 
Regulation  (Shenfield)  Pkovisional  Order  [44 
&  46  Vict.  c.  olxi] ;  Local  Gtoyemment  Pko- 
yisional  Orders  (Acton,  &c.)  [44  &  46  Vict.  e. 
cbdi] ;  Tramways  Orders  Coi^&nnation  (No.  2) 
r44  &  46  Vict.  c.  cbdii]  ;  Tramways  Ozdsn 
Confirmation  (No.  3)  [44  &  46  Vict.  o.  cLxxw]; 
Water  Provisional  Orders  [44  &  46  Vi^.  a 
dzv]  ;  Alsa^  Chapel  (Marriages)  [44  4k  46 
Vict,  c.  clxvil ;  Elementary  Education  Pmri- 
sional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  [44  ft  46 
Vict.  0.  dxyii]. 

PBIYATB  BILLS. 

Standing  Orders  Nos.  22,  33,  91,  114, 11& 
116,  117,  and  I40a  coimdered  and  ammicd,  and 
to  be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  167.) 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 

STATE— THE  BOUNDARIES. 

OBSEBYATIOKS.      QXTBSTIOV. 

LoBD  BBABOUENE  called  attontion 
to  the  C!onyentioii  just  conduded  wiih  the 
Transvaal  Boers,  the  1st  Article  whereof 
stated  that  the  new  Transraal  State 
would  ''  embrace  the  land  lying  between 
the  following  boundaries^"  and  added— 
"  here  follow  three  pages  of  definitionB 
of  Boundaries" — without  any  due  to 
what  these  were.  He  TLord  Braboome) 
reminded  their  Lordships  that  in  the 
Instructions  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  gave  to  tiie  Com- 
missioners on  3 1st  March,  he  entered 
with  some  elaboration  into  Uie  condi- 
tion of  the  different  districts  of  the 
Transvaal  with  reference  to  the  numben 
of  the  Native  population  resident  in 
each,  and  suggested  that  one  or  more 
of  these  districts  should  be  severed  from 
the  Transvaal  for  the  better  protection 
of  the  Natives,  and  the  greater  security 
of  peace  for  the  future.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  £im- 
berlej),  Whether  his  suggestions  had 
been  wholly,  or  in  part,  accepted,  or 
whether  they  had  been  discarded  and 
set  at  nought  by  the  Commissioners ;  in 
fact,  whether  the  noble  Earl  could  state 
what  the  new  bpundaries  would  be,  and 
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whether  any  future  Papers  to  be  pre- 
sented in  reference  to  the  Transvaal 
would  oomprise  a  map  of  the  new 
State? 

The  Sarl  op  KIMBERLEY  :  My 
Lorde,  in  answer  to  the  Question  of  my 
noble  Fnend,  I  may  state  that,  after 
full  consideration,  it  was  decided  not  to 
serer  from  the  Transvaal  any  part  of 
the  territory  which  had  previously  been 
considered  to  belong  to  the  State.  My 
noble  Friend  will  see  that  I  have  not 
got  the  full  text  of  the  Convention, 
simply  because  it  was  not  thoufi^ht  worth 
whue  to  have  three  pages  of  definitions 
tel^^phed;  but  I  can  give  him  the 
main  definitions  of  the  boundary  as  they 
were  tele^praphed  before  the  Conven- 
tion was  signed — 

'*  £ztenial  BoandarieB  of  Future  Transvaal 
State. — On  the  South  as  at  present;  on  the 
South-east,  the  boundaries  of  Zululand  and 
Swaziland  as  lately  defined  under  the  authority 
of  Her  Majeshr's  Goyemment;  on  the  East, 
hofundaries  of  Lydenburg  and  Zoutpansbere  at 
present  recognized ;  on  the  North  by  the  Lim- 
popo River ;  on  the  North- west  and  West,  the 
boundaries  as  laid  down  in*  1880  by  the  Colo- 
nial Qovemxnent;  and  on  the  South-west  by 
the  boundary  of  the  Eeate  award,  as  recom- 
mended. It  will  leave  outside  the  Transvaal 
the  Barolon^  Chiefs  Montsioa  and  Moohete,  the 
Korama  Chief  Massou,  and  the  Batlapi  Chiefs 
Mankaroane,  Mathlabani,  and  the  ex-chief 
Qasibone. 

'*Keate  Award  Territory.— The  new  boun- 
dary line  proceeds  from  Kamathlabama  in  a 
southerly  direction  till  it  reaches  the  Hart  Kiver 
below  the  Salt  Pans,  thence  along  that  river  to 
Manuaa,  and  then  through  Eoppie  Inkel  to  the 
bounda]^  of  Ghriqualand  West,  midway  between 
the  Yaal  and  Hait  Bivers.  It  will  leave  within 
the  Transvaal  all  occupied  Boers'  farms  held  in 
title,  except  portions  of  two,  and  exclude  about 
75  re^fistered  but  unoccupied  farms,  the  titles 
of  which  will  be  canoelle<^  the  owners  receiv- 
ing such  compensation  as  the  V  olksraad  may 
assign." 

When  the  Gk)vemment  receives  the  Con- 
vention in  full,  and  Papers  are  presented, 
I  will  take  care  that  a  map  is  included. 

ECCLESIASTICAL  COUBTS  BEGULA- 

TION  BILL.— (No.  201.) 

{The  Earl  Beauchamp.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
pat  into  Oommittee  read. 

Lord  ORANMOEE  akd  BROWNE 
>^d,  he  wished  to  make  a  few  remarks 
at  that  stage  of  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
from  its  title  know  the  mature  of  it,  and 


therefore  he  was  not  in  the  House  when 
it  was  read  a  second  time ;  but,  as  he 
was  a  member  of  the  body  through  whom 
Mr.  Ghreen  was  now  in  prison,  he  de- 
sired to  make  a  few  remains.  In  bring- 
ing forward  the  Bill,  the  noble  Earl  in 
charge  of  it  (Earl  Beauchamp)  begged 
the  whole  question  by  calling  in  question 
the  legal  action  and  authority  of  the 
Courts  that  dealt  with  the  case.  When 
a  case  went  against  a  person,  he  was 
always  inclined  to  think  the  law  was 
bad  and  badly  carried  out ;  and  in  Ire- 
land, where  at  present  lawlessness  pre- 
vailed, the  lawless  parties  felt  exactly 
the  same  thing.  They  said  they  did  not 
like  the  law,  and  therefore  wotdd  not 
obey  it.  The  plea  was  one  he  certainly 
should  not  have  expected  from  anyone 
in  the  position  of  the  noble  Earl.  There 
might  be  reasons  for  changing  the  con- 
stitution of  a  Court  or  of  the  law ;  but, 
while  they  existed,  every  good  subject 
of  the  Queen  should  consider  that  he 
ought  to  be  bound  by  the  law,  and  to 
obey  the  Court.  The  most  rev.  Primate 
(the  Ajchbishop  of  Canterbury)  had 
again  and  again  stated  that  the  Courts 
having  arrived  at  a  decision,  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  enforce  the  law;  but  when, 
after  a  struggle  of  years,  it  was  enforced, 
he  moved  K>r  a  Commission  which  had 
been  treated  as  calling  in  question  the 
authority  of  the  Courts  that  administered 
the  law,  and  now  he  would  send  back 
Mr.  Ghreen  to  carry  on  without  check  his 
illegal  proceedings.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, it  was  not  surprising  that  it  was 
said  that  indirectly  the  most  rev.  Primate 
and  the  right  rev.  Bench  had  given  en- 
couragement to  the  lawlessness  that 
existed  in  the  Church.  The  noble  Earl 
wanted  to  know  why  did  the  Church 
Association  select  a  poor  parish,  and 
attack  Mr.  Ghreen,  the  clergyman  of  that 
poor  congregation,  and  his  friends  in 
their  illegal  practices,  instead  of  attack- 
ing a  rich  one  ?  The  answer  was  plain. 
The  Church  Association  were  obliged  to 
take  up  cases  in  defence  of  poor  congre- 
gations. The  poor  could  not  defend 
themselves.  They  could  not  choose  their 
Church,  but  were  obliged  to  attend  the 
one  in  their  own  neighbourhood;  the 
rich  could  do  so,  backed  as  Eitualistic 
clergymen  were  by  the  funds  of  the 
Church  Union.  The  most  rev.  Primate 
asked  that  Mr.  Qreen  should  be  allowed 
to  return  to  his  cure  of  souls  and  cany 
on  illegal  practices.    Did  the  most  rev» 
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Primate  consider  that  this  was  a  matter 
of  no  importance  ?    It  was  of  far  greater 
importance  than  the  inconvenience  Mr. 
Green  suflfered  from  his  own  contumacy. 
It  was  to  prevent  this  wrong  that  Mr. 
Green  was  kept  in  prison.     The  most 
rev.  Primate  the  other  evening  grieved 
that  a  conscientious  man  like  Mr.  Green 
should  be  put  in  prison.  Now,  conscience 
was  a  very  varying  thing,  and  in  some 
countries  while  the  men  went  out  to  rob, 
the  women  stayed  at    home  to  pray. 
Every  man's  conscience  was  hurt  when 
he  had  to  do  that  which  he  did  not  like 
to  do.    There  were  two  kinds  of  con- 
scientious clergymen — those  who,   like 
Cardinal  Manning,  conscientiously  held 
views  contrary  to  the  Church  of  England 
and  conscientiously  left  it.     Mr.  Green, 
on  the  contrary,  held  views,  or,  at  any 
rate,  carried  out  practices,  contrary  to 
the  law  of  the  Church  of  England  while 
remaining  in  it.    He  would  hardly  be- 
come a  Cardinal ;  but  probably  he  could 
become  a  priest  of  the  Church  of  Home, 
or,  indeed,  any  other  Church  to  whose 
laws  he  would  yield  obedience.     What 
hardshipjwas  inflicted  on  Mr. Green  when, 
if  he  would  give  up  the  emoluments  of 
the  Church,  he  could  iree  himself  and 
act  according  to  what  his  conscience  dic- 
tated?     If  he  were    liberated  uncon- 
ditionally,   he  would  go  back  to    his 
congregation,  and  continue  to  encourage 
his  parishioners  to  practice  doctrines  that 
were  foreign  to  the  Church  of  England, 
and  which  the  Courts  of  Law  had  de- 
cided to  be  illegal  and  contrary  to  the 
covenant  by  winch  Mr.  Green  held  his 
position  in  the  Church  of  England.  Did 
the  most  rev.  Primate  think  that  that 
would  be  desirable  ?     Was  it  not  most 
important  to  the  people,  and  more  im- 
portant than  whether  Mr.  Green  should 
wait  a  little  more  or   less  in  prison? 
Surely  the  welfare  of  the  congregation 
should  be  as  much  thought  of  as  mat  of 
the  clergyman.  K  he  could  be  prevented 
^m  committing  these  offences  again, 
he  (Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne),  no  more 
than  any  of  their  Lordships,  wished  that 
the  rev.  gentleman  should  be  retained  in 
prison.    They  must  remember  that  Mr. 
Green  was  one  of  those  clergymen  who 
refused  obedience  as  much  to  Bishops  as 
to  the  Civil  Courts ;  they  owned  no  au- 
thority but  their  own  consciences ;  they 
were  bound  by  no  contracts   and  no 
promises.    Eaoh  was  an  infallible  Pope 
to  himself  and  his  followers.    There  was 
Lord  OntnmarsandBnnQne 


no  law  against  that ;  each  of  tham  was 
free  to  stand,  on  that  ground  but  lie  was 
not  free  to  enter  on  a  contract  to  receive 
all  the  advantages  accruing  under  it,  and 
to  repudiate  the  obligations,  as  decided, 
witli  the  exception  of  the  Court  of  Arohes, 
by  the  same  Courts  which  interpreted 
contracts  in  all  other  oases.  He  noped 
there  was  no  doubt  that  Englishmen 
would  support  the  righto  of  free  contract, 
and  no  doubt  either  that  the  Civil  Courts 
would  preserve  the  right  of  interpreting 
the  legal  bearing  of  such  contracts.  As 
to  the  analogy  with  the  case  of  Mr. 
Thorogood,  as  was  shown  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  upon  the  Woolsack 
the  other  evening,  he  (Lord  Oranmore 
and  Browne)  coiud  see  none.  It  was  of 
little  importance  that  he  did  not  pay 
58,  6d,  church  rates ;  while  it  was  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  a  clerCTman 
of  the  Church  of  England  shomd  be 
bound  to  fulfil  the  legal  obligations  he 
had  undertaken.  But  the  fact  was  thai 
Mr.  Thorogood  was  released  directly  he 
complied  with  the  law,  and  the  fine  was 
paid.  The  most  rev.  Primato  stated 
how  impossible  it  was,  if  Mr.  Green 
were  released,  to  enforce  the  obligations. 
But  whose  action  had  made  it  so  ?  When 
the  Boyal  Commission  was  proposed,  he 
(Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne)  had  ex- 

Eressed  the  opinion  that  it  would  be 
ighly  undesirable,  as  it  oould  arrive  at 
but  one  conclusion.  He  was  informed 
that  the  right  rev.  Bench  had,  for  the 
future,  unanimously  resolved  not  to 
allow  any  clergyman  to  be  prosecuted, 
though  his  ministrations  were  nndeni- 
ably  contrary  to  law,  pending  the  Re- 
port of  the  Boyal  Commission. 

The  Aechbishop  of  C  ANTERBUET  : 
There  is  no  foundation  whatever  for  that 
statement. 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
said,  of  course  he  accepted  that  denial, 
as  far  as  regarded  the  most  rev.  Primato 
himself;  but  there  were  cases  in  whidi 
Members  of  the  right  rev.  Bench  had 
said  plainly  and  distinctly  what  he  had 
stated,  and  they  were  Bishops  who  did 
not  in  the  least  favour  the  High  Chuich 
party  ;  and  he  knew  this,  that  no  action 
had  since  been  token  by  the  membms  of 
the  Church  Association.  He  had  been 
under  the  impression  that  the  resolution 
he  had  referred  to  had  been  passed,  and 
he  was  glad  to  hear  it  denied,  because 
he  hoped  they  would  be  able  to  en- 
force tbe  law  against  rectf  oitraBt  mem- 
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ben  of  the  Gharoh  of  England.  Oir- 
onmatances  had  prevented  his  calling 
attention  to  the  oonstitation  of  the  Oom- 
miBBion ;  bat  had  he  time  he  oould  show 
that  it  was  a  wholly  one-sided  Commie- 
eion. 

The  Eabl  of  BEDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
iiAir  OF  CoMiaTTEEs)  Said,  the  noble 
Lord  was  evidently  not  aware  of  the 
Amendment  which  it  was  proposed  to 
make  in  Committee. 

LoBD  OEANMOSE  akd  BBOWNE 
■aid,  that  was  so.  He  must,  however, 
complain  that  there  had  not  been  a 
member  of  the  Church  Commission  ap- 
pointed by  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
right  rev.  Bench  had  often  condenmed 
bodi  the  Church  Association  and  the 
Church  Union;  but  while  the  former 
waa  not  represented  on  the  Conmiission, 
there  were  two  Members  of  the  latter 
upon  it,  and  results  had  shown  that  the 
former  society  was  ^hting  in  support  of, 
and  the  latter  agamst  the  laws  of  the 
Ghurdi  of  England.  As  to  the  wish  that 
Hr.  Ghreen  should  be  released  from 
prison,  he  heartily  desired  thatMr.  Green 
should  be  released,  if  he  would  either 
Mfil  Ihe  obligations  he  had  undertaken 
as  a  dergyman  of  the  Church  of  England, 
or,if  heoould  notdo  so  conscientiously,  no 
longer  continue  to  retain  a  false  and  in- 
jurious position.  The  statement  they  had 
heard  the  other  day  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  the  Ix>rd  Chancellor,  which 
waa  to  the  effect  that  it  was  important  that 
the  law  should  be  carried  out,  was  most 
aatisfactory.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
put  fbrward  these  views  with  the  weight 
of  his  high  position  and  free  from  all 
taint  of  partizanship  ;  and  he  (Lord 
(hanmore  and  Browne)  had  no  doubt 
that  he  would  support  those  views  in  no 
undecided  tone. 

Eabl  BEAXTCHAMP  said,  ho  re- 
gretted very  much  that  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne)  was  not 
in  the  House  on  Tuesday  when  the  Bill 
waa  read  a  aecond  time.  He  (Earl 
Beauchamp)  had  never  said  that  the 
decision  of  the  Law  Courts  should  not 
be  obeyed ;  what  he  did  say  was  that  it 
was  not  right  that  the  decisions  of  the 
Iaw  Courta  ahould  be  pressed  home 
with  a  sav^e  rigour  as  they  had  been. 
The  noble  Lord  stated  that  the  reason 
why  the  Church  Association  had  taken 
vp  the  case  against  Mr.  Green  was  be- 
eai^ae  a  poor  oongr^^tion  was  not  able 
ip' defend  itself.     But  that  was  not  a 
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reason  worthy  of  the  noble  Lord,  be- 
cause the  congregation  of  Miles  Platting 
only  wished  to  be  left  alone.  The  noble 
Lord  had  also  alluded  to  the  fact  of  their 
beinp;  unable  to  attend  other  churches; 
but  it  was  evident  that  they  did  not  de- 
sire to  do  so,  as  Mr.  Green  was  much 
respected  by  them.  The  Church  Asso- 
ciation had  been  unable  to  ^et  any  of 
the  parishioners  to  take  part  m  the  pro- 
ceedings against  Mr.  Green,  and  it  nad 
been  necessary  for  the  prosecutors  to 
qualify  strangers  as  parishioners  by  ob- 
taining for  tnem  a  residence,  ana  the 
cost  of  this  proceeding  Mr.  Green  had 
been  obliged  to  pay.  It  was  a  matter 
of  notoriety  that  Mr.  Green  enjoyed  the 
confidence  of  his  flock  and  the  whole 
of  his  parish  in  a  most  remarkable 
manner. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  I  (Repeal  of  part  of  3  &  4  Vict, 
c.  93). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  Beau- 
champ,  the  following  Amendment  made : 
— In  page  1,  line  8,  leave  out  ("  first 
recited,")  and  insert  ("  said.") 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  2  and  3  severally'  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Party  not  to  be  released 
from  further  observance  of  justice). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  Bsau- 
ciiAMF,  the  following  Amendment  made : 
— In  page  I,  line  17,  after  (**8uch") 
insert  (**  party  or"),  and  after  (*' per- 
son ")  insert  (**  or  party.") 

Movedj  at  end  of  Clause  to  add — 

"  Provided  always,  that  if  such  suit  be  one 
brought  under  the  Public  Worship  Regulation 
Act,  1874,  no  further  proceedings  shall  be  taken 
in  such  suit  unless  the  bishop  of  the  diocese  cer- 
tify in  writing  under  his  hand  that  the  party 
or  person  has  since  his  release  from  custody  had 
an  opportunity  of  submitting  to  his  ^odly  ad- 
ministrations and  has  failed  to  submit  to  the 
same.  Provided  further,  that  upon  such  certi- 
ficate being  filed  in  the  registry  of  the  Court 
by  which  such  party  or  person  has  been  pro- 
nounced in  contempt,  such  party  or  person 
being  an  incumbent  within  the  meaning  of  the 
said  Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  Siall  bo 
liable  to  the  same  penalty  as  an  incumbent 
against  whom  a  second  inhibition  in  regard  to 
the  same  monition  has  been  issued  within  the 
provisions  of  section  13  of  the  said  Act,  and 
his  benefice  or  other  ecclesiastical  preferment 
shall  thenceforth  become  void  as  provided  in 
the  said  section." — (The  Earl  Beauchamp,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOE  moved 
to  amend  the  Proviso  by  extending  it. 
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not  only  to  suits  under  the  Act  of  1874, 
but  to  all  eocleeiastical  suits  :  and  also 
by  following,  as  nearly  as  possible,  the 
procedure  pointed  out  by  the  clause  in 
the  Act  of  1874,  to  which  reference  was 
made,  by  the  introduction  of  certain 
words  with  the  view  of  giving  fuller 
effect  to  the  provisions  of  the  Public 
Worship  Eegulation  Act. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

LoBD  OKANMOEE  and  BEOWNE 
asked,  if  the  Proviso  was  adopted,  what 
means  would  be  left  to  bring  clergymen 
who  offended  against  the  law  before  the 
Court? 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  object  of  the  proposal  was 
that  the  responsibility  should  be  thrown 
on  the  Bishop.  The  reason  which  re- 
commended that  course  to  their  Lord- 
ships was  that  they  were  dealing  with 
the  case  of  persons  whose  minds  were 
peculiarly  constituted ;  and  who,  though 
they  had  not  thought  it  consistent  with 
their  duty  to  obey  the  admonitions  of 
the  Courts,  might  think  it  right  to  obey 
an  admonition  comine  from  an  authority 
which  they  acknowledged. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Power  to  prolong  imprison- 
ment for  a  further  period  of  three 
months). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  Beau- 
OHAMP,  Clause  omitted. 

Moved,  To  add  the  following  Clause : 
— **This  Act  maybe  cited  as  the  Dis- 
charge of  Contumacious  Prisoners  Act, 
1881."— (7%^  Uarl  Beauchamp.) 

The  Akchbishop  of  CANTEEBUET 
said,  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  Bill 
was  to  be  passed  under  a  more  accurate 
but  less  ambitious  title  than  the  ''Eccle- 
siastical Courts  Eegulation  Bill."  There 
could  be  little  difference  of  opinion  with 
respect  to  the  limited  purpose  of  the 
Bill ;  but  its  original  title  was  entirely 
misleading,  and  conveyed  the  idea  that 
an  attempt  had  been  made  at  a  very  late 
period  of  the  Session  to  deal  with  a  far 
more  difficult  question. 

The  Earl  op  8HAFTE8BUEY  was 
understood  to  say  that  he  did  not  find 
any  fault  with  the  Judge  of  the  Court 
or  with  the  Church  Association.  He 
thought  that  the  punishment  for  contu- 
macy was  too  long.    There  should  be  a 

Jh  Lord  CImeMor 


fixed  period,'  say  six  months,  and  then, 
if  the  clergyman  was  still  disobedient 
and  totally  disregarded  the  law,  he 
should  be  got  rid  of  altogether  from  the 
Church. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Clause  added  ac* 
cordingly. 

House  reeumed. 

The  Eeport  of  Amendments  to  be 
received  To-morrow;  and  Standing  Order 
No.  XXXV.  to  be  considered  in  order 
to  its  being  dispensed  with:  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.     (No.  198.) 

METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF    WORKS 

(MONEY)  BILL.— (No.  186.) 

( The  Lord  Thurhw.) 

OOmaTTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

The  Earl  of  EEDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
MAN  OF  Committees)  said,  that  he  felt 
bound  to  take  advantage  of  that  oppor- 
tunity of  again  expressing  his  objection 
to  (Clause  14,  which  would  entail  heavy 
expense  upon  the  ratepayers  of  the  entire 
Metropolis,  though  the  proposal  had  been 
made  without  Notice  in  the  other  House, 
or  any  preparation  to  contest  its  expe- 
diency or  justice.  The  Bill,  in  fact, 
affected  the  interests  of  the  ratepayers 
without  giviue  them  power  to  appear 
and  protect  those  interests.  He  pro- 
testea  against  legislation  of  that  cha- 
racter being  brought  forward  at  this 
Eeriod  of  the  Session,  and  in  such  a 
urried  way.  The  Amendment  which 
was  proposed  to  be  moved  by  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  De  La  Warr)  should 
be  agreed  to,  as  the  proposition  of  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  was  most  unusual. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clauses  1  to  13,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Expenses  of  inquiry  as  to 
markets). 

Earl  DE  LA  WAEE  rose  to  move 
an  Amendment  which,  he  said,  would 
have  the  effect  of  merely  giving  power 
under  the  clause  to  the  Board  of  works 
to  make  inquiries  into  the  food  supply  of 
the  Metropolis,  without  authorizing  them 
to  obtain  further  powers  from  Parlia- 
ment. He  submitted  that  if  their  Lord- 
ships agreed  to  the  clause  as  it  stood, 
the  interests  of  the  Citjr  would  be  80* 
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rioualy  affected,  eepedally  seeing  that 
power  would  be  given  to  set  np  rival 
markets  against  the  City  markets  with- 
out notice  having  been  given  to  the 
parties  interested.  It  had  been  stated  in 
ue  debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  that  the  measure  would  not  affect  the 
interests  of  the  Oorporation  of  the  Cify  of 
London ;  but  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand how  that  could  be.  He  contended 
{hat  it  did  in  a  most  important  matter. 
Bum8amountingtoupwardsof£d,000,000 
had  been  invested  in  the  City  markets, 
upon  the  security  of  the  Corporation ; 
and  he  contended  that  that  body  was 
both  willing  and  competent  to  do  all 
that  was  reouired  in  the  matter.  The 
origin  of  this  attempt  to  establish  new 
markets  was,  of  course,  the  alleged  in- 
adequacy of  Billingsgate ;  but  the  lately 
issued  Beport  of  Mr.  Spencer  Walpole 
confirmed  the  view  taken  by  the  Cor- 
poration—that the  true  complaint  against 
billingsgate  Market  was,  not  that  it  was 
in  every  way  insufficient,  but  that  it  was 
not  easily  accessible.  The  Corporation 
had  already  enlarged  the  market,  and, 
having  received  the  Eeport  of  a  Com- 
mittee, who  had  in  an  exhaustive  manner 
inquired  into  the  fish  supply  of  the  Me- 
tn^lis,  they  were  prepared,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  do  what  might  be  necessary 
to  make  the  market  more  easy  of  access. 
Before  long  they  had  every  reason  to 
believe  they  would  be  able  to  bring 
about  that  desirable  result.  Mr.  Walpole 
had  stated  that  it  would  be  a  serious 
loss  to  the  public  if  the  fish  market 
were  removed  from  the  river  side.  There 
was  no  objection  whatever  to  these 
markets  being  improved.  It  was  not 
only  the  Corporation  of  London  that 
was  interested  in  this  question.  The 
ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis  were  also 
largely  interested.  The  effect  of  the 
Hetropolitcm  Board  taking  into  their 
huids  aJl  the  markets  of  the  City  would 
be  enormously  expensive.  Millions  of 
money  would  be  required  to  establish 
fhese  markets,  and  the  burden  would 
fdl  upon  the  ratepayers,  who  were  al- 
ready overburdened  with  taxes,  and 
were  petitioning  that  some  of  those 
taxes  should  be  removed.  This  Bill 
would  give  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Wb^  power  to  borrow  more  money 
ehaiveable  to  the  ratepavers  for  the 
supply  of  fidi  to  the  public,  a  large 
portion  of  whom  were  not  ratepayers. 
&  moved  to  omit  all  the  words  of  the 


clause  after  the  words  ''  Management 
Act,  1855.'' 

Moved,  In  page  6,  line  39,  to  leave  out 
from  C  Metropolis  Management  Act, 
1855  ")  to  end  of  clause.--(  2%d  Earl  Be 
La  Warr,) 

Lord  THUELOW  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  noble  Earl's  Amendment,  and 
felt  he  had  some  reason  to  complain  of 
the  course  taken  by  the  noble  Earl  with 
reference  to  this  Bill.  The  other  evening 
he  gave  the  noble  Earl  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity of  taking  the  sense  of  the  House 
on  the  question  he  had  just  raised  ;  but 
ho  did  not  avail  himself  of  that  oppor- 
tunity. The  course  now  pursued  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  slightly  unusual, 
inasmuch  as  the  noble  Earl  had  given 
no  Notice  of  the  Amendment  to  the 
House.  Nor  had  he  himself  received 
private  Notice  of  it. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAEIi  said,  he  had 
sent  Notice  of  it  to  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  THURLOW  said,  in  that  case, 
no  Notice  had  reached  him.  This  was 
certainly  a  money  clause,  as  it  con- 
tained distinct  provisions  for  money  to 
be  expended  with  a  specified  object. 
He  could  not  agree  with  any  of  the 
arguments  adduced  by  the  noble  Earl. 
The  case  was  stated  very  fully  the  other 
evening,  and  ho  had  nothing  to  add  to 
that  statement. 

Lord  MOUNT  TEMPLE  pointed  out 
that  the  clause  would  not  empower  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to  estab- 
lish a  market  in  any  part  of  the  Metro- 
polis. It  only  enabled  them  to  make 
preliminary  inquiries  and  arrangements 
for  the  introduction  of  a  Bill,  when  the 
proper  time  would  arrive  for  the  City  to 
make  any  objections  they  pleased  to  its 
proposals.  The  monopoly  of  Billings- 
gate doubled  the  price  of  fish,  and  led 
to  the  destruction  of  the  unsold  fish.  The 
improvement  of  markets  was  necessary 
for  the  public  good,  and  ought  not  to  be 
sacrificed  to  a  rivalry  between  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  and  the  Corporation 
of  the  City.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  not  agree  to  deprive  the  Board  of 
the  power  thoy  ought  to  possess  of  con- 
sidering whether  there  should  not  be  a 
fish  market  in  the  Metropolis  in  addi- 
tion to  that  of  the  City.  The  objection 
of  the  Corporation  was  invented  too  late. 
If  it  had  been  valid  it  ought  to  have 
prevented  the  Hungerford  and  Columbia 
markets. 
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Eabl  DE  la  WAEB  said,  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London  did  not 
object  to  the  establishment  of  any  num- 
ber of  retail  markets. 

Thb  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  re- 
marked that,  if  that  were  so,  he  coald 
not  understand  why  they  objected  to 
this  clause,  seeing  that  it  afforded  the 
only  practical  means  by  which  a  great 
pubho  want  could  be  met. 

On  question,  retohed  in  the  negative. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Eemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment ;  and 
to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE 
REVISED  CODE. 

DEFABTMENTAL  STATEMENT. 

Earl  SPENCER,  in  rising  to  make 
a  Statement  upon  the  proposals  for  revi- 
sion of  the  Code  and  the  Examination 
Schedules  of  the  Education  Department 
which  had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  said,  those  proposals  were 
brought  forward  in  fulnlment  of  the 
pledge  he  had  given  last  Session  on  be- 
half of  the  (£)vemment.  He  should 
have  preferred  to  bring  them  forward  at 
an  earlier  period  of  the  Session;  but 
the  subject  was  so  vast,  and  surrounded 
by  so  many  difficulties,  that  that  was 
found  to  be  impossible.  As  it  was,  they 
did  not  propose  to  at  once  alter  the  Edu- 
cation Code,  and  the  alteration,  of  which 
notice  was  now  given,  with  a  view  to 
discussion  in  the  Autumn,  would  not  take 
effect  till  some  time  in  1882 — a  plan 
which  was  convenient  both  to  the  De- 
partment and  to  school  boards  and 
teachers  throughout  the  country.  The 
new  system  would  insure  pretty  much 
the  same  payment  to  schools  as  the  old. 
The  average  schools  would  earn  about 
the  same  sum  as  hitherto,  the  best 
schools  a  little  more,  and  the  worst 
schools  a  little  less.  At  present  pay- 
ments to  schools  were  classed  under 
four  heads — 1.  the  general  payment  to 
schools  on  average  attendance,  including 
efficiency  and  music ;  2.  individual  pay- 
ments by  results  on  passes  in  Standees ; 
8.  average  attendance  payments  for 
class  subjects;  and  4,  individual  pay- 
ments for  specific  subjects.  The  prin- 
ciple of  payment  for  average  attendance 
Vas  now  to  be  applied  to  three  of  these 


four  heads  of  payment,  leaving  onl^  the 
specific  subjects  to  be  paid  on  individual 
examinations.  It  was  found  that  indi- 
vidual payments  for  passes  in  the  Stan- 
dards dia  not  work  quite  fairly  to  the 
schools  and  the  teachers.  At  the  In- 
spector's visit,  children  might  be  absent 
from  illness,  or  on  account  of  the  wea- 
ther, or  the  season  of  the  year  in  which 
the  inspection  took  place,  and  the  earn- 
ings of  the  school  must  therefore  be 
very  much  diminished.  That  was  a 
matter  which  was  much  complained  of. 
It  was  also  found  that  there  was  a  ten- 
dency on  the  part  of  teachers  to  direct 
their  efforts  to  one  class  of  children  and 
neglect  another.  That  evil  would  be 
corrected  by  the  proposals  now  made,  as 
failure  in  any  department  of  the  school 
would  affect  the  whole  grant,  and  not 
merely  so  much  of  it  as  might  be  earned 
by  the  neglected  children.  Moreover, 
if  payments  on  the  individual  passes 
were  done  away  with,  and  made  to  de- 

Send  on  the  average  attendance  of  ohil- 
ren,  there  would  no  longer  be  any  in- 
ducement to  fraud.  Another  great  im- 
provement that  would  follow  from  a 
system  of  payment  on  the  average 
attendance  was  a  simplification  of  the 
present  system  of  auditing.  There  were 
1,900,000  children  examined  last  year. 
The  audit  department  examined  the 
school-history  of  every  one  of  these 
children  during  seven  years,  which  was 
generally  the  duration  of  school-life  of 
children.  This  was  to  see  that  payment 
was  not  made  twice  for  the  same  thine 
to  any  one  child.  These  figures  woula 
ffive  an  idea  of  the  vast  work  involved 
by  the  auditing  of  individual  passes. 
He  would  ^ve  weir  Lordships  an  illus- 
tration of  me  way  in  which  the  system 
of  paying  on  average  attendance  would 
work.  Let  them  suppose  a  school  in 
which  there  were  300  cnildren  in  average 
attendance,  and  that  250  should  be  pre- 
sent at  the  time  of  the  Inspector's  visit. 
Supposing  him  to  examine  200,  the 
number  of  passes  possible  would  be  600, 
there  beina^  three  subjects  in  which  each 
child  could  pass.  Supposing,  however, 
that  only  500  passes  should  be  made,  or 
only  83  per  cent  of  the  possible  passes, 
then  the  full  payment  oeing,  say,  10#. 
for  every  pass — he  took  a  hypothetical 
figure — the  payment  would  be  83  per 
cent  of  lOs.,  or  8«.  6(^.,  and  the  capita- 
tion grant  would  be  300  times  Be.  td., 
or  £127  10#.    All  children  that  should 
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have  been  six  monthB  in  a  school  wonld 
be  preeented  to  the  Inspector  tofr  exami- 
nation ;  and  while  all  would  continue  to 
be  examined  in  the  Third  and  higher 
Standards,  it  would  be  for  him  to  judge 
how  manj  he  ought  to  examine  in  the 
Second  Standard.     The  result  of  the 
scheme  would  be  a  great  diminution  in 
the  work  of  examinatioui  though  the 
Inspectors'  duties  would  be  increased  in 
other  ways.      Out  of  1,000,000  children 
above  seven    years  of   age    who    had 
usually  been  examined  in  the  past  in 
Standards  I.  and  II.,  only  500,000  would 
be  examined  in  the  future.    In  order  to 
meet  one  of  the  objections  levelled  at 
the  existing  system,    the  Department 
proposed  to  give  Examiners  and  Inspec- 
tors power  to  classify  the  children  exa- 
mined by  them  according  to  the  manner 
in  which  they  should  have  passed  the 
examination.    The  question  of  the  grant 
to  a  school  would  be  affected  by  this 
classification,   because  an  extra  grant 
would  be  given  to  schools  classified  as 
fair,  ffood,  or  excellent.    At  present,  a 
sohoof  which  passed  its  scholars  well 
obtained  no  more  than  another  in  which 
the  same  number  of   children  barely 
scraped  trough,    llxe  proposal  would 
thus  counteract  the  present  tendency  to 
bring  down  schools  to  a  dead  level  of 
teaching  merely  what  was  enoujp^h  to 
pass.  T\^th  regard  to  the  question  oiclass 
subjects,  no  very  great  change  was  pro- 
posed. Schools  would  be  regflurded  as  con- 
dstingof  two  divisions.  Two  class  subjects 
might  be  taken  up  in  each  division. 
Steps  had  been  taken  to  meet  the  objec- 
tion that  fancy  subjects  should  not  be 
taught  to  children  who  were  not  well- 
grounded  in  the  **  three  B's.^     Specific 
Bubjects  would  only  be  taught  to  children 
who  had  passed  the  Fourth  Standard,  and 
not  even  then,  unless  75  per  cent  of  the 
possible  passes  were  obtained  in   the 
"  three  E's "  at  the  beginning  of  the 
year  in  which  specific  subj  ects  were  taken 
up,  as  well  as  at  the  end  of  the  year 
duing  which   they  had  been  taught. 
Steps  would  be  taken  to  encourage  the 
extension  of  night  schools,  where  there 
had  been  a  diminished  attendance  since 
the  introduction  of  compulsory  educa- 
tion. The  number  of  scholars  had  £edlen 
off  from  70,000  in  1870  to  40,000  in 
1880.    Boys  used  to  work  during  the 
day  and  attend  school  at  night.    Now 
thev  must  attend  day-schools  till  they 
had  passed  a  reasonable  Standaidi  and, 


having  done  so,  were  not  inclined  to  go 
also  to  night-sehools,  more  especially  if 
the  instruction  in  them  was  confined  to 
the  "three  R's."  They  proposed  to 
adopt  other  and  more  interesting  sub- 
jects as  class  subjects.  They  also  pro- 
posed that  in  night-schools  ministers  of 
all  denominations,  often  the  only  avail- 
able teachers  in  country  districts,  should 
no  longer  be  debarred  from  teaching 
subjects  with  which  they  were  familiar, 
and  which  they  made  interesting  to  the 
night  scholars.  He  now  came  to  the 
question  of  teachers.  The  teachers  under 
tiie  Education  Department  fbrmed  a  small 
army  in  themselves,  numbering,  as  they 
did,  upwards  of  70,000.  There  were 
30,000  certificated  teachers,  7,600  assist- 
ant teachers,  and  33,000  pupil  teachers. 
There  were,  in  addition,  a  small  number 
of  stipendiary  monitors ;  but  as  the  sys- 
tem was  not  found  in  practice  to  work 
well  it  was  proposed  to  do  away  with 
it.  Of  the  teachers,  the  waste  by  retire- 
ment and  death  each  year  amounted  to 
6  per  cent,  so  that  the  supply  required 
each  year  was  about  1,800;  and  as, 
owing  to  the  increase  of  population,  ad- 
ditional schools  would  be  required,  the 
number  of  teachers  to  be  supplied  an- 
nually would  soon  be  over  2,000.  The 
Training  Colleges  were  only  able  to 
supply  about  1,500  each  year,  leavine  a 
deficiency  of  500;  and,  to  secure  that 
number,  it  was  proposed  to  admit  as 
teachers  persons,  men  or  women,  who 
had  been  at  any  University  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  It  might  be  said  that  such 
persons  would  not  be  likely  to  become 
teachers ;  but  when  he  mentioned  the 
remarkable  fact  that  he  had  on  his  list 
the  names  of  no  fewer  than  ISO  men 
who  had  taken  first-class  University 
honoiirs  who  were  candidates  for  the 
position  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors,  he 
thought  their  Lordships  would  i^ree 
with  him  that  a  very  large  number  of 
less  distinguished  persons  would  be 
found  ready  to  become  teachers  in  their 
larger  schools.  With  respect  to  pupil 
teachers,  a  rule  would  be  laid  down  that 
not  more  than  three  should  be  engaged 
at  any  one  school.  That  alteration  would, 
he  thought,  have  a  very  important  effect 
upon  education,  because  it  was  manifest 
that  a  pupil  teacher  was  not  as  compe- 
tent to  teach  large  classes  as  was  an 
assistant  teacher.  Pupil  teachers  were 
apprenticed  for  four  years,  from  14  to 
18  yean  of  age,  and  about  8,000  finished 
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their  ajpprenticeBhip  each  year.    A  large 
number  of  those  who  desired  to  follow 
the  Profession   went   to    the  Training 
College.     Last    year   the  number  was 
4,000,  of  which  number  3,000  passed; 
but  1,500  only  could  be  admitted.     A 
regulation  would  be  made  that  an  assist- 
ant teacher  should  be  required  for  every 
60  scholars,  instead  of  80  as  heretofore. 
Then  with  respect  to  infant  schools,  in 
schools  where   40    infants    attended   a 
separate  adult  teacher  would  be  required ; 
and  where  60  attended  there  should  be 
a  certificated  teacher.     The  Schedule  as 
to  needlework  would  be  simplified — a 
change  which  it  was  believed  would  be 
attended  with  beneficial  results.     With 
respect  to  music,  1#.  was  now  allowed 
for  each  pupil  taught ;  but  in  future  the 
{dlowance  would  be  Sd,,  and  an  addi- 
tional  6d,   if   music  was  taught  irom 
notes  or  according  to  the  Tonic  Sol-fa 
system.     Within  the  last  few  years,  im- 
mense strides  had  been  made  in  that 
direction,  nearly  all  the  masters  sent 
out  by  the  Training  Schools  being  com- 
petent to  teach  by  notes,  or,  at  all  events, 
to  examine  by  notes.     With  regard  to 
honour  certificates,  it  was  proposed  to 
stop  the  granting  of  them.  It  was  hoped 
that  the  boys  holding  honour  certificates 
would  be  induced  to  remain  at  school ; 
but,  in  the  working  of  the  system,  it 
was  proved  that  they  did  not  do  so.     It 
was  found  that  the  conditions  were  not 
complied  with,  and  that  a  better  class  of 
children  than  was  intended  reaped  the 
benefit ;  and  it  had,  therefore,  been  de- 
termined to  do  away  with  the  honour 
certificates.     The  money  that  would  be 
saved  would  probably  be  required  for 
increased  grants  to  night  schools.     I%e 
Child^s   School   Book  was    to  be  aban- 
doned, because  it  was  a  great  deal  of 
trouble,  and  it  had  broken  down  where 
it  was  most  needed.    A  child  had  been 
found  in  Manchester  with  1 1  books  in- 
stead of  one.  It  was  not  proposed  to  intro- 
duce these  changes  at  present  in  Scot- 
land, which  was,  in  many  respects,  more 
advanced  than  England ;  while  the  Scotch 
Code  already  contained  some  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  change  now  proposed  for 
the  English  Code.    In  order  to  obtain 
greater  uniformity  of  inspection,   and 
prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  the  injustice 
that  arose  from  the  different  standards 
of  different  Inspectors,  which  made  exa- 
minations severe  in  one  place  and  lax  in 
another,  it  was  propo«ea  to  organize  the 
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Inspectorate  to  a  certain  extent,  to  place 
a  senior  Inspector  in  charge  of  a  larg^ 
division  containing  several  districts,  and 
to  bring  the  senior  Inspectors  together 
for  consultation  and  discussion.  A  class 
of  Sub-Inspectors  would  act  under  the 
District  Inspector,  who,  in  turn,  would 
be  supervised  by  the  senior  or  divisional 
Inspectors,  and  in  that  way  the  desired 
uniformity  would  be  attained  to  a  greater 
extent  than  at  present.  He  must  ac- 
knowledge the  assistance  that  had  been 
received  in  the  consideration  of  these 
changes,  not  only  from  the  Department, 
but  also  from  those  who  probably  knew 
most  of  the  working  of  the  Code — 
namely,  the  schoolmasters — and  he  hoped 
the  changes  would  be  accepted  willingly 
and  with  pleasure  by  that  important 
body. 

JjoBD  NOETON  said,  he  must  express 
his  satisfaction  with  the  worthy  manner 
in  which  the  noble  Earl  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  had  treated  national 
education.  The  presentation  of  the  Code 
in  draft  for  discussion  in  the  Recess  was 
a  treatment  of  the  subject  in  no  Party 
spirit,  but  as  of  equal  general  interest 
and  an  appeal  to  the  nation  for  their 
opinion  on  a  paramount  national  ques- 
tion. The  most  cursory  reading  showed 
its  intention  not  to  be  further  complica- 
tion, but  greater  clearness  and  consoli- 
dation on  the  basis  of  their  accumulated 
experience.  It  would  be  unworthy  of 
such  frank  treatment  to  venture  at  once 
to  criticize  its  details;  but  one  or  two 
remarks  on  the  leading  features  of  its 
revision  of  former  Codes  he  would  offer 
in  its  own  spirit.  Experience  justified  its 
change  of  principle  in  making  public 
grants  from  payment  on  individual  re- 
sults to  premiums  on  the  average  attend- 
ance and  sufficiency  of  schools.  But 
here  came  in  the  old  difficulty  of  ad- 
justment to  town  and  country.  Was 
it  impossible  to  have  a  rural  and  an 
urban  standard,  as  they  had  rural  and 
urban  local  authorities,  and  as  the 
Scotch  had  parish  and  borough  schools  ? 
One  standard  could  not  equally  suit 
both.  But  their  primary  interest  was  in 
the  manual  labour  class,  which  must 
leave  school  early  for  labour,  and  could 
not  have  the  time,  or  means,  or  object, 
to  rise  as  high  as  the  town  artizan  in 
book-learning.  Some  attempt  was  made 
in  the  scheme  to  meet  that  difficulty  by 
dividing  schools  into  lower  and  upper 
divisions,  and  allotting  subjeots  to  each. 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


1517 


(August  11, 1881) 


(Irsland)  Bin.  1518 


The  lower  fhej  might  mippose  to  repre- 
aent  elementary  edaoation ;  but  if  so  the 
lOjpper  most  mean  secondary  education. 
llien  followed  the  question — Did  they 
undertake  more  than  elementary  edu- 
cation in  the  publicly  -  aided  national 
iohoolB?  Had  they  gone  beyond  the 
ori^al  intention,  ana  were  they  right, 
in  mdading  secondary  instruction  in 
dementaiy  schools?  The  words  used 
in  describing  the  ScTonth  Standard 
in  the  scheme  were,  that  it  was  meant 
for  those  who  had  passed  the  Sixth 
Standiffd  some  timebezore leaving  school. 
Bat  it  nerer  was  intended  that  children 
of  the  working  class  should  be  kept  at 
school  a  day  alter  they  were  fit  to  go  to 
work.  Any  higher  learning,  therefore, 
should  be  meant,  not  as  a  smattering 
of  incipient  science  to  fill  up  an  ideal 
interval,  but  for  children  who  were 
leally  going  on  to  higher  education.  So 
fiff  as  this  scheme  made  the  distinction 
between  primary  and  secondary  teach- 
ing clearer,  it  was  wise.  It  avowedly  re- 
cognized the  provision  of  much  higher 
education  as  part  of  national  educa- 
tion ;  but  it  was  to  be  hoped  it  meant  to 
lepuate  it  from  elementary  education. 
There  oould  be  no  doubt  they  were 
undertaking  middle-class  education ;  and, 
if  so,  they  should  do  it  distinctly  and 
more  thoroughly,  and  not  mix  it  up  with 
mimaiT  education,  to  the  injury  of  both. 
The  discussion  of  that  draft  Code  in 
''another  place  "came  on  in  a  debate 
on  moseums  for  the  promotion  of  art  in 
the  Provinces.  That  diowed  the  con- 
nection in  idea  of  the  New  Code  with 
higher  education.  South  Kensington 
was  doing  still  more  for  art  education 
than  the  Seventh  Standard  and  specific 
subjects  in  tiie  Fourth  Schedule  proposed 
for  sdenoes  and  foreign  languages.  But 
a  greater  proof  of  higher  ambition  was 
the  proposal  in  the  scheme  that  gra- 
duates of  Uie  two  Universities  should  be 
asBiBtant  teachers  in  national  schools. 
It  was  said  that  many  such  men  were 
wanting  employment,  and  that  this  would 
open  a  new  avenue  to  them.  That  was 
a  consideration  for  the  learned  men  sup- 
tiied  BO  much  in  advance  of  demand. 
flat  as  to  the  schools,  it  was  significant 
as  considering  their  assistant  masters 
to  be  men  on  a  par  with  the  clergy, 
dearly  an  advance  from  the  first  idea  of 
damentazy  education  of  the  working 
dasB.  The  amounts  of  particular  grants 
wsra  not  stated ;  it  mignt,  therefore,  be 


intended  that  this  secondary  education 
should  be  self-supporting,  and  that  the 
illusory  scale  of  9a.  fees  as  a  limit  of 
elementary  education  should  be  done 
awi^  with.  What  were  now  set  up 
at  Bradford  and  elsewhere  as  higher 
schools  were  only  another  set  of  ele- 
mentary schools,  with  the  same  smatter- 
ing of  science ;  only  at  higher,  yet  not 
self-supporting  fees,  for  a  separate  pro- 
vision to  the  middle  class.  There  might 
be  intended  in  the  completion  of  this 
scheme  exhibitions  to  help  cleverer  chil- 
dren of  the  working  class  to  extend  their 
schooling  in  common  with  the  middle  class 
to  higher  study.  All  that  might  modify 
one's  general  opinion  of  the  scheme,  and 
judgment  must,  therefore,  be  deferred. 
One  good  sequence  from  the  debate  of  last 
year  was  apparent  in  the  proposed  pro- 
vision of  better  books.  It  was  seen  that 
the  art  of  reading  could  be  better  taught 
by  books  conveying  progressive  know- 
ledge, instead  of  what  were  now  con- 
demned by  the  Vice  President  himself 
as  foolish  tales  and  miserable  common- 
place scrap-books.  The  whole  draft 
showed  a  liberal  and  earnest  intention 
to  improve  our  national  education. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Bhaye, 
the  subject  dropped. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  mi- 
nutes past  Seven  of  the  clock,  during 
pleasure. 

House  resumed  at  five  minutes  past 
Four  of  the  dock,  a.m. 

The  Lord  Thublow — Chosen  Speaker 
in  the  absence  of  The  Lord  Ghanoellob 
and  The  Lord  Commissioner. 

LAND  LAW  (Ireland)  bill. 

Returned  from  tho  Commons  with  several  of 
the  amendments  agreed  to,  several  agreed  to  with 
amendments,  and  with  consequential  amend- 
ments to  the  Bill,  and  several  disagreed  to,  with 
reasons  for  such  disagreement.  The  said  amend- 
ments and  reasons  to  bo  printed^  and  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow,    (No  211.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Four 

o* clock  A.M.,  till  a  quarter 

before  Five  o'clock 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  lUh  August,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  —  ItMolution  in 
CommitteeSolent  Kavigation  [Expenses]. 

Second  Reading — East  Indian  Railway  (Bedemp- 
tion  of  Annuities}  *  [244] ;  Expiring  Laws 
Continuance  *  [246] ;  G<m8olidated  Fund 
(No.4)». 

Committee — ^JBdpor^— National  Debt  {re'tomm,)  • 
[243]. 

Considered  ae  amended — Third  Reading  —  Pa- 
triotic Fund  *  [240],  and  patted. 

Third  Reading^lm^^axL  Loan  of  1879*  [287], 
and  passed, 

IFithdraum—BinB  of  Sale  Act  (1878)  Amend- 
ment  {re-eomm,)  [104] ;  Churchwardens  (Ad- 
mission) [47];  Infectious  Diseases  Notifica- 
tion *  [229  J  ;  Maintenance  of  Children  *  [69] ; 
Bills  of  Exchange  *  [218]. 

ORDERS  OF  TSE  DAT. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS 

(HALF-PAST  TWELVE  RULE). 

BEBOLUnON.      ADJOUBiniD  DEBATE. 

ORDEB  DISOHARGED. 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
thereupon  [drd  May]  read. 

Mb.  MONK  moved  that  the  Order 
of  the  day  for  the  adjourned  debate 
on  the  Public  Business  ^  Half -past  12 
Bule)  be  discharged.  He  made  this 
Motion  with  great  reluctance  and  con- 
siderable regret,  because  his  proposal 
that  the  Bule  should  not  apply  to  the 
Motion  for  Leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  or 
to  any  Bill  which  had  passed  through 
Committee,  had  receivea  the  support  of 
the  Government,  and  also  because  there 
was  a  general  and  growing  feeling  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  that  some  modi- 
fication was  required  of  a  Bule  which 
placed  irresponsible  power  in  the  hands 
of  a  single  Member  of  that  House.  He 
left  the  matter  with  confidence  in  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
who,  he  understood,  intended  to  deal 
with  that  and  other  matters  connected 
with  Public  Business  early  next  Session. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged. 


BILLS  OF  SALE  ACT  (1878)  AMEND- 
MENT (re-oommitted)  BIIL.— [3ill  104.] 
(ifr.  Monk,  Mr,  Serjeant  Simon,  Mr,  Fry,  Mr. 
Barron,) 
OOMMixrjCE. 
Order  for  Oommittee  reiEtd. 

Mb.  monk  moved  that  the  Order 
for  Committee  be  discharged.  He  re- 
gretted very  much  the  necessity  for  this, 
as  the  Bill  had  been  considered  in  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House,  presided 
over  by  the  Attorney  General.  Nett 
Session  he  would  certainly  re-introduce 
the  Bill,  as  he  heard  from  many  corre- 
spondents that  there  was  no  meastbre 
which  more  required  urffencv  than  thiit 
Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged:  Bill  withdrawn. 

CHURCHWARDENS  (ADMISSION)  BILU 

{Mr,  Monk,  Sir  Gabriel  Ooldney,) 

[bill  47.]     SECOND  BEABINa. 

ADJOUENBD  DEBATE. 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Second  Beading  [8th  April]  read. 

Mb.  monk,  in  moving  that  the  Order 
for  resuming  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  be  discharged,  said, 
that  the  only  Member  who  oppoaed  it 
was  the  hon.  and  gaUant  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Colonel  Makins),  who  was  one  of 
the  Members  of  the  Select  Oommittee 
that  approved  of  the  Bill. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  that  he  was 
not  a  Member  of  the  Committee,  and 
had  not  approved  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged;  Bill  withdrawn. 

QUESTION'S. 


POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE  NEWRY 
POST  OFFICE— CLERKS'  CHRISTMAS 
GRATUITIES. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  he  is  aware  that  the  derki 
of  Newry  Post  Office  have  not  received 
any  part  of  their  Christmas  overtime  for 
the  past  three  years,  although  they  were 
called  on  to  furnish  a  return  of  same ; 
and,  if  the  above  facts  are  trQa,  will  he 
issue  such  instructions  as  will  remedy 
the  cause  of  complaint  f 
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Mb.  FAWOETT,  in  reply,  said,  he 
foand  that  it  waa  the  case  mat  the  clerks 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
reoeiyed  any  part  of  tiieir  Christmas 
overtime  for  the  past  three  years.  He 
matlj^  regretted  this  negligence,  and  he 
had  given  instructions  that  careful  in- 
quiry should  be  made,  and  had  taken 
steps  to  prevent  its  recurrence. 


STATE  OF  IRELAND-ARMY— THE  28th 
REGIMENT  AT  BIRR. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  has  inquired  into 
the  conduct  of  the  rioters  of  the  28th 
Begiment  at  Birr  on  the  Ist  instant ;  and, 
whether  it  is  intended  to  remove  this 
regiment  from  Birr  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:    In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
disturbance  at  Birr  on  the  1st  instant 
has  been  the  subject  of  careful  inquiry. 
I  sent  to  the  officer  commanding  there 
the  hon.  Member's  letter,  addressed  to 
me,  with  its  indosure,  from  which  he 
had  cut  off  the  signature,  and  evidence 
was  taken  from  all  the  sources  indicated 
in  that  letter  by  a  Court,  consisting  of 
the  colonels  of  the  1st  Battalion  of  the 
Qlouoester  Begiment  and  the  2nd  Bat- 
talion of  the  £einster  Begiment,  and  a 
nugor  of  the  1st  Battalion  of  the  latter. 
It  appears  that  a  party  of  seven  soldiers, 
who  ffave  no  provocation  whatever,  were 
attauced  in  the  street  by  a  mob  of  roughs, 
who  shouted  at  them,  **  Down  with  the 
English  bastards  "  (and  another  epithet 
whch  I  will  not  repeat),  and  **  We  will 
fight  for  the  Land  Jjeague  and  kill  the 
best  man  of  the  28th,"  and  commenced 
throwing  stones  at  them.    This  appella- 
tion of  *'  English  bastards  "  appears  to 
have  been  tM>  much  for  the  solaiers,  all 
of  whom  were  Irishmen ;  and  one  of 
them,    named    Patrick   Donnelly — not 
lober  at  the  time — tiirew  a  stone  at  the 
mob,  which  struck  one,  Patrick  Chaffey, 
and  knocked  him  down.    For  this  Don- 
nelly has  been  convicted,  and  is  under- 
going a  sentence  of  two  months'  im- 
prisonment. The  conduct  of  the  regiment 
has  been,  with  this  exception,  uniformly 
aood;  and  after  the  remarks  the  other 
QMLj  at  to  the  good  policy  of  keeping 
Insh  soldiers  in  Ireland,  I  am  not  pre- 
nied  to  remove   the  regiment,   even 
uongh  some  of  the  Irishmen  in  it  may 
BOt  apprecdate  the  methods  used  by  their 
oountijiiieii* 


"PRINCESS    ALICE"    CATASTROrHE— 
BURIAL  EXPENSES  OF  SUFFERERS. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  parish  of  Woolwich  has  been 
put  to  an  expense  of  £1,200  on  account 
of  the  burial  of  the  persons  who  perished 
in  the  **  Princess  Alice,"  and  that  such 
expense  was  thrown  upon  that  parish 
because  the  bodies  wore,  in  the  interest 
of  public  decency  and  the  public  health, 
recovered  from  various  parts  of  the  river 
and  brought  to  Woolwich,  as  a  central 
point,  for  interment,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  grant  a  sum  from  public 
funds  in  order  to  recoup  the  parish  re- 
ferred to  for  the  burden  which  has  thus 
unjustly  been  imposed  upon  it  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  When 
I  saw  the  hon.  Member  with  a  deputa- 
tion on  this  subject  some  time  ago  I 
understood  that  he  was  about  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  referring  to  the  liability  in 
these  matters ;  but  it  is  a  new  feature  to 
propose  that  the  Government  ought,  out 
of  the  public  funds,  to  pay  this  charge, 
which  really  belonged  to  the  locality.  I 
have  no  authority  to  make  such  a  pay- 
ment, nor  do  I  see  that,  whatever  might 
be  the  question  between  the  localitv  and 
the  country,  it  was  a  charge  which  should 
come  upon  the  general  funds  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

RIVER  THAMES  —  LIFE  -  PRESERVING 

APPARATUS    ON    PASSENGER 

STEAMERS. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  since  the  sinking  of 
the  **  Princess  Alice"  steamboat,  near 
Woolwich,  in  September  1878,  whereby 
more  than  700  people  lost  their  lives, 
any  additional  means,  and,  if  so,  what, 
have  been  adopted  by  the  owners  of  the 
river  passenger  steamers  plying  on  the 
Thames  to  prevent  similar  losses  of  life 
in  cases  of  the  sudden  sinking  of  these 
steamers ;  and,  whether  the  owners  have 
been  advised  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
fit  up  the  seats  and  benches  on  their 
vessels  with  cork  cushions,  or  to  have 
other  similar  buoyant  apparatus  such  as 
has  often  been  proposed  for  passenger 
vessels  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  ascertained  that  since  the  aoci- 
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dent  in  question  many  precautions  had 
been  considered,  and  several  had  been 
adopted,  and,  notably  the  Thames  and 
Channel  Steamboat  Company  had  now 
applied  to  all  their  steamers  plying  to 
Gravesend  and  below  it  air  cases  under 
the  portable  seats.  He  was  glad  to  say 
that  these  precautions  had  already  been 
the  means  of  saying  life.  A  vessel  was 
run  down  in  1 880  by  a  steamboat  and 
the  crew  thrown  into  the  water ;  but  all 
were  saved  by  the  means  of  these  ap- 
pliances. 


Inhni  RsviHus. 


1524 


STATE  OF  IRELAND— DETENTION  OF 
THE  SCHOONER  **WAVE"  IN  CORK 
HARBOUR. 

Mb.  EWAET  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  is  aware  that  the  schooner  **  Wave," 
from  Gloucester,  with  a  cargo  of  pre- 
pared timber  and  building  materials, 
for  the  Church  of  Ireland  Hall  at 
Queen's  College,  Cork,  has  now  lain  at 
the  Quay  in  Cork  for  three  weeks  un- 
loaded because  the  mob  by  threats 
frighten  away  any  labourers  who  begin 
to  unload  as  well  as  carters  who  desire 
to  draw  away  the  goods;  whether  a 

fuard  of  police  has  to  be  kept  on  board 
ay  and  night  for  protection  thereof; 
and,  whether  the  Government  intends  to 
take  any  steps  to  enable  the  owners  to 
enjoy  their  lawful  and  Constitutional 
righte? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  case 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  was  cor- 
rect ;  but,  at  the  present  moment,  the 
vessel  was  being  unloaded  and  its 
cargo  transported  to  its  destination. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  if  military  waggons 
were  being  employed  in  the  unloading 
of  the  vessel ;  and  what  was  the  reason 
of  this  assistance  being  given  to  a  private 
individual  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  military  waggons  were 
being  employed.  It  was  thought  abso- 
lutely necessary,  in  order  to  complete 
the  work  as  quickly  as  possible  and 
to  prevent  a  serious  breach  of  the 
peace. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  if  waggons  would 
be  granted  on  the  application  of  a  pri- 
vate person  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  an- 
swer would  depend  on  what  means  were 
thought  necessary  to  avoid  a  breach  of 
the  peace. 

Mr.  Chamberlain 


MERCANTILB  MARINE  —  THE  "CITY 
OP  MECCA." 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
K  Her  Majesty's  Government  has  sent 
a  Despatch  to  the  Government  of  Por- 
tugal, demanding  an  arbitration  of  the 
''  City  of  Mecca ''  case,  on  the  g^und 
that  the  Portuguese  Courts  had  de- 
cided the  case  in  contravention  of  the 
International  Code  of  Sailing  Eules,  to 
the  serious  prejudice  of  Britieui  subjects; 
and,  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  a 
Copy  of  the  Despatch  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DTTiKE  :  The 
Correspondence  on  the  subject,  which 
will  shortly  be  laid  on  the  Table,  will 
show  the  steps  which  have  been  taken 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  re- 
gard to  this  case. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— «*  INTOLERANCE 
IN  BALLYMENA." 

Mb.  BELUNGHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  a  leading  article  in  the 
*'  Belfast  Morning  News,"  entitled  **  In- 
tolerance in  Ballymena,"  by  which  it 
appears  that  a  party  of  peaceable  excur- 
sionists were  attacked  by  a  mob  who 
assailed  them  with  stones  and  sticks; 
whether  the  statement  is  true ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  can 
take  any  steps  to  protect  law-abiding 
persons  against  lawless  mobs  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  it  was  quite  true  that  a  party  of 
excursionists  had  been  attacked  in  the 
way  described.  Twelve  persons  were 
summoned  for  assault  on  the  police  and 
others,  and  the  case  was  at  once  put  into 
the  hands  of  the  sessional  Crown  Soli- 
citor. Seven  persons  were  convicted  and 
sentenced  to  various  terms  of  imprison- 
ment, the  case  against  four  was  dis- 
missed, and  one  person  was  discharged 
with  a  caution.  Of  the  seven  convic- 
tions, five  persons  had  appealed,  and 
two  had  been  sent  to  gaol. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVENUE 
—THE  COLCLOUGH  FRAUDS. 
Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretaiy  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  it  was  owing  to 
the  fault  of  the  Controller  of  the  Stamp 
Department,  Dublin,  that  the  vast  Oof- 
olough  frauds  upon  the  Department  and 
on  the  public,  recently  difloorered,  wsnt 
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on  for  80  many  yean  undetected ;  whe- 
ther the  question  of  relieving  that  officer 
from  his  appointment  has  been  or  is 
under  consideration;  whether  it  is  the 
case  that,  prior  to  his  appointment  to 
this  important  post  in  Ihiblin,  he  was 
only  a  junior  derk  in  Somerset  House ; 
whether  he  was  appointed  to  the  former 
post  over  the  heads  of  several  com- 
petent men  in  the  Department  in  Dublin, 
who  were  entitled  by  service  to  promo- 
tion ;  and,  upon  whose  recommendation 
he  got  the  post  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
I  am  informed  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  no  blame 
is  attributable  to  the  Controller  at 
Dublin  for  the  frauds  recently  discovered 
there.  It  has  not  been,  and  is  not,  in 
contemplation  to  remove  him  from  his 
appointment.  Prior  to  his  appointment 
he  was  Assistant  Controller.  He  was 
chosen  for  the  office  by  the  Board  of 
Inland  Bevenue,  who  considered  him  the 
fittest  man  for  it,  and  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  his  superior  officers. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  CLOGHEEN 
UNION  —  CHARGEABILITY  OF  AN 
ILLEGITIMATE  CHILD. 

Ub.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  the  Irish  Local  Government  Board 
have  refused  to  grant  a  sworn  inquiry 
into  the  case  of  a 

'*  Fkotest  against  the  maintonanoc  and  charge- 
ability  of  the  lUegitimate  child  of  an  Irish  land- 
lord uid  its  mother,  a  married  woman,  upon  the 

'  lof  Clogheen  Union ; " 


and,  if  so,  why ;  and,  is  it  true  that  the 
woman  is  ahout  being  removed  from  the 
Union  at  this  moment  to  evade  inquiry  ? 
Mb.  W.  B.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
vith  regard  to  this  poor  woman  no  sworn 
inquixy  could  be  made  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  because  there  was  no 
anspioion  attached  to  any  official  of  the 
Union  or  to  any  person  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  liocal  Government  Board ; 
ind,  thouA^h  he  was  not  speaking  with 
iny  knowfodge  of  the  fact,  he  £d  not 
suppose  there  was  any  charge  against 
the  GNiardians.  The  woman  and  her 
ehUd  were  admitted  into  the  workhouse. 
Ihe  Local  Gk>vemment  Board  directed 
the  attentian  of  the  Guardians  to  the 
wmaiona  of  ihe  Act,  which  enabled 
Shemin  certain  circumstances  to  recover 
fta  coatof  the  maintenance  of  the  per- 


sons relieved  by  them  if  the  name  of  the 
putative  father  was  ascertained ;  but,  the 
woman  having  refused  to  make  the 
necessary  affidavit,  the  Guardians  were 
unable  to  proceed.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had,  of  course,  no  power 
outside  their  jurisdiction. 

SOUTH     AFRICA  —  THE     TRANSVAAL 
CONVENTION- THE  PASS  LAWS. 

Mr.  cropper  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther he  will  explain  to  the  House  the 
nature  of  the  Pass  Laws  referred  to  in 
Article  14  of  the  Transvaal  Convention 
as  limiting  the  freedom  of  action  of  the 
native  population  in  the  Transvaal 
territory? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  The  present  law 
of  the  Transvaal  is  contained  in  Sec- 
tions 7  and  8  of  law  No.  6  of  1880, 
which  continues  in  force  under  the  Con- 
vention.    Section  7  requires — 

**  Every  foreign  native  entering  any  district 
of  this  Province  to  apply  to  the  Landdrost  of 
the  district,  or  to  such  other  officer  as  may  be 


appointed  for  the  purpose,  for  a  pass,  which  re« 
quest  wiU  he  granted  on  payment  of  a  fee 
of  !».•* 

The  section  also  provides  for  the  produc- 
tion of  such  a  pass  on  demand  oy  any 
burgher.  Section  8  provides  that  every 
Native  of  the  Transvaal  desiring  to  travel 
from  one  district  to  another  must  apply 
for  a  pass,  which  must  be  given  gra- 
tuitously if  the  Native  has  paid  his  hut 
tax. 

INDIA— BERAR— SIR  RICHARD  MEADE 
AND  SIR  8ALAR  JUNG. 

Mr.  RICHARD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  an  article  in  the 
July  number  of  the  "  Statesman,"  en- 
titled the  "Restitution  of  Berar,"  and 
to  the  statements  in  that  article  as  to 
the  conduct  of  the  ex-British  Resident, 
Sir  Richard  Meade,  in  forcing  on  the 
Nizam's  Minister,  Sir  Salar  Jung,  as  his 
colleague  in  the  Regency,  one  Yikar- 
ool-Omra,  an  alleged  enemy  of  that 
Minister 'and  of  the  British  Oovemment; 
and  whether  the  Government  can  state 
the  reasons  which  dictated  that  appoint- 
ment ;  whether  he  has  observed  the 
narrative  in  the  same  article  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  said  ex-British  Resident  in 
supporting  alleged  spoliations  and  violent 
proceedings    of  Yikar-ool-Omra   since 
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his  appointment ;  and,  whether  he  will 
cause  a  full  inquiry  to  be  made  by  in- 
dependent persons  into  the  facts  alleged 
in  this  article  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  it  was  perfectly  impossible 
for  him  to  give  anything  like  a  complete 
answer  to  the  statements  contained  in 
the  article,  which  he  had  seen,  and 
which  related  to  a  very  complicated 
matter.  It  was  written  with  the  avowed 
object  of  advocating  a  restitution  of 
Berar  to  the  Nizam.  It  contained  a 
series  of  most  violent  attacks  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  of  India 
during  the  whole  of  the  present  cen- 
tury, and,  indeed,  during  the  whole  of 
the  past  century,  towards  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Nizam.  With  regard  to 
the  specific  point  referred  to  in  the 
Question — the  conduct  of  the  ex-British 
Eesident,  Sir  Kichard  Meade,  in  the 
appointment  of  the  Nawab  Vikar-ool- 
Omra  as  co-Begent  with  Salar  Jung, 
that  appointment  was  made,  not  by  Sir 
Bichard  Meade,  but  by  the  Gt>vemment 
of  India,  whose  proceedings  were  ap- 
proved by  the  Secretary  of  State  at  the 
time.  It  was  impossible  for  him  to 
enter  into  an  accoimt  of  the  reason  of 
the  appointment,  which  was  the  subject 
of  a  very  full  Beport;  but  he  might 
briefly  say  that  the  main  object  was  to 
adhere  to  the  spirit  of  the  arrangement 
which  was  come  to  in  1869,  he  thought, 
when  it  was  decided  to  associate  with 
the  Begent,  who  was  a  very  distin- 
guished representative  of  the  official 
classes  at  Hyderabad — a  representative 
of  the  Hyderabad  nobility.  "Whether 
what  was  done  was  done  rightly  or 
wrongly,  it  was  done  undoubtedly  by 
Sir  Bichard  Meade,  but  not  upon  his 
responsibility,  and  he  could  not  oe  held 
personally  responsible  foi  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  alleged  spoliations  and  vio- 
lent proceedings  of  the  Nawab  Vikar- 
ool-Omra  since  his  appointment,  those 
allegations  appeared  to  be  made  entirely 
on  the  foundation  of  a  Memorial  which 
had  been  presented  to  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment by  nephews  of  Vikar-ool- 
Omra.  He  had  never  seen  the  Memo- 
rial. It  was,  no  doubt,  in  the  possession 
of  the  Government  of  India,  and  the 
Government  of  India  would,  if  neces- 
sary, make  a  Beport  upon  it.  The 
artiole  contained  imputations  which  were 
very  ffrave  on  the  oWaoter  of  the  ex- 
British  Eesident,  Sir  Bichard  Meade. 

Mr.  Richard 


It  charged  him,  in  a  manner  scarcely 
disguised,  with  misconduct  and  actual 
corruption.  Sir  Bichard  Meade  was  a 
very  distinguished  officer,  and  hitherto 
of  unblemished  character.  He  was  at 
present  on  leave,  and  had,  practically, 
retired  from  the  Indian  Service.  He 
was  on  the  Continent,  and  this  article 
had  only  just  reached  him.  He  had 
heard  from  him  on  the  subject.  He 
said  that  many  of  the  statements  con- 
tained in  the  article  were  falsehoods, 
and  that  others  were  gross  misrepresen- 
tations. With  regard  to  the  charges 
against  himself,  he  said  he  thoug^ht  his 
proper  course  would  be  to  place  himself 
m  the  hands  of  the  Government  of 
India,  desiring  them  to  take  such  steps 
as  they  might  deem  proper  to  ascertain 
what  grounds  there  were  for  the  impu- 
tations that  had  been  made  against  him. 
He  had  accordingly  addressed  the  Go- 
vernment of  India.  It  would  be  highly 
improper  for  him  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  to  take  any  steps  in  the  matter 
until  he  knew  what  the  views  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  on  the  subject  were. 

General  Sir  GBOBGE  BALFOUB 
remarked,  that  the  affairs  of  Hyderabad 
were  very  complicated,  and  very  few  in- 
dividuals were  acquainted  with  them; 
and  he  therefore  bes^ged  the  noble  Mar- 
011  ess  that  Papers  be  laid  before  the 
House  giving  a  distinct  statement  of 
the  whole  transaction  since  1854  re- 
lating to  the  Berar  and  Baichore  Doab 
territories  temporarily  handed  over  to 
the  care  of  the  Indian  Government.  It 
was  equally  for  the  honour  of  the  coun- 
try and  of  individuals  that  this  should 
be  done,  and  the  bad  practice  of  conceal- 
ment departed  from. 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON 
said,  it  was  impossible  for  him,  without 
Notice,  to  say  what  Papers  could  be  laid 
on  the  Table.  There  were  a  great  many 
Papers ;  but  many  of  them  were  of  so 
extremely  confidential  a  character  that 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  it  would 
be  impossible  to  lay  them  on  the  Table. 

WEST  INDIAN  ISLANDS— THE  BA- 
HAMAS—FINANCE. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
If  he  is  aware  that  ^reat  dissatisfac- 
tion has  been  caused  in  the  Bahamas 
by  the  withdrawal  from  the  Colony  of  a 
fund  accumulated  £rom  sales  and  rents 
of  waste  lands  and  other  Grown  pro- 
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^rty  there;  whether  it  is  not  the  fact 
that  a  Despatch  of  Earl  Ghrey's  of  9th 
September  1851  (paragraph  6),  had  as- 
sured the  Colonists  that  the  fund  in  ques- 
tion was  to  be  administered  by  the  Grown 
only  as  trustee  for  the  Colony;  and, 
whether  the  recent  withdrawal  means  a 
change  in  the  policy  which,  since  that 
Despatch,  had  been  always  adhered  to  ? 
Mk.  COUETNEY:  We  have  had  no 
official  information  that  any  dissatisfac- 
tion existed  in  the  Bahamas  on  the  sub- 
ject; but  a  oopy  of  Th$  Noisau  Times 
has  reached  the  Colonial  Office  com- 
plaining of  the  withdrawal  of  the  fund, 
and  expressinff  a  fear  that  it  had  been 
absorbra  into  me  Imperial  Treasury,  the 
ezigenoies  of  which  the  writer  reoog- 
nixes.  There  is,  of  course,  no  founda- 
tion for  this  suggestion.  The  balance  in 
the  Colonial  Bank  appeared  unduly 
large,  and  there  were  no  securities  in 
the  Colony  in  which  it  could  be  invested, 
and  acoordinely  it  was  ordered  that 
£1,700  sliould  be  remitted  to  the  agents 
of  the  Crown  Colonies  for  investment  in 
Colonial  securities.  The  trusts  of  the 
ftmd  remain  absolutely  unchanged. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1881— GUN  LICENCES. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (for  Mr, 
G'StnjJVAN)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If 
it  18  true  that  several  respectable  far- 
mers in  Uie  districts  of  Olin  and  also  of 
Newcastle  West,  county  Limerick,  have 
been  refused  licence  to  keep  arms,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  they  were  re- 
commended by  magistrates  and  other 
gentlemen  who  knew  them ;  and,  if  so, 
to  Imow  why  it  was  that  such  persons 
were  refused  a  right  which  some  of  them 
enjoyed  for  over  twenty  years  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
the  magistrates  in  both  of  these  places 
had  informed  him  that  they  had  not  in 
any  instance  refused  a  licence  when  a 
proper  certificate  signed  by  magistrates 
was  produced. 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  the  risht  hon. 
Gentleman,  If  he  is  aware  that  one 
shilling  is  charged  for  each  of  the  printed 
forms  on  which  a  licence  to  carry  arms 
is  given  ;  and,  if  he  will  give  directions 
that  Petty  Sessions  clerks  and  others 
should  sell  these  forms  for  a  penny,  or 
such  other  sum  as  will  cover  the  cost  of 
paper  and  printing  f 


Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
the  printed  forms  of  licences  were  granted 
by  officers  appointed  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant for  the  purpose.  The  Petty  Ses- 
sions clerks  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
granting  of  them.     If,  however,  an  ap- 

glicant  for  a  licence  employed  a  Petty 
essions  clerk  to  fill  up  any  form,  it  was 
his  own  business.  Tne  Petty  Sessions 
clerk,  of  course,  might  agree  with  the 
applicant  to  do  so,  and  to  be  paid  for 
doin^  so  such  sum  as  the  applicant  might 
be  willing  to  pay. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  these  forms 
oould  only  be  procured  from  Petty  Ses- 
sions clerks  on  payment  of  l«. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  would 
make  inquiries  into  the  matter.  He  was 
informedl  that  these  forms  oould  be  ob- 
tained from  the  licensing  officers — [''For 
how  much  ?  "J — for  nouung. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  thought  that 
fact  ought  to  be  made  known.  Several 
persons  had  paid  If. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  the 
printed  forms  were  supplied  for  nothing. 
Pettv  Sessions  clerks  had  no  right  to  do 
anything  in  the  matter  unless  applicants 
employed  them  to  fill  up  the  forms. 

Mb.  MACFABLANE  inquired  if  these 
forms  could  be  supplied  by  the  police  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB :  No. 

POST   OFFICE   (TELEGRAPH   DEPART- 
MENT)-THE  WEATHER  FORECASTS. 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  he  would  direct  that  during 
harvest  and  sowing  times  the  weather 
forecasts  of  the  Meteorological  Depart* 
ment  should  be  published  at  those  tele* 
graph  offices  which  are  situated  in  places 
at  more  than  two  hours'  distance  from  the 
office  of  publication  of  a  daily  paper  ? 

Mb.  FAWOETT,  in  reply,  reminded 
the  House  that  he  answered  a  similar 
Question  upon  this  subject  on  Tuesday. 
He  was  unable,  for  the  reasons  then 
given,  to  comply  with  the  request  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member.  Those  wea- 
ther forecasts  might  be  supplied  at  a 
very  small  cost  to  villages  and  towns 
combining  together  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  the  benefit  of  them. 

POST  OFFICE   (TELEGRAPH  DEPART- 
MENT)— GREENWICH  TIME. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  asked, 
Whether  Greenwich  time  was  not  tele- 
graphed to  the  Telegraph  offices  ? 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1531 


CustofM — Co  fee 


(COMMONS) 


and  CMeorg. 


1532 


Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Only  for  the  infor- 
mation of  the  offices.  When  wanted 
for  publication  I  believe  these  telegrams 
have  to  be  paid  for ;  but  I  will  make 
inquiry. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— THE  28th 
REGIMENT. 

Colonel  NORTH  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  the  28th 
Begiment  will  be  permitted  to  continue 
to  wear  the  back-plate  with  the  No.  28 
worn  at  the  back  of  the  helmet,  a  dis- 
tinction conferred  upon  the  Begiment 
for  their  conspicuous  -gallantry  at  the 
Battle  of  Alexandria,  and  which  has 
been  worn  by  them  for  the  last  eighty 
years? 

Mr.  CHILDEBS:  The  28th  Begi- 
ment  is  now  the  1st  Battalion  of  the 
Gloucestershire  Begiment,  and  it  will  be 
allowed,  in  commemoration  of  their  re- 
markable feat  at  the  Battle  of  Alexan- 
dria, when  they  repelled  charges  in  front 
and  rear  at  the  same  time,  to  wear  the 
regimental  badge,  the  Sphinx,  on  the 
back  of  the  helmets,  where  the  number 
has  hitherto  been  worn. 

THE   PATENT   MUSEUM— GIFTS    OF 
MODELS  OF  INVENTIONS. 

Mr.  HINDB  PALMBB  (for  Mr.  A. 
Grey)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  not  the  case  that 
the  Superintendent  of  the  Patent  Mu- 
seum is  obliged  frequently  to  refuse 
valuable  gifts  of  models  of  inventions 
offered  to  the  Nation,  owing  to  want  of 
space  in  which  either  to  store  or  exhibit 
them ;  whether  it  is  not  also  the  case 
that  the  Patent  Commissioners,  in  the 
Beport  which  they  present  annually  to 
Parliament,  specially  invite  the  public 
to  offer  to  the  Superintendent  of  the 
Museum,  as  gifts  or  otherwise,  models 
of  inventions;  and,  whether  he  will 
grant  a  Beturn,  specifying  the  gifts 
which  have  been  offered  to  the  Nation, 
and  which  have  been  refused  by  the 
Superintendent  of  the  Museum  by  rea- 
son of  want  of  room  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  glad  to  say  that  the  Question  ap- 
peared to  be  based  on  incorrect  informa- 
tion, because  he  learned  from  the  Patent 
Office  that  during  the  past  nine  years 
there  had  only  been  six  refusals  of  inven- 
tions offered  to  it,  and  that  of  these  only 
one  was  based  on  the  want  of  space,  and 


even  in  that  case  there  were  other  con- 
siderations which  had  to  be  taken  into 
account.  The  remaining  five  were  de- 
clined because  they  were  not  likely  to 
be  interesting  or  useful.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  thought  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  for  the  Beturn 
referred  to. 

OHARTEES  OF  THE  CITY  OF  WATEE- 
FOED— THE  RIVER  8UIR. 

Mb.  LEAMY  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  is  aware 
that  by  several  Boyal  Charters,  com- 
mencing in  the  time  of  Bing  John 
down  to  and  including  the  Charter 
granted  by  King  Charles  the  Second, 
known  as  the  Ghreat  Charter  of  the  City 
of  Waterford,  the  foreshore  of  theBiver 
Suir,  extending  from  high  water  mark 
to  low  water  mark,  was  granted  and  con- 
firmed to  the  Corporation  of  Waterford 
for  ever ;  if  it  is  true  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  has  lately  demanded  from  the 
Waterford  Harbour  Conmiissioners,  and 
from  the  Waterford  and  limerick  Bail- 
way  Company,  sums  of  money  for  per- 
mission to  erect  buildings,  piers,  ftc. 
on  said  foreshore  ,*  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  direct  that  in  future  no  sudi 
interference  with  the  righto  of  the  Cor- 
poration of  Waterford  shall  be  made 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  aware  that  the  several  Boyal 
Charters  referred  in  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  were  alleged  to  have  been 
granted  and  confirmed.  It  was  also 
true  that  the  Board  of  Trade  asked  for 
sums  of  money  for  permission  to  erect 
buildings  on  the  foreshore.  The  sums 
they  asked  for  were  merely  nominal 
considerations  in  order  to  preserve  rights 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  claimed  on 
behalf  of  the  Crown.  The  Question 
about  the  Waterford  and  Limerick  Bail- 
way  Act  was  a  legal  one  upon  which  he 
could  give  no  opinion. 

CUSTOMS— COFFEE  AND  CHICORT. 

Mr.  BABBAN  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  under  the  Customs  regula- 
tions it  is  prohibited  to  import  into  or  to 
transmit  from  this  Country  to  the  Britidi 
Colonies  or  the  United  Stetes  of  America 
cofiee  mixed  with  chioory  as  an  artide 
of  trade;  and,  if  such  be  the  ease,  whe* 
ther  he  can  take  any  steps  to  remove  fh# 
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restriction,  now  that  ohioory  pays  the 

same  Dnty  as  ooffee  ?         

liOBD  FREDERIOK  CAVENDISH  : 
As  this  Qnestion  relates  to  Customs  re- 
eolations  I  have  to  answer  it  on  behalf 
of  the  Treasury.  It  is  the  fact  that  the 
reg^ulations  do  not  permit  the-  importa- 
tion into,  or  the  exportation  from,  this 
country  of  mixtures  of  eround  coffee  and 
chicory.  This  prohibition  has  been 
maintained  for  statistical  purposes  which 
are  unaffected  by  the  fact  that  the  duty 
on  coffee  and  on  chicory  is  the  same. 
But  the  Board  of  Trade  has,  at  the  insti- 
gation of  my  hon.  Friend,  made  a  repre- 
sentation to  the  Treasury  on  the  subject, 
which  will  be  carefully  considered. 

RAILWAYS— CONTINUOUS  BRAKES. 

Mb.  T.'RA  asked  the  President  of  th6 
Board  of  Trade,  If  it  is  correct  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  last  Returns  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  only  eleven  per  cent,  of  pas- 
senger carriages  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom  were  fitted  with  automatic 
continuous  brakes  in  conformity  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Board,  as  pre- 
scribea  in  their  circular  dated  SOth 
August  1877;  if  it  is  correct  that,  at 
present,  only  seven  of  the  ninety  Bail- 
way  Ck>mpanies  have  adopted  brakes  in 
conformity  with  those  requirements; 
and,  if  so,  whether  any  steps  are  being 
taken  in  this  direction  by  the  remaining 
Companies  ? 

Mb.  OHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
the  statement  contained  in  the  first  two 
paragraphs  of  the  Question  were  cor- 
rect. As  to  the  third  paragraph,  he 
might  state  that,  within  the  last  few 
weeks,  there  had  been  meetings  of  the 
Chairmen  of  the  leading  Railway  Com- 
panies, and  he  imderstood  that  nego- 
tiations were  in  progress  for  the  adop- 
tion of  continuous  brakes  such  as  had 
been  recommended  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  he  hoped  that  progress 
might  be  made  in  the  matter. 

KDUCATION    DEPARTMENT— TECHNI. 
OAL  INSTRUCTION. 

Mb.  lewis  fry  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  the 
Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  spread  of  technical  knowledge  in 
foreign  countries  will  be  directed  to  ex- 
tend their  inquiries  to  the  technical  in- 
struction which  may  be  given  to  women 
in  any  countries  they  may  visits  and 


particularly  to  such  institutions  as  the 
technical  school  for  women  established 
in  the  Rue  du  Seine  and  the  Rue  de 
Laval  in  Paris,  the  ''  Lette  Yerein"  in 
Berlin,  and  other  similar  institutions  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Royal  Com- 
mission will  inquire  into  technical  in- 
struction in  its  relation  to  industry,  irre- 
spective of  whether  it  is  given  to  men  or 
women.  And,  no  doubt,  the  particular 
institutions  referred  to  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  will  come  under 
their  notice. 

ARMY— WIDOWS  OF  NON-COMMIS- 
SIONED OFFICERS. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  the  widow  and 
children  of  Sergeant  Magor  Lunny,  of 
A  Troop,  1st  Dragoon  Guards,  who  was 
kUled  at  Lang's  Neck,  under  Major 
Brownlow,  who  has  recommended  these 
people  to  be  assisted  on  account  of  the 
bravery  of  the  late  Sergeant  Major,  are 
to  receive  any  compensation  from  the 
Military  authorities  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  I  have  to  state  that  under 
a  Regulation  which,  with  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Treasury,  I  made  during 
the  present  year,  widows  of  non-com- 
missioned officers  and  men  who  are 
killed  or  die  of  wounds  receive  a  gra- 
tuity of  a  year's  pay.  Before  this  uiey 
could  receive  nothing.  Mrs.  Lunny  will 
accordingly  receive  this  gratuity,  which 
is  payable  in  four  quarterly  instslments. 
The  subject  of  pensions  to  me  widows  of 
soldiers  and  sailors  killed  in  action  will 
be  considered  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment after  the  passing  of  the  Patriotic 
Fund  Bill  now  before  Parliament. 

Mb.  HEALY  :  Will  this  Regulation 
be  retrospective  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS :  That  is  a  delicate 
question,  which  I  would  rather  not  answer 
off-hand. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— MIDDLESEX 
REGISTRY. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  any 
complaints  have  reached  him  as  to  the 
charges  made  at  the  Middlesex  Registry, 
and  as  to  the  officials  there  compelling 
parties  to  attend  in  Great  James  Street 
to  be  sworn  to  memorials,  thus  causing 
great  inconvenience  and  delay ;  whether 
affidavits  swom  before  a  Commissionet 
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are  not  received  in  the  Supreme  Oourt ;  | 
and  whethef  there  is  any  reason,  except 
one  connected  with  fees,  why  the  Middle- 
sex Begistry  should  not  do  in  like  man- 
ner; and,  whether  he  will  make  arrange- 
ments for  the  scale  of  fees  authorized  to 
be  charged  at  the  Middlesex  Begistry 
being  placed  on  the  back  of  the  ticketis 
g^ven  on  deeds  left  for  registry,  and  for 
their  being  affixed  in  the  Kegistry ;  as 
well  as  for  the  execution  of  deeds  and 
memorials  being  deposed  to  before  a 
Commissioner  in  the  same  manner  as 
affidavits  are  sworn  in  causes  in  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  and  for 
the  lengths  of  memorials  being  marked 
on  them  when  left  for  registry  f 

The  attorney  GENERAL 
(Sir  Henry  James),  in  reply,  said, 
the  Middlesex  Registry  Office  was  not 
one  over  which  he  had  the  slightest 
control,  nor  was  he  officially  connected 
with  it.  But  the  Question  seemed  to 
point  to  practical  inconvenience  existing, 
and  he  would  endeavour  to  find  out  its 
cause.  The  reason  why  affidavits  sworn 
before  a  Commissioner  could  not  be  re- 
ceived at  the  Middlesex  Registry  was 
because  under  the  statute  of  Anne  creat- 
ing the  office  it  was  necessary  that  affi- 
davits should  be  made  in  the  presence  of 
the  Registrar  or  a  Master  in  Chancery, 
and  any  alteration  in  that  respect  must 
be  made  by  statute.  As  to  the  latter  part 
of  the  Question,  by  the  statute  of  Ajine 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had  power  to 
make  certain  regulations;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  communicate  to 
him  any  matters  of  practical  incon- 
venience which  arose,  they  would  be 
forwarded  to  the  proper  quarter. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— WORKHOUSE 
NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  any  steps  can  be  taken 
to  extend  to  the  Workhouse  National 
Schools,  and  to  the  teachers  in  those 
Schools,  the  benefits  of  the  results  system, 
in  cases  where  the  Quardians  have  neg- 
lected to  do  so  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  no  steps  of  the  nature  referred  to  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  taken.  Without  fresh  grounds  it 
was  not  an  easy  matter  for  legislation. 
He  was  not  surprised  at  the  dissatisfac- 
tion expressed  by  the  officials  of  such 
(schools.    Workhouse  schools,  however, 
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were  not  under  the  control  of  the  Board 
of  Education,  and  it  rested  with  the 
Ouardians  to  pay  by  results  o^  not. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— QTJAKTjaU 
MASTERS. 

CoLONBL  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  would 
explain  why,  notwithstanding  the  on- 
oonditional  promise  that  Quartermasters, 
on  the  completion  of  ten  years'  service 
as  such,  should  receive  the  rank  of  Cap- 
tain, that  rank  is  still  withheld  from 
them? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  reaUv  am  sur- 

Erised  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
er  should  ask  me  this  Question,  and  in 
terms  implying  that  I  would  break  my 
word,  when  I  distinctly  told  him,  as 
recently  as  the  14th  of  July,  that  these 
officers  would  be  given  the  rank  of  oap- 
tain  as  soon  as  the  Reports  on  them  had 
been  received  and  considered. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER :  What  Re- 
ports? 

Mb.  CHILDERS :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman,  as  commander  of  a 
regiment,  must  know  what  the  regi- 
mental Reports  are.  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  that  answer,  which  I  think  was 
dear  enough,  except  that  the  commis- 
sions will  be  dated  the  1st  of  July. 

EDUCATION   DEPAHTMENT— mGH- 
WOliTH  SCHOOL  BOARD. 

Mb.  long  asked  the  Yioe  IVesident 
of  the  Council,  Whether  the  Education 
Department  have  refused  to  lower  the 
Standard  prescribed  by  the  bye-laws  for 
the  parish  of  Highworth,  in  the  Swin- 
don Union,  for  total  exemption  from 
school  attendance,  so  as  to  bring  the 
same  in  uniformity  with  the  Standards 
sanctioned  by  the  Department  for  ten 
other  Parish  and  School  Boards  in  the 
same  Union,  notwithstanding  the  strong 
and  urgent  representations  made  by  the 
Magistrates,  Ratepayers,  and  School 
Attendance  Committee  to  the  effect  that 
the  Fifth  Standard  pressed  severely  on 
the  agricultural  classes,  and  was,  prac- 
tically, cruel  and  unjust  if  enforced; 
and,  if  this  be  so,  how  he  reconciles  the 
facts  with  the  statement  he  made  on 
July  8th  that  the  Department  were 
doing  all  they  could  to  secure  uniform 
Standards? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  Department  has  repeatedly  re« 
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fliaed  to  lower  fhe  Standard  of  total 
exemption  from  the  fifth  to  the  fourth 
in  the  pariah  of  Highworth.  That  parish, 
in  the  year  1878,  voluntarily  passed  bye- 
laws  with  Standard  3  for  partial  and 
Standard  5  for  total  exemption.  These 
bje-lawB  were  settled,  after  full  discus- 
sion, at  a  meeting  of  the  ratepayers  of 
the  parish ;  ancT  this  Besolution  was 
supported,  even  after  remonstrance,  by 
ihree-fourths  of  the  rateable  value  of 
the  parish.  But  I  regret  to  say  that 
the  School  Attendance  Committee  and 
the  magistrates  have  persistently  refused 
to  enforce  them.  Between  January,  1879, 
and  May,  1880,  200  cases  of  irregularity 
were  reported ;  but  proceedings  against 
parents  were  onlv  taken  in  five  cases. 
Again  and  affain  the  Depaitment  pointed 
out  to  the  local  authorities  that  they 
were  neglecting  their  duty,  and  even 
threatened  to  declare  them  in  default; 
and.  in  consequence  of  their  persistent 
neglect,  the  local  committee  in  High- 
wcnth  resigned  office  in  December,  1879. 
Highworth  is  a  town  of  3,000  inhabit- 
ants, and,  according  to  the  vicar  of  the 
parish  and  the  managers  of  the  schools, 
there  is  no  reason  why  the  Fifth  Stan- 
dard should  not  be  maintained ;  and  this 
view  is  confirmed  by  Her  Majesty's  In- 
roector,  who  has  specially  inquired  into 
the  subject.  In  tnis  case  the  Depart- 
ment is  supporting  the  parishioners  of 
Hiffhworth  against  a  reactionary  local 
auUiority  and  reluctant  magistracy.  In 
Swindon  the  Standards  are  5  and  4. 

THE  NEW  FBENCH  GENERAL  TARIFF. 

Y18OOUHT  SANDON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
he  can  state  how  soon  the  translation 
ot  the  new  French  Tariff,  ordered  on 
July  6th,  and  the  first  portion  of  the 
Betuzn  ordered  on  April  6th,  showing 
the  increase  or  decrease  in  the  Duties 
leviable  on  the  leading  articles  of  British 
produce  and  manufacture,  in  the  years 
1860—1870,  1873,  and  1880,  by  the 
principal  countries  of  the  world  and  by 
ue  Bntish  Colonies,  wiU  be  in  the  hands 
of  honourable  Members  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
thai  the  first  Betum  in  question  was 
laid  on  the  Table  on  Tuesday.  The 
second  Betum  was  a  very  difficult  one 
to  prepare,  involving  much  time  and 
labouTy  and  it  was  impossible  to  intrust 
it  to  ordinary  clerks.  It  had  to  be  very 
eenfully  reused  by  the  superior  clerks 
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of  the  Department.  There  were  70  or 
80  pages  of  it  in  type,  however,  and  he 
proposed  to  present  it  to  the  House  as 
soon  as  it  was  received. 

ROYAL  UNIVERSITY  OF  IRELAND- 
UNIVERSITY  WORK. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Eeport  of  the  President  of  Oalway 
College  and  to  the  strong  advocacy 
therein  contained  of  the  retention  of 
teaching  as  a  part  of  University  work ; 
and,  whether  the  New  Boyal  University, 
making  no  provision  for  teaching,  leaves 
the  great  mass  of  the  Irish  peo]^e  with- 
out any  provision  for  academic  training, 
whilst  a  minority  will  have  the  Queeirs 
Ck)lleges  and  Trinity  College  to  supply 
to  them  that  great  advantage  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  bad  asked  the 
same  Question  yesterday.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  knew  what  the  Bill  was  as 
well  as  any  hon.  Member.  If  he  would 
read  the  Bill  he  would  see  that  its  ob- 
ject was  that  the  University  should  be 
an  examining  rather  than  a  training 
body.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
object  of  the  Question  was  to  obtain 
an  expression  of  opinion  from  him  on 
the  subject,  and  he  did  not  see  how  his 
opinion  was  of  any  value  in  the  circum- 
stances ;  but  he  might  state  that,  though 
the  Universities  ought  to  be  as  much  as 
possible  training  bodies,  he  really  saw 
no  advantage  in  asking  a  Question  which 
had  really  reference  to  the  Bill  that 
had  passed. 

Mr.  DAWSON  drew  satisfaction  from 
the  fact  that  his  Question  had  extracted 
from  an  official  of  the  Government  the 
expression  of  the  opinion  that  the  Uni- 
versity ought  to  be  a  training  rather 
than  an  examiniug  institution. 

Mb.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Senate  of  the 
Boyal  University  of  Ireland  has  done 
anything  to  meet  the  objection  taken  in 
his  letter  of  July  22nd  last,  that  their 
scheme  has  been  framed  so  that  the 
prizes  for  students  **  are  not  limited  by 
either  a  fixed  numerical  proportion  or  a 
defined  standard  of  attainment ; "  and, 
whether  the  omission  of  the  word  **  fel- 
lowship "  from  the  letter  of  July  27th 
1881,  from  the  secretaries  of  the  Boyal 
University,  means  that  the  Senate  do 
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not  intend  to  provide  any  fellowships 
under  the  grant  now  proposed  to  be 
made  to  tbe  Royal  University  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  no  further  communication  from 
the  Senate ;  but  it  would  be  easily  seen 
from  their  letter  what  the  sum  appro- 
priated to  prizes  was.  He  calcidated 
the  expenses  at  £4,000,  the  expenses  for 
Professors  and  Examiners  at  £8,000, 
and  the  remainder  of  the  £20,000  went 
for  prizes.  The  omission  of  the  word 
"  fellowship  '*  from  the  latter  paragraph 
of  the  correspondence  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  it  was  really  included  in  a  pre- 
vious paragraph. 

THE  PARLIAMENTARY  OATH— LEGIS- 
LATION. 

Mr.  THOMASSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  during 
the  Recess,  the  Government  will  con- 
sider as  to  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  to 
allow  every  legally  elected  Member  to 
take  his  seat,  whether  he  be  or  be  not 
willing  to  take  the  oath  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  So  far  as  this 
Question  may  have  reference — I  know 
not  whether  it  has — to  the  case  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  I  would 
refer  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  answer 
I  gave  the  other  day.  It  was  in  general 
terms;  but  it  gave  a  perfectly  distinct 
intimation  of  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment. If  it  is  a  question  of  the 
alteration  of  the  law  with  regard  to  Par- 
liamentary Oaths  on  generid  grounds  of 
policy,  the  decision  would  necessarily  be 
reserved  until  the  time  when  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  in  a  position  to 
consider  what  measures  they  should  pre- 
sent to  Parliament  in  the  next  Session. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  FRANCE 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Viscount  SANDON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will 
arrange  that,  during  the  forthcoming 
final  negotiations  respecting  the  French 
Treaty,  which  are  to  take  place  at  Paris, 
representatives  of  the  Associations  and 
Societies  connected  with  the  principal 
trades  which  will  be  a£fected  by  the 
Treaty  shall  be  present  in  Paris  during 
the  negotiations  of  the  High  Oommis- 
eion,  so  as  to  assist  the  Commission  with 
their  practical  knowledge  of  the  matters 
under  negotiation ;  and,  whether  he  will 
direct  that  there  should  be  laid  ujK>n  the 
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Table,  before  the  close  of  the  Session,  a 
copy  of  all  the  official  correspondence 
between  the  Board  of  Traile,  the  Foreign 
Office,  and  the  Royal  Commission  for  the 
Commercial  Treaty,  and  any  persons, 
firms,  and  commercial  associations  with 
whom  the  Government  has  been  in  cor- 
respondence, together  with  any  circular 
or  notification  which  has  been  issued  by 
the  Royal  Commission  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  afraid  I 
must  answer  the  Question  of  the  noble 
Lord  with  some  reserve,  because  it 
assumes  that  negotiations  respecting  the 
French  Treaty  are  to  take  place  at  Paris. 
That  is  a  matter  on  which  no  decision 
has  yet  been  come  to,  and  which  reaUy 
dopends  upon  the  correspondence  now 
going  on,  and,  in  fact,  upon  declarations 
which  may,  perhaps,  be  obtained  from 
the  GovemAent  of  France.  Then,  with 
regard  to  securing  that  Representatives 
of  Associations  and  Societies  shall  be 
present  in  Paris,  the  fullest  notice  and 
knowledge  will  be  given  to  them,  as  has 
been  the  case  at  the  previous  stiagee  of 
the  negotiations,  in  order  that  they  may 
exercise  their  discretion  on  the  matter. 
They  will  have  all  the  opportunities 
which  they  have  enjoyed  while  the  ne- 
gotiations were  going  on  in  England. 
As  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  in 
regard  to  the  production  of  all  the  offi- 
cial Correspondence,  and  also  of  the  cor- 
respondence with  firms  uid  commercial 
Associations,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is  the 
intention  and  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  present  the  official  Correspon- 
dence ;  but  there  are  parts  of  it  with  re- 
spect to  which  we  are  under  the  limita- 
tion of  having  to  apply  abroad  for  per- 
mission to  do  so.  I  cannot,  thereiore, 
give  a  pledge  that  it  will  be  done ;  but, 
as  far  as  it  depends  upon  us,  it  will  be 
produced.  As  to  the  correspondence  of 
private  parties,  I  cannot  give  such  an 
absolute  pledge — first,  because  it  is  very 
bulky ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  because 
private  parties  who  communicated  in- 
formation of  very  material  importance 
made  it  a  condition  that  it  should  not  be 
made  public. 

Viscount  SANDON :  Will  the  official 
Papers  be  presented  before  the  end  of 
the  Session,  or  before  the  negotiations 
are  resumed  r 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  would  hardly 
be  wise  to  give  a  positive  pledge  as  to 
that.  The  best  pledge  I  can  g^ye  is  that 
the  official  Correspondence,  and  whatever 
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we  oaa  lay  on  the  Table,  shall  be  pro- 
duced at  the  yezj  earlieerfc  moment  that 
we  are  able  to  do  so. 

Mb.  SITGHIE  said,  he  intended  to 
bring  forward  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice  on  this  subject  to-mor- 
row, and  he  appealed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett) 
and  Birkennead  (Mr.  Mao  Iver)  to  give 
way  in  favour  of  a  question  of  such 
pressing  importance.  He  understood 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Eye  was  will- 
hi J  to  give  way. 

Mb.  MAO  lYEB  said,  that,  so  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  he  would  not  like  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  a  discussion  in  re- 
gard to  the  present  position  of  our  com- 
mercial relations  with  France,  and, 
therefore,  very  willingly  gave  place  ; 
but  that  he  would  like  to  make  an 
appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie)  to 
add  to  his  Besolution  words  such  as 
would  have  the  effect  of  declaring  that 
no  Commercial  Treaty  should  be  entered 
into  which  allowed  France  to  continue, 
whether  by  a  iurtaxe  d^entrepdt  or  other 
means,  to  place  the  importation  of 
foreign  produce  vid  ports  in  Ghreat  Bri- 
tain or  Ireland  at  special  disadvantage 
as  compared  with  importations  direct. 

PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS- 
THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

In  reply  to  Sir  John  Hay, 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  Navy 
Estimates  would  be  taken  to-morrow,  in 
case  the  Government  were  not  able  to 
proceed  with  them  to-night ;  but  he  was 
sorry  to  say  he  understood  that  there 
would  be  an  amount  of  Business  to  be 
got  through  before  going  into  Supply 
to-morrow. 

WEST  INDIE8-DEMERARA— DEFALCA- 
TIONS IN  THE  ADMINISTRATOR 
GENERAL'S  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  EREINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther he  has  received  any  information 
about  a  Besolution  proposed  in  the 
Court  of  Policy  at  Demerara  praying 
for  an  independent  inquiry  into  the  re- 
oent  defalcations  in  the  Administrator 
General's  Department ;  and,  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  secure  that  the  in- 
quiry now  proceeding  shall  be  tho- 
zonghly  independent  and  searching  in 
its  oharaoter,  by  not   allowing  any  of 


the  indirectly  implicated  officials  to  take 
part  in  it  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  No  official  infor- 
mation on  the  subject  has  been  received 
at  the  Colonial  Office;  but  from  the 
Reports  in  the  Colonial  newspapers  it 
appears  that  a  Resolution  to  the  effect 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  was  proposed 
in  the  Court  of  Policy,  but  was  either 
withdrawn  or  ruled  to  be  out  of  order. 
The  inquiry  referred  to  in  the  second 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question  is 
completed;  but  my  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  proposes  to  have 
another  and  independent  inquiry. 

WEST  INDIES— JAMAICA. 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther the  Report  of  the  Civil  Service  In- 
quiry in  Jamaica  has  been  received ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  lay  it  upon  the 
Table  before  the  House  rises  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  The  last  portion 
of  the  Report,  which  is  very  voluminous, 
has  only  recently  been  received,  and  it 
has  not  yet  been  possible  to  consider  it, 
or  to  decide  whether  there  will  be  any 
advantage  in  publishing  it. 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
considebation  of  lords'  amendments, 
[third  night.] 
Lords  Amendments  further  considered. 
Page  16,  lines  1    and   2,   leave   out 
(*'  held  by  occupying  tenants  and  "),  the 
next  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Page  16,  line  9,  leave  out  from  ("  pro- 
vided ")  to  ("that")  in  line  14,  the 
next  Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  moved  to  disagree 
with  the  Amendment.  The  words  which 
he  proposed  to  re-insert  were — 

**  Provided  that  at  the  expiration  of  such  ex- 
isting Icasea  the  leasees  shall  be  deemed  to  be  ten- 
ants of  present  ordinary  tenancies,  from  year  to 
year,  at  the  rents  and  subject  to  the  conditions  of 
their  leases  respectively,  so  far  as  such  condi- 
tions are  applicable  to  tenancies  from  year  to 
year ;  and  provided  also  that.'* 

The  case  stood  thus — on  consideration 
it  appeared  to  the  Government  that 
though  it  was  quite  right  that  the  cha- 
racter of  present  tenant  should  attach  to 
the  lessee  at  the  close  of  the  lease,  sub- 
ject to  a  limitation  mentioned  when  they 
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disouseed  the  matter,  yet  there  was  no 
reason  in  the  world  why  the  present  ten- 
ant should  not  have  his  lease  fairly  se- 
cured to  him,  and  that  he  should  be  free 
from  frirther  litigation  at  the  instance  of 
the  landbrd ;  and  they,  therefore,  pro- 
posed that  the  lease  should  serve  as  the 
first  statutory  term. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment."— 
{Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTB  con- 
tended  that  when  a  lease  had  been 
granted  it  had  been  granted  usually  on 
the  understanding  that  it  was  for  a  cer- 
tain period ;  that  the  terms  were  agreed 
on  by  both  parties ;  and  that  it  was  a 
part  of  the  bargain  that,  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  term,  the  property  would  re- 
vert to  the  landlord. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  this  was  the 
correct  English  construction  of  a  lease, 
but  it  was  not  the  Lish  construction, 
which  was  totally  different.  Li  order 
to  show  how  different  it  was,  he  would 
refer  to  the  Ulster  Tenant  Eiffht  Bill 
which  was  brought  in  just  before  the 
Oeneral  Election  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  TMr.  Macartney^,  and  approved 
by  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman.  In  the 
3rd  clause  of  that  Bill  it  was  provided— 

**That  whenever  the  lease  of  any  holding 
forming  part  of  any  estate  in  XJlater  on  which 
estate  the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom  had  pre- 
vailed should  terminate,  the  person  or  persons 
having  a  beneficiary  interest  in  the  estate  should 
be  entitled  to  resume  the  property  as  if  he  or 
thev  were  in  the  possession  of  a  tenancy-at- 

LoRD  RAJ^DOLPH  CHUROHILL 
said,  there  was  not  the  slightest  analogy 
between  the  Bill  referred  to  by  the 
Prime  Minister  and  the  Bill  now  be- 
fore the  House.  He  was  perfectly  cer- 
tain the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Russell)  would  not 
quote  that  Bill  in  support  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  now  under  considera- 
tion. Tenant  right  in  Ulster  was  abso- 
lutely inseparable  from  the  soil,  and  it 
was  a  perfectly  different  thing  from 
what  was  now  proposed.  Under  a  lease 
in  Ulster  the  landlord  if  he  went  to 
turn  the  tenant  out  should,  first  of  all, 
pa^  him  for  the  tenant  right.  Under 
this  Bill,  which  was  to  apply  to  parts 
where  there  was  no  such  custom  as  that 
which  prevailed  in  Ulster,  the  landlord 
was  to  be  prevented  from  doing  that 

^r.  Oladitons 


which  was  the  essence  of  his  lease.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  be  deluded 
by  the  argument  used  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. 

VisoouwT  LYMINGTON  said,  he  dis- 
sented from  this  Amendment  on  the 
very  strong  g^unds  of  the  practical  and 
accepted  view  of  the  matter  in  Ireland. 
On  the  property  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected it  had  long  been  the  custom  to 
frant  to  agricultural  tenants  leases  for 
1  ye£u*8.  In  some  cases  the  families  of 
those  tenants  had  been  on  the  same 
farms  for  200  years,  and  there  existed 
among  those  men  ingrained  and  con- 
scious expectations  that  on  the  expira- 
tion of  the  lease  their  farms  would  be 
re- valued  for  rent,  and  that,  subject  to 
their  accepting  that  re-valuation,  they 
would  be  culowed  to  retain  their  farms. 
Nor  was  that  other  than  natural.  To  a 
nature  far  less  susceptible  of  such  feel- 
ings than  the  Celt  the  pang  would  be 
bitter  and  the  separation  cruel  from  a 
home  endeared  to  him  as  the  result  of 
his  labour  and  capital,  and  around 
which  had  intertwined  themselves  many 
kindly  and  affectionate  associations.  But 
apart  from  those  considerations  of  senti- 
ment, the  leaseholders  were  possessed, 
together  with  all  Irish  occupiers,  with 
that  living  tradition  of  possessory  right 
which,  to  use  the  language  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  had  survived  to 
them  throuffh  all  vicissitudes,  and  in 
despite  of  tne  seeming  or  real  veto  of 
the  law.  He  dissented  lastly  from  this 
Amendment  on  the  ground  of  policy. 
The  class  of  large  leaseholders  were  not 
only  the  best  and  most  enterprizing 
farmers,  but  possessed  the  stroziKest  and 
most  efficacious  means  for  influencing 
and  controlling  public  opinion.  The 
Bill  aimed  at  strengthening  and  secur- 
ing the  rights  by  extending  the  interests 
of  property;  and  he  sincerely  trusted 
that  that  great  legislative  experiment 
might  not  be  deprived  of  a  fair  trial  for 
fulfilling  its  jpreat  ob j  ect. 

Mb.  CHB80N  pointed  out  that  the 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Lyniing^n)  had 
fallen  into  the  same  mistake  as  the 
Ptime  Minister.  As  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  had  pointed  out,  the  two 
questions  were  as  different  as  dav  from 
aarkness.  No  one  asked  to  prejumoiaUy 
affect  the  Ulster  Custom  or  any  ueage 
analogous  to  tenant  ricrht  outside  Ulster, 
and  the  Amendment  of  the  Lords  left  ni|<- 
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touched  the  provision  in  the  centre  of 
the  clause  relating  to  ''  the  Ulster 
custom,  or  usage  analogous  thereto." 
He  would  remina  the  House  of  the  real 
way  in  which  the  Lords  asked  to  main- 
tain the  clause.  Their  Lordships  only 
sought  to  set  right  an  aftertnought 
of  the  Oovemment.  On  all  the  22 
drafts  and  revisions  that  this  Bill  went 
through 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  never  did. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  WeU,  20. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No,  not  right. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  Well,  in  aU  the  nu- 
merouB  revisions  —  so  numerous  that 
they  could  not  be  counted — the  Minis- 
ters never  for  a  moment  dreamt  of  pre- 
senting to  Parliament  as  their  first  de- 
liberate proposal  that  there  should  be 
any  tampering  with  existing  leases.  It 
was  not  until  the  Bill  had  advanced  to 
a  considerable  stage  in  Committee,  and 
not  until  after  the  29th  of  June,  that  it 
occurred  to  the  Prime  Minister  that 
he  would  get  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  to  put  that  Amendment  on 
the  Paper.  [Mb.  Gxadstone  dissented.] 
He  f  Mr.  Gibson)  had  heard  the  Prime 
Minister  administer  a  srave  rebuke  to 
an  hon.  Member  on  that  side  of  the 
House  for  shaking  his  head ;  but  there 
was  no  one  who  could  more  resolutely 
convey  his  opinion  in  that  manner  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  On  matters  of 
fact  When  an  opinion  is  ascribed  to 
me  that  I  have  not  expressed,  I  take  the 
liberty  of  indicating  my  dissent  in  that 
manner. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  ready  to 
accept  any  correction  from  the  Prime 
Minister,  whether  by  word  or  sugges- 
tion. [Mr.  Wakton  :  Or  gesture.  |  Up 
to  that  time  they  had  never  stated  that 
they  intended  to  make  anychange  in  their 
originad  proposal.  The  House  could  not 
but  clearly  recognize  that  the  Amend- 
ment merely  sought  to  replace  the  Bill 
in  the  position  in  which  it  was  first  in- 
troduced to  the  House,  and  which  was 
retained  until  June  29.  What  was  the 
Amendment  now  sought  to  be  rejected, 
and  what  were  the  words  to  be  re-in- 
stated by  the  Government?  Everyone 
knew  that  every  lease  contained  a  clause 
that  at  its  expiration  the  lessee  should 
suxrender ;  and  that  was  not  only  con- 
tained in  every  lease,  but  by  an  Act  of 
Pailiament,  for  which  some  of  the  pre- 
Mot  Ministry  were  responsible,  passed 


in  1 860,  acovenantto  surrender  at  the  end 
of  the  tenancy  was  to  be  presumed.  The 
Amendment  of  the  Government  proposed 
in  general  terms  that  with  respect  to  all 
leases,  whether  they  were  made  before 
or  after  1870,  whether  the  rent  was 
high  or  low,  the  landlord  harsh  or  in- 
dulgent, the  tenant  improving  or  the 
reverse,  at  its  termination,  instead  of 
the  landlord  being  able  to  resume 
possession,  he  should  continue,  whe- 
ther he  liked  it  or  not,  a  tenant  who 
could  bring  him  into  Court  and  get  a 
term  of  15  years  renewable  as  often 
as  he  pleased.  If  that  was  not  a 
very  substantial  innovation  on  the  ori- 
ginal proposition  of  the  Government  all 
he  could  say  was  that  it  would  appear 
to  be  so  to  any  casual  observer.  The 
noble  Lord  (Viscount  Lymington)  had 
referred  to  property  with  which  he  was 
connected  ;  out  that  was  one  of  the  pro- 
perties in  Ireland  where  a  usage  analo- 
gous to  the  Ulster  Custom  prevailed. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  quoted  a  clause 
from  the  Bill  in  reference  to  that  which 
for  the  first  time  became  a  serious 
moot  point  in  Ulster  after  the  Act  of 
1870.  Things  got  on  smoothly  until 
then,  when  there  arose  a  great  deal 
of  anxiety  and  confusion  as  to  whe- 
ther tenant  right  at  the  expiration  of  a 
lease  was  destroyed  or  not.  To  clear  up 
that  point  a  Bill  was  brought  in  on 
the  Conservative  side  of  the  House,  and 
assented  to  by  a  very  substantial  portion 
of  the  House ;  but  this  Amendment  did 
not  seek,  in  the  slightest  degree,  to  con- 
fine itself  to  Ulster  or  to  places  where 
a  similar  custom  prevailed.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  Prime  Minister  was  that 
leases  in  Ireland  were  different  from 
leases  in  England — in  other  words,  that 
agreements  containing  the  same  words 
and  executed  in  the  same  solemn  man- 
ner were  to  be  interpreted  differently  in 
both  countries.  Surely  the  proposition 
need  only  be  stated  to  show  its  utter 
absurdity.  The  Prime  Minister  argued 
that  an  Irish  lease  did  not  mean  what  it 
said,  but  something  else — in  other  words, 
read  in  the  light  of  present  events, 
it  meant  that  a  man,  after  having  made 
a  covenant  to  give  up  possession,  was 
not  to  give  up  possession.  He  (Mr. 
Gibson)  was  disposed  to  think  that,  al- 
though second  and  third  thoughts  were 
sometimes  wiser  than  first  ones,  yet  in 
this  case  he  believed  the  earlier  opinion 
of  the  Government  had  been  most  con- 
^Third  KigVl?^ 
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sidered;  and  the  Amendment  of  the 
Lords  was  in  accordance  with  the  Bill 
as  originally  introduced. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  this  matter 
had  been  already  fully  discussed  in  Oom- 
mittee,  and  he  had  been  in  hopes  that  it 
might  at  this  stage  have  been  disposed 
of  without  much  further  debate.  No 
arguments  had  been  adduced  in  ''an- 
other place  "  against  what  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  and  what  the  House  had 
sanctioned.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  said  that  the  first  word  on  the 
subject  was  heard  on  the  29th  of  June. 
Did  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
forget,  or  was  he  so  inattentive  as  not 
to  have  heard,  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister  on  the  16th  of  May  ?  In  that 
speech  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister  said — 

"  In  the  same  way,  another  by e'question  which 
we  have  considered,  and  the  reffolt  of  which 
consideration  appears  in  the  Bill — but  it  may  be 
worthy,  notwithstanding,  of  future  considera- 
tion— is  the  question  for  current  leases.  That 
also  is  evidently  a  question  which,  in  my  opi- 
nion, ought  to  be  reserved  for  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill."— [3  Hansard,  cclxi.  690.] 

His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
— he  did  not  like  to  use  a  stronger  word 
— at  least  inaccurate. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  he  fixed  the 
29th  of  Jime  because  on  that  day  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  dealing  with  an 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wicklow  (Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet),  said  that 
the  Government  would  not  be  parties  to 
re-opening  the  covenants  in  a  lease. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  there  again 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
quite  inaccurate,  for  the  Amendment 
he  referred  to  raised  a  wholly  different 
question.  It  was  not  the  same  Amend- 
ment. The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wicklow  was  one  which 
proposed  to  empower  the  Court  to  alter 
the  rent  payable  under  a  lease,  leaving 
the  other  obligations  of  the  lease  un- 
touched. He  (Mr.  Law)  could  see  no 
reason  for  making  any  difference  be- 
tween one  part  of  the  country  and  an- 
oUier,  and  the  Government  had  acted  on 
what  they  believed  to  be  the  general 
sentiment  of  Ireland  as  well  as,  to  a 

Seat  extent,  of  this  country  also.  If 
e  landlords  could  not  get  back  their 
property  in  one  part  of  Ireland  without 
payinff  full  compensation  for  the  tenant 
.right,  ne  saw  no  reason  why  there  should 

Mr.  eOion 


be  a  different  practice  in  another  part  of 
the  country.  In  and  out  of  Ulster  leases 
were  regarded  as  documents  fixing  rents 
for  certain  specified  times,  and  this  was 
the  contemplation  of  both  parties  at  the 
time  when  leases  were  made.  He  could 
not  see  that  a  tenant  holding  from  year 
to  year  for  a  lengthened  penod  had  any 
better  right  to  be  regarded  as  a  present 
tenant  than  another  who  had  held  for, 
perhaps,  a  much  shorter  period,  but  whose 
tenancy  had  been  under  the  conditions 
of  a  lease.  It  seemed  to  him  to  be  not 
only  unfair,  but  also  impolitio,  to  pre- 
serve in  one  part  of  the  country  a  custom 
which  was  denied  to  another,  and  which 
was,  as  he  believed,  based  on  the  senti- 
ment and  habits  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
said,  he  thought  the  Prime  Minister  had 
been  very  much  influenced  in  this  matter 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Russell).  In  his  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot's)  own  opinion,  this 
was  the  most  dangerous  proposal  in  the 
whole  Bill.  It  absolutely  took  away  the 
property  of  one  man  and  handed  it  de- 
nberately  to  another.  It  stood  to  reason 
that  landlords  would  not  turn  out  ten- 
ants who  had  done  their  duty  by  their 
holdings ;  but  no  one  could,  in  common 
justice  or  common  sense,  contend  that  a 
landlord  should  not  have  the  power 
to  resume  possession  of  his  property 
when  the  tenancy — that  was  to  say,  the 
lease — had  expired  in  due  course  of 
law.  No  matter  what  could  be  said  to 
the  contrary,  he  could  only  regard  this 
particular  provision  in  the  Bill  as  one 
conferring  upon  all  tenants  in  Ireland 
perpetuity  of  tenure,  and,  as  such,  he 
behoved  it  would  be  as  bad  in  practice  as 
it  was  mischievous  in  principle.  If  the 
Amendment  was  struck  out,  he  hoped 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  would 
re-insert  it,  notwithstanding  whatever 
consequences  might  arise.  This  was  one 
of  those  points  for  which  they  had  no 
absolute  reason  assigned  bv  the  Govern- 
ment for  disagreeing  with  the  Lords' 
Amendments;  and  as  it  was  against 
common  sense  and  justice  to  strike  it 
out  he  hoped  it  would  be  maintained. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  has 
said  that  this  is  one  of  the  most  danger- 
ous clauses  in  the  Bill.  I  think  both 
sides  will  admit  it  is  one  of  the  most 
important   dauses   of   the  Bill ;   and. 
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being  BO,  it  is  one  with  regard  to  which 
this  House  should  be  exceedingly  careful 
what  steps  it  takes,  and  I  trust  the  House 
will  forgive  me  if,  for  a  moment,  I  state 
the  reason  why  I  shall  vote  with  the  Gk>- 
Temment  on  this  clause.  I  consider  it 
is  one  of  the  most  important  clauses  in 
the  Bill,  and  it  is  one  on  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment  is  certainly  not  likely 
to  give  way.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
other  House  are  likely  to  give  way ;  but 
this  House  may,  I  am  sure,  t^e  for 
granted  that  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment 
will  stand  by  their  resolution  to  disagree 
with  the  Lords  with  regard  to  this  clause. 
That  being  so,  I  think  every  Member  of 
the  House  ought  to  ask  himself  what  is 
the  result  of  any  vote  he  would  like  to 
five,  and  I  ask  myself  this  question.  If 
hon.  Members  opposite  should  have  a 
majority  on  this  question,  is  it  not  cer- 
tain the  House  of  Lords  will  stand  by 
their  Amendment,  and  that  the  result 
will  be  the  loss  of  the  Bill  ?  I  am  no  t  pre- 
pared for  such  a  calamity,  for  I  think  it 
would  be  a  calamity  to  the  country  under 
ezistinjg^  circumstances.  The  remarks  I 
have  made  do  not  only  apply  to  the 
present  clause,  but  to  other  important 
dauses  of  the  BiU.  The  time  for  mere 
protest  has  gone  by ;  we  have  now  got 
to  take  a  practical  view  of  the  situation, 
and  that  appears  to  be  this — do  we  de- 
sire this  Bill  should  pass?  [Mr.W-A^RTON: 
No !]  I  think  the  unanimity  of  the 
House  is  proved  by  there  being,  in  fact, 
only  one  dissentient ;  and  it  strikes  me 
there  is  no  Party  in  this  House,  or  the 
other  House,  which  does  not  wish  to 
pass  this  Bill ;  and  I  think  it  the  duty 
even  of  hon.  Members  who  may  not  en- 
tirely agree  with  the  Qovernment,  or 
who  may  not  agree  with  a  particular 
dause  in  the  BiU,  nevertheless  to  ask 
themselves  what  is  the  reasonable  course 
to  adopt,  and  whether  they  will  give  such 
votes  as  will  imperil  the  whole  of  the 
BiU.  It  strikes  me  that  this  is  a  perfectly 
fair  and  candid  View  to  take  of  the  situa- 
tion. It  is  perfectly  fair  to  ask  ourselves 
whether  we  are  so  determined  in  favour 
of  any  particular  Amendment,  and  against 
the  proposal  of  the  Government,  that 
we  would  wish  to  encourage  the  Lords 
to  take  a  course  that  would  imperil  the 
BiU.  Though  we  may  differ  in  some 
pointSi  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  practical 
course  now  not  only  to  look  at  a  par- 
ticular Amendment  but  to  the  fate  of  the 
of  the  BiU ;  and  I  trust  there  are  few 
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who  wiU  encourage  the  Lords  to  take  any 
action  which  might  imperil  the  whole 
passing  of  the  Bill. 

Sib  R.  ASSHBTON  CROSS  said, 
after  the  somewhat  extraordinary  speech 
which  they  had  just  listened  to,  he 
must  trespass  upon  the  time  of  the 
House  for  a  few  minutes.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  prac- 
tioaUy  amounted  to  this — that  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  that  House  were  to  give  no  ex- 
pression in  future  to  their  opinions — 
that  debate  in  future  was  to  be  useless 
whenever  the  Oovernment  stated  that 
they  intended  to  strike  out  any  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  to  a  BiU.  In  the 
opinion,  therefore,  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  that  House  was  bound  to 
endorse  the  opinion  of  the  Oovernment 
without  discussion  or  comment.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  said  he  should 
not  vote  against  the  Oovernment  on  this 
particular  Amendment,  because  if  there 
were  a  majority  against  them  the  Lords 
would  insist  on  retaining  it.  But  if  the 
Ooverment  were  defeated  the  Lords 
would  have  nothing  further  to  do  with 
the  Amendment.  [Mr.  Oosohbn  :  Then 
the  BiU  would  drop.]  He  could  not  be- 
Ueve  for  a  moment  tnat  the  Oovernment 
would  drop  the  BiU  if  they  were  de- 
feated on  this  point.  If  a  Minister  would 
get  up  and  say  that  if  the  Government 
were  beaten  on  any  particular  point  in 
the  BiU  they  would  drop  it  altogether, 
the  argument  of  the  rififht  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  apply ;  but  he  (Sir  R.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross)  could  not  conceive  any  Minis- 
ter making  such  a  statement.  The  pro- 
vision which  the  Lords  had  amended 
was  not  in  the  BiU  as  it  was  originaUy 
drawn;  and  that  being  so,  he  should 
Hke  to  see  what  position  the  Government 
would  be  in  if  they  appealed  to  the 
country.  He,  for  one,  should  certainly 
not  be  intimidated,  on  account  either  of 
the  fate  of  the  Government  or  the  fate  of 
the  BiU,  from  giving  his  vote  or  opinion 
on  any  point  that  might  arise  in  the  course 
of  these  discussions,  as  he  thought  every 
independent  Member  ought  to  do. 

Mb.  H.  R.  brand  remarked,  that 
after  what  had  passed  he  felt  bound  to 
say  that  he  intended  to  vote  with  the  Oo- 
vernment, because  he  beUeved  that  the 
Oovernment  were  in  the  right.  The 
hon.  and  gaUant  Member  opposite  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had  said  that  the 
paragraph  in  question  introduced  a  most 
dangerous  principle  into  the  BiU.    He 
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did  not  admit  that,  and  he  pnt  it  to  the 
plain  test  if  it  was  just  in  Ulster  it  was 
equally  just  in  the  rest  of  Ireland,  and 
it  had  been  admitted  by  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  that  it  was  just  in  Ulster ; 
thereforei  the  simple  question  was  whe- 
ther tenant  right  existed  in  the  rest  of 
Ireland  as  in  Ulster.  The  original  blot 
in  the  Bill,  as  he  considered  it,  was  the 
exclusion  of  the  leaseholders  from  the 
Billy  because  by  that  exclusion  a  large 
number  of  tenants,  not  differing  in  point 
of  character  from  other  tenants,  would 
have  been  deprived  of  the  advantages  of 
the  measure.  He  had  voted,  though  in 
no  hostile  spirit  to  the  Government,  in 
favour  of  an  Amendment  to  the  Bill 
for  excluding  tenants  of  £100  valuation 
and  upwards  from  the  7th  clause  of  the 
Bill,  but  that  was  a  totally  different 
thing,  because  it  was  upon  the  principle 
that  these  tenants  were  able  to  take  care 
of  themselves ;  whereas  the  leaseholders 
affected  by  the  clause  were  small  as  well 
as  large  tenants.  The  Bill,  roughly 
n)eaking,  extended  the  Ulster  Oustom 
throughout  the  rest  of  Ireland ;  and  he 
contended  they  would  be  doing  right 
by  following  the  well-known  custom  in 
Ulster — ^that  was  to  say,  that  the  ten- 
ant right  existed  at  the  end  of  the  lease. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  a  breach 
of  faith  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  his 
idea  was  that  the  breach  of  faith  had 
rather  been  on  the  part  of  some  land- 
lords who  had  forced  leases  upon  the 
tenants.  There  was  evidence  before  the 
Commissioners  to  show  that  there  were 
many  cases  in  which  these  leases  had 
been  forced  upon  tenants,  and  he  quoted 
from  the  evidence — not  of  a  tenant  far- 
mer, but  of  a  land  agent — to  show  that 
the  object  of  this  was  to  get  rid  of  the 
tenant's  claim  for  compensation  against 
his  landlord.  He  should  be  sorry  to  see 
any  Amendment  carried  in  this  Bill 
which  was  vital  to  its  principle  or  which 
would  injure  its  prospects  of  success ; 
and  it  was  because  he  believed  that  the 
Lords'  Amendment  would  injure  the 
prospects  of  success  of  the  measure  that 
he  should  vote  against  it.  He  believed 
it  would  deprive  some  of  the  small  ten- 
ants of  Ireland  of  the  safeguard  which 
they  required  against  having  their  rents 
raised  and  raised  again  in  proportion  to 
the  energy  and  skill  which  they  had 
shown  in  conducting  their  leases. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  he  thought 
that  Her  Mqesty's  Oovemment  might 

Mr.  E,  S.  Brimd 


oongratolate  themselves  upon  at  length 
receiving  unqualified  support  from  many 
of  their  Friends  below  the  Gangway, 
who  had  hitherto  favoured  them  with 
an  excess  of  candid  criticism.  If  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  last  spoken 
thought  that  the  Government  were  riffht, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr. 
Goschen)  thought  that  they  were  wronfl^i 
his  view  being  that  hon.  Members  m 
that  House  should  vote  wainst  their 
consciences,  lest  any  noble  Lord  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  should  have 
the  courage  to  vote  according  to  his  own. 
On  what  theory  of  Parliamentary  go- 
vernment did  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman 
go?  Was  it  tolen^le  that  the  threat 
should  be  held  out  to  them  and  to  noble 
Lords  in  ''another  place"  that  any 
alteration  which  the  Government,  in  a 
fit  of  petulance,  should  refuse  to  accept, 
might  cause  them  to  drop  the  Bill  and 
throw  the  responsibility  on  Members  of 
the  Opposition  or  on  the  other  House  f 
Parliamentary  government  could  not 
possibly  be  carried  on  on  such  condi- 
tions. If  neither  Members  of  that 
House  nor  Members  of  the  oUier  House 
were  to  introduce  Amendments  on  the 
Bill  which  modified  it  in  some  of  its 
most  pernicious  features  without  being 
coerced  by  the  threat  that  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  wotdd  drop  the  measure  the  privi- 
leges of  both  Houses  were  in  danger. 

Mb.  OHABLES  EUS8ELL  said,  he 
should  certainly  not  base  his  support  of 
the  Government  on  the  grounds  put  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon.  He 
supported  the  proposal  contained  in  this 
clause  because  he  believed  it  to  be  just 
in  itself  and  to  be  a  very  important  step 
towards  abolishing  the  distinction  whi(^ 
he  had  always  believed  to  be  an  invidious 
and  unhappy  one  between  Ulster  and 
the  rest  of  Ireland.  He  also  supported 
it  because  it  recognized  and  gave  effect 
to  the  practice  and  sentiment  which  ob- 
tained in  Ireland  on  the  subject.  In 
Ulster  there  had  been,  in  some  re- 
spects, a  sturdier  race  than  in  the  rest 
of  Ireland.  [''No,  no!"]  Yes,  in 
many  respects ;  and  a  race  which  had 
also  been  favoured  in  former  days 
by  the  Government  of  this  country  for 
many  reasons — the  matter  of  religion 
amongst  others  —  special  favours  and 
protection  had  been  extended  to  them ; 
and  what  was  the  result?  Why,  that 
a  powerful  public  opinion  rose  up  in 
XTIster,  of  wmoh  the  ooBtom  was  merely 
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an  ezpresaion.  That  was  the  origin  and 
moaning  of  the  Ulster  Custom,  and  he 
hoped  this  invidious  distinction  would 
1>e  remoYod.  The  landlord  wanted  to 
have  a  tenant  who  would  pay  him  rent. 
At  the  end  of  the  lease  the  tenant  would 
either  take  a  lease  of  his  holding  or  con- 
tiniie  as  an  oyerholding  tenant,  in  which 
case  he  would  be  a  tenant  from  year  to 
year.  There  were  a  number  of  leases 
of  which  only  two  or  three  years  re- 
mained unexpired.  On  one  siae  of  the 
hedge  they  would  have  a  number  of  ten- 
ants whose  leases  had  expired,  it  might 
be  a  few  days  or  a  year  after  the  Bill 
came  into  operation,  with  utterly  dif- 
ferent rights  and  inferior  rights;  and 
on  the  other  side  they  would  nave  ten- 
ants who,  in  other  respects,  were  exactly 
in  the  same  position  with  different  and 
higher  rights.  That  would  be  simply 
intolerable.  He  hoped  the  Qovemment 
would  stand  by  the  clause. 

Mb.  GBEGOEY  said,  all  that  a  coye- 
nant  did  was  to  impose  a  personal  lia- 
bility on  the  tenant.  If  he  did  not  give 
up  possession  on  the  termination  of  the 
lease,  but  continued  to  hold  oyer,  he  was 
merely  a  tenant  from  year  to  year. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  said,  he  should 
not  haye  risen  to  take  any  part  in  this 
debate  if  it  had  not  been  ior  the  remark 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
that  he  hoped  the  Lords  would  stand 
upon  their  rights,  and  would  restore  the 
ijnendment  if  it  were  rejected.  If  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  pre- 
pared to  giye  that  adyice  to  his  Friends 
to  try  conclusions,  he,  for  one,  as  repre- 
senting a  popular  constituency,  was  per- 
fectly wilhng  to  do  the  same,  with  this 
conyiction— that  there  was  a  *  *  beyond ' '  to 
which  the  Goyemment  could  refer,  and 
in  referring  to  which  they  would  haye  a 
yoice  so  strong  that  no  irresponsible 
Party  in  the  State  would  be  able  to  defy 
the  opinions  of  that  House,  which  had 
been  sitting  for  nearly  six  months  con- 
sidering tms  important  question.  He 
would  be  the  last  person  to  excite  irrita- 
tion upon  this  question ;  but  the  irrita- 
tion in  this  instance  had  come  from  the 
other  side.  A  few  days  ago  he  addressed 
from  20,000  to  40,000  men,  whose  opi- 
nion was  clearly  in  fayour  of  this  Bill. 
If  the  House  of  Lords  chose  to  insist  on 
their  alterations  in  the  Bill,  the  countnr 
would  know  what  they  were  about.  £f 
aeoessaiy,  he  hoped  the  Prime  Minister 


would  appeal  to  the  countiy  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Bill,  feeling  assured  that  the 
country  would  answer  that  appeal  by 
sajpng  in  a  manner  that  could  not  be 
mistaken  that  &e  Bill  most  pass.  Should 
they  still  reject  the  Bill  tiien  their  exist* 
ence  must  be  dealt  with. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dwtdsd:  —  Ayes  254  ; 
Noes  126:  Majority  129.— (Diy.  LUt, 
No.  876.) 

Lords'  Amendment  disagreed  with. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
ntELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moyed,  in  page 
16,  line  10,  after  "  lessees,"  to  insert ''  if 
bon&  fide  in  the  occupation  of  their 
holdings." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  ATTOENEY  QENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moyed,  in  line  18, 
after  the  words  ''  year  to  year,"  to  in- 
sert— 

<<  Bat  thiB  provision  shall  not  applv  where  a 
reversionaiy  lease  of  the  holding  has  been  bon& 
fide  made  before  the  passing  of  the  Act," 
in  order  to  meet  the  case  of  a  reyer- 
sionary  lease. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  was 
another  case  in  which  the  Goyemment 
thought  it  equitable  to  proyide  for  the 
landlord's  power  —  namely,  the  case 
where  he  had  a  bond  fide  desire  to  re- 
sume the  holding,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  letting,  but  for  his  personal  use  and 
occupation.  He  accoidingly  proposed, 
in  page  16,  line  14,  after  tne  word 
"that,    to  insert  the  words — 

**  Where  it  shall  appear  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Court  that  the  landlord  desires  to  resume 
the  holding  for  the  bon&  fide  purpose  of  occupy- 
ing the  same,  the  Court  may  authorise  him  to 
resume  the  same  accordingly,  in  the  manner 
and  on  the  terms  provided  by  the  fifth  section 
of  this  Act  with  respect  to  resumption  of  ahold* 
ing  by  a  landlord." 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  as  fbr  he  under- 
stood the  reference  which  was  made,  it 
was  this — that  on  the  termination  of  a 
lease  the  landlord  might  be  permitted 
by  the  Court  to  resume  possession  of  the 
holding  if  the  landlord  was  willing  to 
pay  the  full  amount  that  tilie  Oourt 
awarded  against  him. 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  full  amount 
of  the  compensation  of  the  tenant. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  the  adoption  of 
the  Amendment  would  create  a  very 
great  feeling  of  uncertainty  in  the  minds 
of  tenants  in  Ireland  as  to  what  would 
become  of  them  on  the  termination  of 
their  leases — an  uncertainty  which  would 
tend  almost  necesseirily  to  induce  a  ten- 
ant holding  a  farm  on  lease  to  run  the 
farm  out  before  the  expiration  of  his 
tenancy  as  much  as  possible.  The  di- 
rection of  the  Amendment  was  simply 
this — it  told  the  tenant — **If  you  im- 
prove your  farm,  and  make  it  a  desirable 
farm  for  your  landlord  to  cultivate  at 
the  end  of  your  lease,  it  is  exceedingly 
probable  that  your  landlord  will  so  de- 
sire to  cultivate  it."  They  knew  that 
some  of  the  greatest  past  hardships  in 
connection  with  Irish  land  tenure  arose 
from  the  wholesale  clearance  of  good 
and  fertile  land,  which  the  landlords,  in 
the  words  of  this  Amendment,  had  lond 
fide  desired  to  enter  into  the  occupation 
of  themselves.  In  many  of  the  best 
counties  of  Ireland — in  Wexford,  Kil- 
kenny, and  in  some  parts  of  the  county 
Waterford — the  landlords  under  the  pre- 
sent law  were  clearing  their  estates  by 
the  action  of  the  Emergency  Committee 
and  entering  into  the  occupation  of  those 
estates  themselves,  and  cultivating  them. 
He  thought  they  ought  to  resist  most  stre- 
nuously the  direction  and  general  bearing 
of  this  Amendment,  which  could  not  fail 
to  be  of  a  most  disastrous  character.  He 
trusted  the  Government  would  reconsider 
this  matter,  and  not,  by  a  retrograde 
step  of  this  kind,  introduce  an  element 
of  uncertainty  into  the  minds  of  the  ten- 
ants holding  under  leasehold  tenure  as 
to  what  their  position  would  be,  or  could 
be,  at  the  expiration  of  their  term. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  been 
content  to  rest  this  on  the  general  equity 
of  the  case.  He  hoped  that  thehon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Parnell) 
would  not  prosecute  his  objection,  be- 
cause really,  in  the  first  place,  this  was 
evidently  a  limited  question.  He  could 
not  join  in  the  apprehension  that  the 
Irish  landlords  were  so  differently  minded 
from  other  landlords  that  they  were 
likely  to  undertake  a  genered  operation 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  farms  into 
their  own  hiEuids ;  that  that  which  was 
the  perfect  horror  of  every  other  land- 
loid,  of  getting  farms  thrown  on  their 


hands,  except  in  certain  exceptional  dr- 
cumstances,  would  become  the  delight 
and  the  passion  of  landlords  of  Irelaind. 
If  the  hon.  Member  were  right  in  his 
supposition  that  this  provision  would 
induce  tenants  to  run  out  their  farms  in 
the  last  year  of  their  leases,  that  would 
be  a  very  strong  objection ;  but  it  was 
evident  that  every  man  who  thus  ex- 
hausted his  land  would  destroy  or  whittle 
away  his  compensation ;  for  according  to 
the  condition  of  the  farm  at  the  termi- 
nation of  his  occupancy  would  be  the 
amount  of  compensation  awarded  to  hinu 
He  hoped  the  House  would  be  allowed 
to  pass  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  remarked, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  now  taken 
to  patting  the  Irish  landlords  on  the 
back ;  but  his  whole  Bill  was  based  on 
the  great  difference  between  them  and 
English  landlords.  He  knew  many 
cases  in  which  landlords  were  vezy 
anxious  to  get  back  farms.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  clearly  did  not  appre- 
ciate the  importance  of  his  own  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  repotted  the 
Amendment  by  the  Prime  Minister,  in 
the  interest  of  the  100,000  leaseholders 
in  Ireland,  and  the  imcertainty  it  would 
throw  them  into.  But  they  might  as 
well  attempt  to  move  a  stone  wall  by 
words  as  move  the  Prime  Minister. 

Mr.  GIVAN  said,  he  had  a  very 
strong  objection  to  the  Amendment.  It 
would  unsettle  the  whole  of  the  lease- 
holders of  the  country.  What  security 
would  the  Court  have  that  the  landlord 
wanted  the  holding  for  a  hand  fide  pur- 
pose ?  The  whole  principle  of  the  pro- 
posal was  bad,  and  he  should  have 
great  pleasure  in  voting  against  it. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschsll)  said,  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment  had  been  exaggerated. 
He  pointed  out  that  already  they  were 
going  to  trust  to  the  Court  for  a  variety 
of  things.  The  Bill  reposed  confidence 
in  the  Court,  and  no  resumption  could 
be  had  unless  the  Court  were  agreed 
that  the  farm  was  hand  fide  required  by 
the  landlord  for  his  own  occupation. 
There  were  a  great  many  cases  in  which 
no  human  mind  could  ever  consider  a 
landlord  wanting  it  for  his  own  pur- 
poses of  occupation  ;  and  it  was  a  rea- 
sonable thing  that  a  landlord,  having 
given  a  lease  of  his  land  many  yean 
ago,  should  have  the  power  of  xesomiog 
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it  at  the  termination  of  the  lease  if  he 
wanted  it  for  personal  occupation. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIYAN  said,  the 
Amendment  would  have  a  most  iuju- 
rious  effect.  It  would  only  tend  to 
dear  the  tenants  from  the  farms  of  Ire- 
land. It  placed  another  facility  for 
doing  tliis  in  the  landlords'  hands.  The 
ftime  Minister  had  said  that  the  land- 
krda  of  Ireland  had  been  tried  and 
acquitted ;  but  if  they  had,  it  had  been 
by  a  jury  of  landloros.  llie  people  of 
Ireland  had  no  confidence  in  tne  land- 
lords,  and  there  would  be  no  peace  in 
Ireland  until  the  Irish  landlord  had 
fidlowed  the  dodo. 

Mb.  p.  MABTIN  said,  he  thought 
ftat  it  was  the  duty  of  Irish  Members 
to  oppose  the  Amendment.  Its  practical 
tenancy  plainly  was  to  encourage  and 
fiusilitate  buidlords  in  resuming  posses- 
■on  of  their  tenants'  holdings  in  order 
to  add  them  to  their  grazing  tracts,  which 
already  were  too  widely  extended,  and 
had  caused  so  much  suffering  and  dis- 
tress in  many  parts  of  Ireland.  When 
possession  had  been  taken  there  was 
notldng  in  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  to 
pravent  the  landlord  from  re-letting 
Uie  lands  under  what  was  known  as  a 
ffrasing  contract.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had  done 
right  in  calling  attention  to  the  evils 
wEioh  had  resulted  from  clearances.  He 
remembered  in  county  Meath,  when 
ejectment  after  ejectment  took  place, 
where  the  tenants  were  willing  and  able 
to  pay  fair  rents,  simply  for  the  purpose 
of  dMrancee.  The  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  most  disastrous.  The 
profeaaed  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  give 
mcreased  security  to  the  general  body  of 
Irish  tenants  and  prevent  eviction.  It 
vaa  nnfortimate  that  the  Prime  Minister 
dumld  now  propose  to  disfigure  the  fair 
promise  of  me  measure  by  the  present 
nroviaion.  He  felt  convinced  tnat  in 
beland  the  insertion  of  the  clause  would, 
Ijthe  fanning  dass,  be  received  with 
the  greatest  alarm  and  distrust. 

l£L  DAWSON  said,  that  it  had  never 
ooenrred  to  him  that  a  new  danger 
shonld  oome  from  the  Government.  He 
knew  fipom  his  own  experience  that  so 
anziona  were  landlords  in  Ireland  to  get 
the  land  into  their  own  hands  that  they 
resumed  possession  even  at  their  own 
kias.  The  Amendment  would  be  disas- 
trooa^  not  only  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
but  to  the  Ximpirei  as  preventing  the 


full  development  of  the  resources  of  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD,  as  an  English 
Member,  regretted  the  introduction  of 
the  Amendments.  It  would  only  be  ap- 
plicable in  a  few  cases,  and  it  was  a 
pity  that  for  the  sake  of  these  cases  they 
should  make  every  leasehold  tenant  in 
Ireland  shake  in  his  shoes,  lest  at  the 
termination  of  his  lease  his  land  should 
be  resumed  by  the  landlord.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  Prime  Minister  to  with- 

Mr.  OAETWRIGHT  said,  he 
thought  a  great  deal  of  the  argument 
against  the  Amendment  was  not  to  the 
point ;  but  really  the  Amendment  would 
only  remove  an  obvious  injustice  to 
landlords. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  it  would  suit  many 
landlords  to  clear  away  700  or  800  acres 
to  make  a  good  grazing  or  tillage  farm 
of  the  land.  At  the  same  time,  he  did 
not  think  there  was  any  great  danger, 
as  a  general  rule ;  because  he  was  sure 
that  under  this  Bill  the  aim  of  landlords 
would  be  to  get  good  tenants  and  keep 
them.  The  Amendment,  he  suggested, 
might  be  so  modified  as  to  prevent  any 
great  danger.  There  was  an  injustice 
in  saying  to  the  landlord  that  he  would 
not  get  his  land  under  any  circumstances 
at  the  termination  of  a  lease ;  but  the 
Amendment  might  be  more  defined  by 
saying  he  might  have  the  land  for  him- 
self, or  some  member  of  his  family,  to 
reside  in  or  for  a  home  farm,  which 
would  not  be  imreasonable  at  all.  But 
he  further  suggested  that  if  the  landlord 
sub-let  a  farm  so  acquired  after  four  or 
five  years,  and  the  man  coming  in  were 
to  be  considered  a  future  tenant,  then 
that  would  lead  to  injustice. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  the  Amend- 
ments made  by  the  Lords  were  bad 
enough ;  but  it  took  them  by  surprise 
to  find  the  Government  proposing  such 
an  objectionable  one  as  the  present.  It 
would  give  the  landlords  who  desired  it 
the  power  of  turning  holdings  into 
grazing  farms.  If  this  Amendment  were 
insisted  upon,  the  Bill  would  be  a  mes- 
sage of  dissatisfaction  instead  of  a  mes- 
sage of  peace. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  the  Government 
no  doubt  had  this  excuse,  that  they  had 
inserted  the  Amendment  in  order  to 
carry  the  whole  clause  through  the 
other  House.  It  was  a  clause  me  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  oil  the  machinery 
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of  the  two  HouseB ;  but  when  the  House 
of  Lords  had  not  proposed  the  Amend- 
ment, he  thought  the  Government  might 
have  left  it  alone.  As  the  Amendment 
was  now  framed,  the  Court  would  have 
no  power  of  inquiring  into  the  reasons 
why  the  landlord  was  led  to  resume 
possession.  If  the  Qt)vemment  desired 
to  pass  the  Amendment  without  diffi- 
culty, it  would  be  well  to  provide  that 
the  objects  for  which  the  occupation 
was  required  should  be  stated  to  the 
Court. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENET  said,  that 
where  a  man  had  a^eed  to  resume  his 
property  he  should  have  the  power  to  do 
so.  They  must  be  prepared  to  give  up 
something.  [Mr.  Healy:  Why?]  He 
thought  it  would  only  be  an  act  of  jus- 
tice to  have  some  such  clause  in  the 
Bill ;  and  it  should  be  remembered  that 
the  man  who  resumed  his  property 
would  have  to  pay  a  heavy  penal^  by 
way  of  compensation  to  the  tenant.  He 
thoufi^ht  if  the  right  of  resumption  were 
restricted  to  the  purposes  of  residential 
occupation  that  would  meet  the  case. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  talked  about 
grazing  farms ;  but  they  ought  to  know 
uiat  they  were  made  before  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1 870.  He  suggested 
the  addition  to  the  Amendment  of  such 
words  as  these — 

**  If  the  landlord  wishes  to  resume  the  farm 
bofid  Jide  for  the  purpose  of  residential  occupa- 
tion, or  for  the  purpose  of  a  home  farm,  pro- 
vided always  that  if  he  re-let  the  farm  within 
16  years  the  tenant  shall  be  a  present  tenant.'* 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  hoped  that  on  this  occasion  the 
Government  would  pay  the  House  the 
respect  of  adhering  to  their  own  Amend- 
ment. If  they  did  so  it  would  be  the 
first  time  during  this  Bill  that  they  had 
stuck  to  any  one  of  their  proposals ;  but 
he  saw  that  the  Attorney  General  and 
the  Prime  Minister  were  already  con- 
sulting with  the  view  of  reducing  the 
Amendment  to  a  nullity. 

Mr.  healy  said,  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  reminded  him  of 
the  unjust  steward  who  was  told  to  make 
friends  among  the  mammon  of  iniquity. 
When  rejected  by  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Galway  the  hon.  Member  would  be  re- 
ceived into  those  everlasting  dwellings 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  Mr. 
John  Mitchel  had  advised  those  who 
were  evicted  by  their  landlord  to  shoot 
him  like  a  dog— [*' Oh ! "]— stay,   he 

Mr.  Bynan 


had  not  finished ;  if  they  could  not  catch 
the  landlord,  they  should  shoot  the 
agent,  and  if  they  could  not  catch  the 
agent,  they  should  shoot  the  bailiff,  and 
if  they  could,  they  should  shoot  all 
three.  He  referred  to  that  statement 
merely  to  show  how  eviction  was  re- 
garded by  some  persons  in  Ireland,  be- 
cause what  the  Government  called  "  re- 
sumption" would  be  looked  upon  as 
"  eviction  "  in  Ireland.  If  the  Govern- 
ment really  desired  to  put  a  stop  to 
agrarian  passion  and  stnfe  in  Ireland, 
they  should  give  the  tenant  ease  of  mind 
and  peace  of  heart,  otherwise  this  Irish 
question  would  haunt  them  and  their 
successors  for  years  to  come.  He  ad- 
vised the  Government  to  let  the  Lords 
do  their  own  dirfy  work;  and  if  thifl 
Amendment  was  to  be  inserted  at  all, 
the  Government  should  have  allowed  it 
to  be  put  into  the  Bill  by  tiie  hereditary 
enemies  of  the  Irish  people  across  the 
Lobby.    ["Oh!"  "Order!"] 

Sir  henry  TYLER :  I  rise  to  Or- 
der.    I  wish  to  ask.  Sir 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  speaking  in  terms  of  disrespect  of  the 
Members  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  has  no  right  to  speak  of  the 
Members  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment as  the  hereditary  enemies  of  the 
Irish  people. 

Mr.  healy  (resuming)  said,  he  did 
not  know  that  in  so  saying  he  was  trans- 
gressing Parliamentary  rule,  and  he 
therefore  asked  to  withdraw  the  expres- 
sion to  which  exception  had  been  taken. 
He  had  warned  the  Government  of 
the  feelings  which  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land with  regard  to  tnese  evictions,  and 
he  asked  them  to  leave  such  Amend- 
ments as  this  to  the  Lords.  He  did  not 
believe  their  Lordships  were  a  very 
courageous  body.  [•* Order!"]  He 
did  not  think  that  was  an  offensive  ex- 
pression. He  meant  politically  cou- 
rageous, of  course.  If  they  were  so 
they  would  have  thrown  out  this  Bill; 
but  they  knew  very  well  the  dangers 
that  would  arise  out  of  leaving  this 
question  unsettled.  Let  the  House 
send  the  clause  back  as  it  originally 
stood,  and  let  their  Lordships  again  txy 
their  hand  at  carving  it.  The  Irish 
Members  intended  to  amend  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  in  various 
ways,  and  if  the  process  took  some  time 
it  was  not  their  lault.  He  would  move 
to    leave   out    subsequently  the  word 
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Bnt  PATSIOE  O'BBIEN  remarked, 
tliat  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitcihftll  Henry)  would  embody  in 
the  Amendment  the  excellent  principles 
he  had  just  enunciated  many  non. 
Hembers  near  him  would  support  him. 
He  oonld  not  say  whether  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  had 
giTen  a  correct  quotation  of  ^e  re- 
marka  of  the  late  Mr.  Mitchel.  ['*  Quee- 
tion!"]  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
(Sty  of  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 

mmoA    «  QnAiitiOTi  f  "     ~ 
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'Question!"  but  there  was  no 
one  who  spoke  with  less  relevancy  to 
the  Question  under  debate  than  the  hon. 
Member,  who  always  tried  to  glorify 
himself.  Whether  the  quotation  was 
correct  or  not,  he  contended  that  no 
Member  of  that  House  had  a  ri^ht  to 
quote  such  remarks  unless  with  tne  in- 
tentioa  (rf  repudiating  them.  The  hon. 
Member  and  his  Friends  might  fairly 
daim  to  be,  in  a  great  decree,  leaders 
of  the  Irish  peop&.  If  they  were  so 
their  words  oueht  to  be  measured.  Al- 
fliongh  the  Irish  Members  were  anxious 
in  every  way,  whether  by  this  Bill  or 
odierwise,  to  improye  the  wretched  con- 
dition of  the  Irish  people,  and  to  im- 
proffe  them  morally,  yet  he  trusted  there 
were  yet  Irish  Gentlemen  amongst  them 
who  would  regard,  eyen  with  greater 
ferroor,  and  as  a  mater  improvement, 
Ae  protection  in  Ireland  of  the  prin- 
eiplee  of  order,  of  religion,  ana  of 
noralify.  He  therefore  regretted  that 
it  was  neoessary  for  an  Irish  Member  to 
hacye  to  get  up  in  his  place  and  repudiate 
fte  expressions  contained  in  the  quota- 
tion to  which  reference  had  been  made. 

Mb.  DALT  warned  the  Government  if 
fte  Amendment  were  sent  to  the  House 
rfLards  as  an  expression  of  the  opinion 
rf  the  House  of  Commons,  they  would 
do  more  mischief  than  they  could  pos- 
aUj  imagine.  The  adoption  of  the 
Amendment  would  lead  to  a  violent 
agitation,  and  would  be  the  means  of 
creating  a  profound  mistrust  amongst 
'As  Lrisb  people.  They  should  remember 
tibat  the  Act  of  1870  was  rendered  a 
ftihre  by  giving  way  to  the  Amend- 
BMotB  of  the  Loras. 

Mb.  LALOB  reminded  the  House  that 
fte  alterations  weakly  consented  to  in 
tts  Aet  of  1870  were,  in  a  certain  sense, 
fte  cause  of  the  present  Bill. 

Ma.  MAUBIOE  BBOOKS  said,  he 
liMmglit  hf  had  been  found  voting  with 


the  Gbvemment  in  eve^  division  that 
had  taken  place  on  this  Bill ;  but  if  the 
present  Amendment  were  carried  to  a 
division  without  modification,  he  re- 
gretted to  say  that  he  would  not  be  found 
voting  with  the  Government  on  this 
occasion.  If  the  Amendment  were  car- 
ried, it  would  amount  to  an  emascula- 
tion of  the  Bill.  It  would  carry  terror 
and  alarm  to  every  occupier  of  land  who 
had  the  expectation  in  the  future  of  be- 
coming an  owner,  and  it  would  result  in 
the  efforts  for  the  pacification  of  Ire- 
land becoming  a  miserable  failure. 

Mr.  MACAETNEY  said,  it  was  very 
important  that  hon.  Members  had  not 
got  the  Amendment  proposed  before 
them;  but,  so  far  as  ne  could  under- 
stand it,  it  amounted  to  this — the  Go- 
vernment proposed  at  the  termination 
of  a  lease  that  the  landlord  should  be 
entitled  to  resume  occupation  of  the 
holding  of  his  tenant  on  paying  a  cer- 
tain sum. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  For  purposes  of 
his  own  occupation. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  so  he  un- 
derstood it.  The  landlord  must  either 
reside  on  it,  or  convert  the  holding  into 
a  park.  [An  hon.  Member:  Turn  it 
into  a  grazing  farm.]  Why  should  a 
landlord  not  be  allowed  to  graze  cattle 
on  his  own  property  ?  Why,  at  present, 
a  very  large  class  of  persons  in  Ireland 
obtained  their  living  by  breeding  and 
selling  cattle.  They  could  not  live  on 
farm  produce  alone,  and  there  were  no 
manufactures  at  which  thoy  could  get 
employment,  so,  therefore,  the  cattle 
trade  was  an  important  one.  If  the 
landlord  wanted  land  to  add  to  his  hold- 
ing, say  a  small  portion,  he  should  be 
allowed  to  ^havo  it ;  but  if  he  wanted 
the  land  to  turn  it  into  a  grazing  farm, 
he  (Mr.  Macartney)  thought  he  should 
not  be  allowed  to  do  so.  He  thought 
that  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  County  of  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry),  limiting  the  right  of  resump- 
tion to  cases  where  the  landlord  wanted 
the  holding  for  residential  purposes  or 
for  occupation  by  himself  or  his  family, 
would  meet  the  difficulty.  Unless  the 
Motion  were  modified  in  this  direction 
he  should  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  thought 
that  many  Members  who  had  spoken 
scarcely  appreciated  practical  work  of 
this  kind.    If  a  landlord,  at  the  termi- 
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nation  of  a  lease,  desired  to  resume  the 
holding  under  the  present  state  of  the 
law  he  might  do  so.  The  Government 
interfered,  and  gave  expression  to  what 
was  the  almost  universal  custom  of  the 
Irish  people.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  must  regard  the  case  from  another 
point  of  view,  and  do  substantial  justice 
to  the  landlord  also.  If  the  landlord 
wanted  the  land  for  his  own  occupation, 
either  to  live  upon  or  to  cultivate,  or  to 
provide  a  residence  for  a  member  of 
his  family,  he  thought  the  landlord 
should  have  the  right  to  resume  posses- 
sion. He  must,  however,  in  that  ease 
satisfy  the  Court  by  such  evidence  as 
would  convince  them  that  he  required 
the  land  hand  Jide  for  this  purpose,  and 
before  he  obtained  it  he  must  pay  the 
full  value  of  the  tenancy  as  a  present 
tenancy.  The  Court,  indeed,  would  pro- 
bably award  not  only  the  bare  value  of 
the  holding,  but  also,  regarding  the  case 
as  one  of  constrained  sale,  would  give 
something  additional  on  that  account. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  did  not 
think  much  alarm  need  be  felt  as  to  this 
resumption  becoming  a  very  prevalent 
practice,  nor  could  the  provision  do  any 
real  injury,  as  it  would  only  apply  when 
the  landlord  could  satisfy  the  Court  that 
ho  would  not  re-let  again.  He  saw, 
however,  no  objection  to  give  a  material 
guarantee  in  this  respect  by  providing 
that,  if  a  landlord  re-let  at  anv  time 
within  15  years,  the  tenant  so  taking  it 
should  do  so  with  all  the  incidents  of  a 
present  tenancy.  [Mr.  Healt  :  No  good 
at  all.]  He  hoped  the  House  would 
acquiesce  in  this,  and  he  therefore  pro- 
posed to  modify  the  Amendment  by  in- 
serting the  following  words  after  the  first 
word  **  same  "  in  the  Amendment : — 

"As  a  residence  for  himself  or  as  a  home 
farm  in  connection  with  his  residence,  or  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  a  residence  for  some 
Member  of  his  family." 

It  could  scarcely  be  called  an  Amend- 
ment, for  it  was  an  alteration  which  had 
been  anticipated  by  the  Government  from 
the  beginning. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  after  the  first  word 
'*  same,"  to  insert  the  words — 

"  As  a  rwddence  for  himself  or  as  a  home 
farm  in  connection  with  his  residence,  or  for 
the  purpose  of  providing  a  residence  for  some 
member  of  hii  Uaialjr —(Mr,  Attorney  General 
fw  Ir$iattd.) 

The  AUen^  General  far  Irekml 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  said  proposed 
Amendment." 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE:  I 
cannot  help  thinking.  Sir,  that  the  pio« 
ceedings  of  this  evening  have  been  of  a 
very  remarkable  and  instructive  charao- 
ter.  Do  let  me  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider for  a  moment  what  it  is  that  we 
are  supposed  to  have  been  doinff  this 
evening.  The  Bill  was  passed  with  oon- 
siderable  labour  and  with  great  care  by 
this  House,  after  many  weeks'  discussion. 
It  was  sent  up.  to  the  Lords,  who,  in  the 
exercise  of  their  Constitutional  right  and 
duty,  returned  it  to  us  with  certain 
Amendments.  Those  Amendments  arsb 
as  we  must  presume,  the  fruit  of  the 
judgment  which  the  House  of  Lords 
have  independently  passed  on  the  va- 
rious provisions  on  which  they  have 
made  the  Amendments.  This  House 
has  now  to  exercise  its  independent 
judgment  on  those  Amendments,  and 
to  accept  them  or  reject  them  as  it  may 
think  fit.  In  all  that  we  have  a  rerj 
proper  specimen  of  the  working  of  the 
Constitutional  S3rstem  as  between  the 
two  Chambers.  But  consider  what  we 
have  been  engaged  in  for  the  last  half 
hour  or  hour.  The  Amendment  whidk 
^ou,  Sir,  have  now  put  from  the  Ohair 
IS,  I  presume,  an  important  one  in  the 
opinion  of  the  framers  of  the  Bill,  and 
we  have  every  reason  to  suppose  that  a 
majority  of  this  House  will  accept  that 
Amendment.  But  if  the  Lords  had 
made  no  Amendment  in  thisdause,  could 
you  have  proposed  anything  of  the  sort? 
Not  at  all.  This  House  had  parted  with 
the  clause,  and  had  sent  it  to  the  House 
of  Lords  in  a  shape  that  was  considered 
conclusive.  If  the  Lords  had  let  it  pass 
you  would  not  have  had  any  opportunity 
of  making  any  other  alterations  in  it. 
We  are  proceeding  on  very  delicate 
ground,  and  on  a  most  important  subject 
matter.  We  are  undertaking  to  execute 
a  task  which  for  magnitude  and  import- 
ance has  never  been  surpassed  in  tms  or 
any  other  coimtry.  We  are  not  attempt- 
ing to  modify  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland  by  altera* 
tions  of  the  law  which  are  to  be  carried 
out  by  ordinary  tribunals,  according  to 
the  ordinary  principles  of  law ;  but  we 
are  undertaking  to  put  into  the  handset 
a  newly  constituted  Court  the  duty  of 
re-casting  and  re-modelling  Uie  social 
relations  of  the  g^reat  dosses  intoreote^ 
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in  this  matter.    Moreoyer,  we  are  laying 
down  the  prinoiplee  on  wluoh  the  new 
Coort  is  to  act,  and  we  have,  at  leasti  a 
right  to  say  that  those  principles  should 
be  brouffht  before  us  by  the  Government 
in  a  duly  considered  and  carefully  pre- 
pared state.     When  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced criticisms  were  made  on  the  in- 
sufficient way  in  which  the  leaseholders 
were  dealt  with.  What  happened  ?  The 
Prime  Minister  said  the  Government 
would  oonsider  this  matter  and  make 
o^er  provisions.    That  statement  was 
made  as  long  ago  as  the  16th  of  May. 
The  (Government  had  ample  time   for 
consideration.     They  brought  forward 
proposals,  changes  were  made  in  them, 
and   they  were    adopted.     Even  they 
were  adopted,  much  too  often,  on  a  sud- 
den and  with  little  notice.    But  now,  at 
the  last  stage,  I  may  say  at  the  twefbh 
hour,  they  come  forward  with  proposals 
in  manuscript,  which  they  have  a  diffi- 
culty in  making  us   understand,   and 
which,  after  they  have  made  us  under- 
stand them,  thev  are  prepared  to  modify. 
All  that  would  oe  serious  enough  if  the 
House  were  in  an  ordinary  condition. 
But  the  House  is  not.    We  have  had  a 
most  significant  speech  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bipon 
riir.  GK>8chen),   who  has  .been  absent 
nrom  England  for  some  time.     [An  hon. 
Mkmbeb:  Orient6!]    Well,  I  may  say 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — **  II  ne 
pmU  pa$    9^arienUr^^  —  he  can    hardly 
find  his  own  position.    But  he  has  the 
great  consolation  that,  at  all  events,  one 
Siing  is  clear — namely,    that  it  is  his 
du^  to  stand  by  the  Government.     He 
said  it  was  the  duty,  and  had  been  the 
practice  of  others,  to  subordinate  their 
own  opinion  to  the  decision  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   It  is  very  important  to  bear 
^t  in  mind.    We  are  carrying  on  a 
Constitutional  discussion  with  the  House 
of  Lords,  as  to  whether  this  is  a  measure 
proper  to  be  adopted.     If  this  is  to  be  a 
mir  contention,  in  which  the  opinions  of 
this  House,  as  expressed  in  the  clause 
they  sent  up,  are  to  be  understood  as  the 
independent  opinion  of  this  House,  that 
is  one  thing ;  out  if  they  are  not  to  be 
so  understood,  but  as  the  expression  of 
the  opinion  of  the  Gt)vernment  reluc- 
tantly adopted  and  apologized  for  by 
no  inconsiderable  nuznber,  I  suspect,  of 
their  supporters,  what  are  we  to  suppose 
will  be  we   opinion   of  the   House  of 
Lords  on  tbe  decisions  we  send  up  ? 


If  anything  were  wanted  to  rather  eon* 
firm  the  House  of  Lords  in  any  decision 
they  may  arrive  at  in  holding  their  own 
and  in  exercising  their  own  judgment, 
it  would  be  such  language  as  that  which 
has  been  held  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  has  shaken  and  diminished 
the  authority  of  the  vote  and  proceed- 
ings of  this  House.  He  told  us  that 
Members  on  that  side  were,  to  a  very 
considerable  extent,  not  independent 
Members  of  this  House ;  but  mat  this 
is  their  way  of  expressing  their  confi- 
dence in  the  Government.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
shakes  his  head,  which  means,  1  sup- 
pose, that  he  denies  the  fact.  [The  Ax- 
TORNBY  Gbnebal  f or  Ibelaito  (Mr.  Law) : 
The  statement.]  At  all  events,  let  me 
remind  the  House  of  the  remarkable 
observation  in  the  beginning  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Eipoirs  speech, 
that  if  a  majority  of  this  House  were  to 
agree  with  the  House  of  Lords  the  Bill 
would  be  lost.  That  was  the  most  ex- 
traordinary language  I  have  ever  heard. 
I  quite  understand  that  if  the  House  of 
Lords  disa^ee  with  the  House  of  Com* 
mons  the  Bill  will  be  lost ;  but  if  the 
House  of  Lords  lays  down  certain  opi- 
nions, and  the  House  of  Commons  agrees 
to  them,  it  is  absurd  to  say  that  the  Bill 
must  be  lost.  I  presume  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  more  or  less  in  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Government,  and  can  form 
a  fair  judgment  of  the  state  of  mind  of 
the  Government;  and  if  there  is  any 
meaning  in  the  statement  it  comes  to 
this — that  he  is  of  opinion  that  if  a 
change  were  adopted  in  the  Bill  against 
the  wish  of  the  Government,  the  rrime 
Minister  and  his  Colleagues  would  throw 
the  Bill  up.  That  woiud  be  a  most  ex- 
traordinary proceeding,  more  extraordi- 
nary even  than  many  of  the  circum- 
stances that  we  have  already  seen.  That 
the  Government  should  throw  up  the 
measure  because  a  clause  which  is  not 
in  the  original  Bill  is  not  adopted  is 
certainly  odd;  and  I  can  only  imagine 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
mean  all  mat  his  words  convey.  I  do 
not  believe  there  can  be  any  doubt  in 
the  minds  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
House  that  it  is  our  duty  to  exercise  an 
independent  judgment  on  the  proposals 
submitted  to  us,  while  giving  all  proper 
respect,  of  course,  to  those  who  have 
prepared  the  Bill.  I  think  it  is  most 
unwise  ^most  indecent,  I  may  say — that 
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we  Bhouldy  at  this  stage  of  the  proceed- 
ings, begin  offering  threats  to  the  House 
ofLords.  I  do  not  wish  to  speak  of  the 
disrespectful  language  used  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  for 
which  you,  Sir,  called  him  to  Order; 
but  the  hon.  Member  used  other  lan- 
guage, for  which  he  was  not  called  to 
Order,  and  I  rejoiced  to  see  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  King's 
County  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien')  rise  in  his 
place  and  denounce  him  with  indigna- 
tion. I  should,  however,  have  been  glad 
to  have  heard  something  of  the  same 
sort  from  some  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  language  such  as  has 
been  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  (Mr.  Macdonald).  That  hon. 
Member  took  occasion  to  say  that  if  the 
House  of  Lords  chose  to  make  any 
alteration  in  this  Bill  against  the  will  of 
the  large  majority  and  the  Government, 
the  country  would  know  what  they  were 
about;  and,  in  fact,  held  out  threats 
which,  I  must  say,  it  is  not  within  the 
Constitutional  right  of  any  Member  of 
this  House  to  hold.  I  feel  that  I  owe 
an  apology  to  the  House  for  occupying 
their  time ;  but  it  was  not  wo  who  be- 
gan the  waste  of  time.  I  have  sat  here 
and  listened  to  the  language  which  has 
been  used,  and  I  feel  assured  that  the 
House  understands  the  grounds  on  which 
I  felt  it  necessary  to  go  beyond  the 
question. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  make  one 
or  two  observations  before  I  come  to  the 
main  matter  before  us.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  complains  that  Members  of 
the  Government  nave  not  expressed  their 
disapproval  of  the  words  spoken  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy). 
Well,  we  have  much  upon  our  hands, 
and  I,  for  my  part,  share  the  sentiments 
universal  in  the  House — and  I  indicated 
mv  sentiments  in  a  marked  manner  often 
taken  notice  of  on  other  occasions — when 
I  cheered  the  expressions  of  tiie  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien),  who, 
much  to  his  own  honour,  reprobated 
those  extraordinary  sentiments  which, 
for  his  own  sake,  I  hope  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  will  express  his  regret 
at  having  made.  I  am  obliged  to  say, 
having  disposed  of  that,  it  was  the  only 
sentence  in  the.lengthened  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  which  I  feel 
^e  slightest  sympathy.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  at  the  time  he  states  he  is 
extremely  anxious  to  expedite  proceed- 
8ir  Stafford  NorihcoU 


ings  on  this  Bill,  comes  and  addreosei 
us  for  nearly  half-an-hour.  [^Criet  of 
"  Quarter  of  an  hour! "]  Take  it  any 
way  you  like,  I  speak,  perhaps,  more 
according  to  the  impressions '  produced. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  this 
period,  when  time  is  so  precious,  and 
when  he  is  so  very  anxious  to  expedite 
our  proceedings,  rose  and  made  this  cer- 
tainly rather  lengthened  speech  for  the 
period  of  the  discussion,  without  saying 
one  single  word  on  the  Amendment 
before  the  House.  Of  course,  he  is  en- 
titled to  take  every  opportunity  he  may 
think  fit  of  exposing  the  misconduct  or 
weakness  of  the  GK)vemment,  or  of  deal- 
ing with  their  actions  in  any  way  that 
may  prove  useful  to  himself  as  a  Party 
Leader ;  but  do  not  let  us  hear  from  him 
or  those  whom  he  leads  after  this  of 
their  great  anxiety  to  expedite  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  Bill.  What  is  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?    He  com- 

flains  01  threats  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
[e  says  that  threats  were  b^^un  from 
this  side  of  the  House  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stafford  (Mr.  Macdonald) ;  but 
he  entirely  forgets  that  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford — which  I 
did  not  in  any  maimer  enoourage — was 
expressly  and  avowedlv  in  answer  to  the 
threat  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  West  Sussex  (Sur  Walter  B. 
Barttelot),  who  had  preceded  him  in 
the  debate;  and  after  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  rose,  not  to  speak  on 
the  Amendment  before  us,  not  to  en- 
lighten us  in  the  slightest  degree  by  any 
contribution  toward  a  just  settlement 
of  a  most  difficult  subject ;  but  he  is  so 
misled  by  the  keenness  of  his  Party  zeal 
that  he  forgets  the  facts  of  this  evening's 
discussion,  and  states  that  the  threaten- 
ing of  the  House  of  Lords  was  begun 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  when  it  was 
simply  a  reply  to  the  boast  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  for  the  expression 
of  his  fervid  desire  that  the  House  of 
Lords  would  continue  to  jperaist  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  wishes  of  this  House.  %ie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  attacked  my 
right  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
Gt)SGhen) — a  rather  singidar..flhx!eeding. 
The  speech  of  my  right  lion.  Friend 
might  well  have  justifi^  remark ;  but  I 
think  that  remark  ought  to  have  been 
offered  when  the  speech  was  delivered. 

Sib  STAFFOEDNOETHCOTB: 
I  had  spoken,  and  was  not  entided  to 
speak  again. 
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Ub.  GLADSTONE:  I  do  not  know 
in  wliat  manner  it  was  justified  as  an 
intzodootion  in  a  debate  which  has  no- 
thiog  to  do  with  the  matter.    But  he 

SI  that  he  founds  upon  this  speech  the 
ef  that  the  proposals  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  are  reluctantly  adopted  by  a  great 
number  of  our  Friends.  I  do  not  uiink 
we  have  had  eyidence  of  that.  Is  the 
xductant  adoption  of  certain  opinions 
confined  to  tnis  side  of  the  House? 
When  the  division  was  taken  on  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  it  was  sup- 
posed that  the  resolution  to  divide  was 
reluctantly  adopted  by  you  who  sit  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House ; 
but  what  is  worst  of  all  is  that  the  sup- 
position was  that  it  was  very  reluctantly 
adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  £ut  the  courage  of  the  Party 
oroosite  was  such  that  they  divided 
vauantly  against  the  second  reading  in 
the  House  where  they  knew  their  divi- 
sion could  not  have  the  smallest  effect ; 
and  in  the  House  where  they  knew  that 
if  they  divided  against  the  second  read- 
ing tne  Bill  would  have  been  thrown 
out,  there  their  courage  failed  them. 
The  chivalry  of  the  minoritv  of  this 
House  was  not  refiected  in  the  action 
of  the  majority  of  the  other.  What  has 
the  right  non.  Oentleman  shown  in  that 
lengthened  disquisition  ?  I  fully  admit 
that  he  has  demonstrated  two  things. 
One  of  them  was  that  it  is  conceivable 
that  upon  some  point  or  other  the  House 
of  Lords  may  make  a  suggestion  of 
some  importance  in  the  Bill,  for  he  said 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  act  of  the 
House  of  Lords  we  should  not  have 
heurd  of  this  Amendment.  Quite  true ; 
bat  some  wrong  act  of  the  House  of 
Lords  might  suggest  some  right  act  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  further,  and  said  it  is  a 
Teiy  hard  case  that  the  Government  did 
not  make  this  proposal  lonp^  ago,  and 
were  even  now  ch^ging  their  proposal. 
In  fact,  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  suc- 
ceeded in  showing  that  the  Government 
are  not  omniscient;  that  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  at  a  moment's  notice  acquire 
a  foil  and  thorough  knowledge  of  every 
point  that  they  discuss  in  this  Bill ;  that 
new  points  will  open  up  from  time  to 
time ;  and  that  no  amount  of  care  can 
make  you  independent  of  the  immense 
advantages  of  honest  and  thorough  dis- 
cussion in  this  House.  That  is  the  case. 
We  do  accept  suggestions,  and,  more- 
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over,  we  are  not  ashamed  of  it.  We 
intend  to  do  our  best  to  make  this  Bill  a 
perfect  Bill;  but  it  may  be  that  we 
shall  not  make  it  a  perfect  Bill  with  all 
our  efforts,  and  with  all  the  aid  wo  have 
derived  from  the  discussion  to-night, 
but  not  from  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  it  may  be  that  there 
will  still  remain  some  error,  some  imper- 
fection in  the  provisions  on  which  we 
are  now  engaged.  There  was  a  sentence 
in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man with  which  I  could  not  help  con- 
curring, when  he  said  that  this  question 
was  one  of  the  most  difficult  over  brought 
before  Parliament.  It  is  one  of  the  most 
difficult.  We  are  endeavouring  to  arrange 
by  legislation  a  multitude  of  transac- 
tions which  would  have  been  infiuitely 
better  provided  for,  if  our  happy  destiny 
had  permitted  it,  by  the  free  action  of 
the  respective  interests  of  the  different 
members  of  the  community.  But  I 
have  always  pointed  out  that  the  one 
fundamental  condition  and  recommenda- 
tion which  lies  at  the  root  of  all  that  is 
most  difficult  and  exceptional  in  our 
Bill  is  the  recommendation  of  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  Commission,  that  Parlia- 
ment should  interfere  to  check  the  free 
action  of  supply  and  demand.  I  now 
come — and  1  must  apologize  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  doing  anything  so 
extraordinary  as  saying  a  word  bearing 
on  the  Question  before  the  House — to 
the  Amendment.  We  might  have  been 
contented  with  rejecting,  as  we  thought, 
a  very  injurious  Amendment  of  the 
House  of  Lords ;  but  that  Amendment 
produces  upon  our  minds  a  sense  of  our 
duty  in  rejecting  that  Amendment  to 
examine  as  carefully  as  we  can  the  state 
of  the  enactment  that  the  House  of 
Commons  made.  We  did  think  that  in 
certain  points  of  secondary  importance 
and  extent,  it  did  not  entirely  come  up 
to  the  demands  of  justice.  We  there- 
fore proposed  one  Amendment  which 
passed  without  comment,  and  another 
to  resumption  at  the  end  of  the  lease. 
We  are  very  glad  to  do  what  wo  can  to 
improve  our  own  Amendment,  and  we 
are  not  ashamed  to  do  so.  AVe  should 
have  been  much  better  pleased  with  our- 
selves if  we  had  presented  an  Amend- 
ment verbally  perfect ;  but  being  imper- 
fect, we  are  better  pleased  to  make  it 
perfect,  and  to  stand  the  small  fire  and 
small  shot  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
— it  certainly  requires  no  iron-clad  to  re- 
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sist  them— than  to  ask  the  House  to  pass 
anything  which  is  less  perfect  than  we 
can  make  it.  Under  these  ciroumstanceSi 
it  appears  to  us  that  this  Amendment, 
as  amended  by  the  proposal  of  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  will  satisfy  a 
demand  not  very  wide,  not  very  large, 
that  has  been  justly  recognized  by  my 
two  hon.  Friends  below  the  Gangway 
who  represent  Irish  constituencies,  and 
which  has  in  it  the  element  of  equity. 
I  trust  the  words  proposed  will  have  that 
effect,  and  will  be  accepted. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  has  just  informed  us  that  what- 
ever may  happen  this  will  not  be  a  per- 
fect measure.  That  was  a  totally  unne- 
cessary piece  of  information.  So  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  I  am  more  and  more 
convinced  that  the  measure  is  the  most 
pernicious  and  iniquitous  ever  submitted 
to  Parliament,  and  its  effect  will  be, 
sooner  or  later,  to  extinguish  both  the 
Irish  landlords  and  their  property,  and 
ultimately  to  lead  to  the  separation  of 
Ireland  firom  England.  If  by  any  means 
I  can  devise  a  mortal  blow  at  a  measure 
of  this  nature,  I  shall  adopt  them  with 
gladness,  and  without  a  moment's  hesi- 
tation. I  rise,  however,  to  repudiate 
the  statement  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  for  I  know  not  how  many 
times — [Mr.  Gladstone:  Hear,  hear!] — 
and  that  is  that  the  foundation  of  tnis 
Bill  rests  on  the  Duke  of  Eichmond's 
Commission.  [Mr.  Gladstone:  Part.] 
For  the  twentieth  time  I  repudiate  his 
conclusion  as  absolutely  without  the 
smallest  foundation ;  and  I  cannot  con- 
ceal my  astonishment  that  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  should  appear  in  me  cha- 
racter of  a  disreputable  parent  who  goes 
up  to  a  stranger  in  the  street  and  says, 
"Please  hold  my  baby  for  a  moment," 
and  then  disappears  round  the  comer. 
I  am  positively  shocked  at  seeing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  assume  this  cha- 
racter. ^  The  wretched  bantling  belongs 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  must 
bring  it  up  in  the  best  way  he  can; 
and  if  he  attempts  to  foist  it  upon  us, 
it  will  not  be  the  Irish  Members,  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire, 
who  will  be  obliged  to  go  into  Court 
for  damages.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
showed  a  wise  dlsoretion  in  not  dealing 
with  this  Amendment.  The  Govern- 
ment are  always  introducing  Amend- 
ments and   withdrawing   theni  imme- 
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diately  afterwards,  so  that  it  is  difficult 
to  know  what  they  intend. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  shall  not  detain 
the  House  for  more  than  a  few  moments 
in  replying  to  the  attack  made  upon 
me  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  now  left  the  House  without  an 
answer.  I  should  be  sorry  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  with  a  personu 
explanation.  I  tried  to  express  myself 
in  the  very  fewest  words,  and  I  seem  to 
have  been  misinterpreted  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  What  I  said  was  this 
— and  what  I  wish  to  make  dear  is  this 
— that  any  votes  given  at  the  present 
stage  of  the  Bill  in  favour  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments  are  a  distinct  appeal  to  the 
Lords  to  stand  by  those  Amendments, 
unless  the  proceeding  is  a  sham  proceed- 
ing— unless^t  is  a  sham  fi^ht  upon  which 
the  Opposition  are  at  this  moment  en- 
gaged;  and  there  are  not  wantingsymp- 
toms  that  this  is  a  sham  fight.  We  see 
that  they  are  fightingwith  their  forces 
on  a  peace  footing.  We  do  not  see  that 
they  have  summoned  all  the  forces  which 
generallv  claim  or  disclaim  the  Leader- 
ship of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  There 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  sreat  deal  of  sham 
in  the  opposition  whion  is  being  offered 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  in  the 
support  given  to  the^rds'  Amendments. 
Eitner  they  mean  business  or  not.  [Aa 
hon.  Member  :  Business.]  They  mean 
business,  p*  Hear,  hear!  *']  They  wish 
that  the  Lords  should  stand  by  their 
Amendments.  [^Cheen,']  Then  that 
shows  the  prudence  of  the  remarks 
which  I  maae,  because  I  believe  that, 
holding  the  same  views  that  are  held  by 
the  great  majority  of  both  sides  of  the 
House,  it  would  be  a  great  calamity  if 
the  Bill  should  be  lost ;  and  if  the  Lords 
stand  by  their  Amendments,  and  the 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
stand  by  their  Amendments,  the  Bill 
will  be  lost.  That  is  my  point;  and 
therefore  I  wish,  so  far  as  my  humble 
vote  is  concerned,  to  give  no  enoouraffe- 
ment  to  the  House  of  Lords  to  standby 
their  Amendments,  which  would  be  fatal 
to  the  BiU.  I  conceive  that  is  a  per- 
fectly consistent,  practical,  and  con- 
scientious course  to  take.  It  is,  I  con- 
sider, more  conscientious  to  refitdn  from 
making  a  call  on  the  Lords  than  to  make 
a  call  while  in  our  hearts  we  hold  the 
Lords  will  not  stand  by  their  Amend- 
ments. I  believe  many  Members  would 
regret  deeply  to  see  the  cdamity  which 
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would  ensae — ^perhaps  a  dlTimon  of  the 
two  HouBOB  upon  this  subject.  I  regret 
that  I  hare  had  to  detain  the  House  on 
this  point.  It  would  have  been  out  of 
^aoe  for  me  to  make  a  lone  speech  on 
this  or  that  Amendment.  I  expressed 
my  conadentious  view.  I  may  have  laid 
myself  open  to  misrepresentation.  That 
I  can  bear ;  but  I  was.  bound  to  clear  up 
the  misapprehension  which  the  right 
hon.  CFenueman  entertained  upon  my 
speech. 

Mb.  GIBSON:  No  one  would  have 
the  slightest  desire  on  eiUier  side  of  the 
House  to  make  the  suggestion  that  the 
light  hon.  Member  for  Bipon.  would 
either  express  or  entertain  a  single  un- 
conscientious view.  That  was  not  sug- 
gested, and  I  should  not  have  risen 
at  all  if  he  had  satisfied  himself  with 
placing  before  the  House  a  full  ex- 
planation of  his  own  position  and  of 
the  words  which  he  may  have  thought 
were  ambiguous.  But  he  has  in  the 
▼indication  of  himself  thought  right  to 
impute  to  the  Opposition  that  they  were 
not  guided  in  tneir  opposition  by  a 
smcere  and  earnest  desire  to  discharge 
their  Constitutional  functions,  but  that 
they  were  going  through  what  he  ven- 
tured to  call,  hardly  with  propriety,  a 
sham.  On  consideration,  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  that 
expression  was  hardly  necessary  in  a 
speech  made  for  his  own  vindication, 
■nd  that  it  was  applied  entirely  in  an 
unwarrantable  manner  to  those  who, 
under  great  difficulties  and  disadvan- 
tages, and  supported  by  a  minority  not 
SMy  to  collect  at  this  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, are  discharging  difficult  but  dis- 
tinct Constitutional  fimctions.  My  own 
delibcarate  view  is  that  we  should  be  all 
engaged  in  this  part  of  our  functions 
under  a  deep  sense  of  high  Constitu- 
tional responsibility — I  know  I  am  my- 
self—and I,  for  one,  have  taken  no 
part  in  the  discussion  of  this  measure 
mdess  so  far  as  I  was  animated  by  a 
sincere  and  an  earnest  desire  to  dis- 
charge my  Constitutional  functions.  I 
have  given  no  vote  in  the  House,  and  I 
am  sure  no  hon.  Member  who  has  acted 
with  me  has  given  a  vote,  which  I  and 
tiiey  do  not  desire  to  see  substantiated, 
and  which  does  not  represent  our  own 
Ulcere  convictions  in  the  matter.  I  be- 
Keve  that  a  true  Constitutional  view  with 
regard  to  the  consideration  of  the  Lords' 
Amepdipeintfl  ia  this — that  we  should  de- 


sire to  consider  them  impartially  and 
independently,  and  adopt  those  that  com- 
mend themselves  to  our  understanding 
and  judgment,  with  a  desire  not  to  do 
violence  to  the  Amendments  submitted 
to  us,  and  anxious  also  that  from  no 
part  of  the  House — by  suggestion,  state- 
ment, or  threat — should  any  words  be 
used  which  might  tend  to  misunder- 
standings that  I  am  sure  everyone  wishes 
to  avoid. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  regretted  he 
had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  address- 
ing the  House  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  He  had  no  wish  to  enter  mto 
the  discussion  to  which  the  Amendment 
had  given  rise  with  regard  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  House  of  Peers,  or  still  less 
the  personal  question  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Eipon. 
The  great  difficulty  of  those  who  were 
opposed  to  the  Bill  was  to  bring  home 
to  the  minds  of  people  in  England,  and 
probably  in  Ireland  too,  what  the  real 
charcter  of  this  measure  was.  The 
Amendment  of  the  Government  now  did 
this  in  the  most  clear  and  distinct  way. 
Before  the  Land  Act  of  1870  was  passed 
an  Irish  proprietor  was  as  free  to  deal 
with  his  land  in  Ireland  as  was  the 
owner  of  Chatsworth  or  the  owner  of 
any  estate,  great  or  small,  in  Eng- 
land or  Scofland,  or  the  owner  of 
house  property,  large  or  small,  be  it  the 
Duke  of  Westminster  or  anyone  else  in 
London.  After  the  Act  of  1870  the 
Irish  proprietor  could  not  deal  with  his 
property  as  he  had  done  previously, 
without  paying,  within  certain  limits, 
seven  years'  veilue  of  the  holding  to  his 
tenant.  That  was  the  germ  of  the  pre- 
sent legislation.  The  owners  of  land  and 
houses  in  England  and  Scotland  should 
know  that  this  Bill  was  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  a  Land  Transfer  Bill,  with- 
out payment  or  compensation ;  and  he 
defied  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
to  dispute  that  fact.  What  was  the 
present  Amendment  of  the  Government 
in  plain  English?  Was  its  object  to 
enable  the  owner  of  land  in  Ireland  to 
get  back  his  property  without  payment 
from  the  trammels  of  their  Bill  ?  Nothing 
of  the  kind.  The  property,  which  be- 
fore the  Act  of  1870  was  his  and  was  as 
free  as  Chatsworth,  the  landowner  was 
now  to  be  allowed  to  buy  back  again 
from  a  man  who  had  never  bought  it  or 
paid  for  it.  He  asked  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  heir  of  Chatsworth  (the  Mar- 
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quess  of  Hartington)  whether  that  was 
not  a  truthful  interpretation  of  that  pro- 
posal ?  He  was  sick  of  hearing  the  Gh)- 
yemment  talk  of  justice. 

Mr.  speaker  requested  the  noble 
Lord  to  address  himsw  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

LoBD  ELGHO  said,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that,  when  he  spoke  of  justice,  the 
Speaker  should  think  that  he  was  not 
speaking  to  that  Am  endment.  The  Trea- 
sury Bench  said  the  Amendment  was 
brought  forward  in  the  interests  of  jus- 
tice. Well,  the  Amendment  was  simply 
to  enable  a  man  to  buy  back  land  which, 
by  the  law  of  Ireland  previously  to  the 
legislation  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  was 
absolutely  his  own.  He  did  not  go  into 
the  question  whether  the  Amendment 
upon  the  Amendment  was  a  proper  one. 
His  only  object  was  to  try  and  point  the 
moral — [An  hon.  Membeb:  And  adorn 
a  tale.] — and  bring  home  to  the  people 
of  this  country  what  the  Bill  really 
was. 

Mr.  DAWSON  observed,  that  al- 
though the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bipon 
(Mr.  Goschen)  expressed  dissatisfaction 
from  the  Lords'  Ajnendment,  yet  he  had 
voted  with  his  Party.  That,  he  feared, 
was  due  to  the  Oriental  imagination  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  IrieJi 
Members,  he  (Mr.  Dawson)  contended, 
were  not  warranted  in  giving  the  Amend- 
ment, even  as  it  had  been  amended, 
their  support.  What,  he  asked,  was  a 
home  farm,  and  of  how  many  acres  did 
it  consist  ?  He  knew  of  a  home  farm  of 
2,000  acres,  and  if  the  owner  could  add 
200  acres  to  it  on  the  falling  in  of  a  lease, 
he  would  do  so.  Irish  landlords,  he  be- 
lieved, would  be  inclined,  not  for  the 
sake  of  the  land  itself  only,  but  for  the 
dominion  which  the  possession  of  the 
land  gave  them,  to  add  field  to  field  and 
farm  to  farm.  He  might  aptly  say, 
altering  a  quotation — 

"  Field  after  field  his  risiiijr  raptures  fiU, 
And  still  he  sighs,  for  fields  are  wanted 
BtiU." 

What  right  had  the  Government  to  de- 
prive one  set  of  residents  of  the  land  in 
order  to  promote  residences  for  another 
dass  of  persons  who  would  be  related  to 
the  landlords?  It  was  not  because  a 
man  was  rich  that  he  should  be  entitled 
to  turn  away  tenants  already  on  the  land 
in  order  to  build  residences  for  his  sisters, 
his  cousins,  and  his  aunts.  No  money 
compensation  would  satisfy  men  who 
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had  been  deprived  of  their  holdings  in 
that  way.  As  long  as  the  tenant  in  oc- 
cupation paid  a  fair  rent,  it  ought  not  to 
be  in  the  power  of  any  landlord  to  turn 
him  away. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE  said,  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  were,  no 
doubt,  exciting  and  poetic ;  but  it  was 
only  prosaic  work  to  try  to  get  on  with 
the  business.  He  would  now  appeal  to 
the  House  whether  it  had  not  deidt  with 
this  matter  fully  ?  The  Government  pro- 
posed what  appeared  to  them  a  practical, 
proper,  and  just  arrangement  between 
both  parties,  and  they  could  not  expect 
to  giv^  complete  satisfaction  on  either 
side.  The  only  question  that  remained 
was  whether  the  House  might  not  now 
proceed  to  a  division. 

Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLEB  rose  in  conse- 
quence of  the  remark  made  by  thexight 
hon.  Member  for  Bipon  (Mr.  Gh>schen), 
that  the  Opposition  were  fighting  a 
''sham"  fight.  Although  the  normal 
majority  which  the  Government  pos- 
sessed was  155,  in  no  division  whidi 
had  been  taken  during  these  Amend- 
ments had  their  majority  been  equal  to 
that  number.  He  wished  to  remind  the 
House  that  mauy  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
paired,  and  pairs  told  more  against  tl^ 
minority  than  the  majority.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  put  it  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  whether  he  was 
justified  in  his  observation  that  that 
was  a  sham  fight?  For  himself,  he  be- 
lieved this  to  be  a  Bill  of  Confibscation, 
and  his  last  vote,  like  his  first,  would  be 
given  against  it. 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOB  maintained 
that  if  there  were  any  delay  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  it  was  entirely  the  mvlt 
of  the  Government,  who  had  brought 
forward  an  Amendment  which  nobody 
cared  for  and  which  was  wholly  unneces- 
sary. Owing  to  the  rather  malleable 
character  of  the  Government,  he  had 
some  hope  that  they  would  still  further 
amend  their  Amendments.  He  would 
ask  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
what  was  meant  by  a  home  farm  ?  He 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  consulted 
several  authorities  on  the  subject,  and 
was  told  that  in  Scotiand  it  meant  a  fann 
of  1 ,  000  acres.  Supposing  it  only  meant 
lUO  acres,  that  would  place  it  in  the 
power  of  the  landlord  to  turn  away  10 
families  occupying  farms  of  10  afcres 
a-piece.  If  the  estate  amo^nted  to  200 
acres,  the  landlord  would  be  c^mpowerofl 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1677 


ZtmiZaw 


|At70T7Bt11,  1881} 


^Ireland)  BiU. 


1678 


to  tdtn  out  20  families  holfllng  10  acres 
each.  It  was  most  unfair,  too,  that 
while  the  tenant  should  be  forbidden  to 
build  a  second  house  for  his  use,  the 
landlord  should  be  able  to  provide  ad- 
ditional accommodation  not  only  for  him- 
self, but  for,  it  might  be,  10  oi  his  sons 
and  five  of  his  daughters.  He  would 
remind  the  Oovemment  that  if  they 
wished  for  a  long  lease  of  power,  the 
best  thing  they  could  do  would  be  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  next  Session  to  abolish 
the  Hoiise  of  Lords,  instead  of  getting 
themselves  into  a  quagmire  by  altering 
the  Rules  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

SiB  HENEY  TYLER  wished  to  pro- 
test against  the  expression  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Kipon  (Mr.  Gbschen), 
that  they  were  engaged  in  a  sham  con- 
test. Their  feelings  in  this  matter  were 
anything  but  a  sham  ;  they  had  a  most 
profound  dislike  to  and  distrust  of  the 
Bill.  But  there  were  a  good  many  shams 
in  connection  with  it.  They  were  now 
told  that  contract  in  Ireland  was  a  sham  ; 
but  if  this  Bill  passed  into  law  the 
greatest  sham  of  all  would  be  the  Irish 
bndlord,  who  would  be  a  sham  landlord 
with  a  sham  property.  He  could  only 
account  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
views  and  expressions  by  remembering 
that  he  had  only  recently  come  from 
Constantinople,  and  had  there  imbibed 
ideas  which  were  not  in  accordance  with 
the  sympathies  of  this  House. 

Mb.  LALOR  said,  he  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  be  present  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment in  their  disagreement  to  the  Lords' 
Amendments ;  but  it  had  never  occurred 
to  him  that  the  Government  themselves 
would  introduce  so  injurious  an  Amend- 
ment as  this  into  the  Bill.  He  had  no 
doubt  it  had  been  honestly  intended  as 
a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland ;  but  this 
Amendment,  if  carried,  would  place  the 
leaseholders  of  Lreland,  who  had  done 
nothing  to  deserve  such  treatment,  in  the 
most  unfortunate  position.  The  Govern- 
ment, by  this  Amendment,  would  drive 
this  class  —  the  most  intelligent  and 

Etient  in  Ireland — into  the  camp  of  the 
ind  League,  and  make  them  perpetu- 
ators  of  agitation. 

Mb.  BORLASE:  I  will  promise  to 
stand  but  one  moment  between  this 
House  and  the  division.  I  cannot  say 
of  myself,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Uncolnshire  said  of  himself,  that  he  had 
stated  the  same  thing  over  and  over 
agidn  20  times  in  the  m>use  during  these 


debates,  for  this  is  the  first  time  I  have 
intruded  my  voice  on  the  House  since  the 
beginning  of  the  long  discussions  on  this 
most  important  measure.  I  have  to  say 
this,  however  —  that,  strenuously  and 
strictly  as  I  have  supported  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  from  the  beginning 
of  this  question  up  to  this  period,  I  come 
now  across  a  state  of  things  in  which  I 
am  bound  to  hesitate.  I  find  we  are 
going  to  take  the  same  sort  of  steps  as 
were  taken  with  the  Bill  of  1870.  I  find 
we  are  going  in  for  compromise  in  order 
to  get  this  matter  through.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  with  such  a  majority 
as  no  Prime  Minister  has  had  for  very 
many  years,  are  condescending  to  a  com- 
promise. The  compromise  we  are  asked 
to  accept  is,  I  think,  dangerous  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  It  is  doing  what 
in  the  last  division  we  professed  our  in- 
tention to  avoid — the  separation  of  Ire- 
land into  two  parts,  and  the  division  of 
Ulster  from  the  rest  of  Ireland.  I  have 
promised  to  stand  only  one  moment  on 
the  floor  of  the  House,  and  I  will  close 
by  saying  this.  I  cannot  vote  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  I  will  not 
vote  against  them;  but,  meanwhile,  I 
believe  that  this  compromise,  like  com- 
promises in  ^neral,  will  leave  behind  it 
an  amount  of  unsatisfied  principle  from 
which,  some  day  or  other,  mischief  is 
certain  to  accrue. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  withdraw 
from  the  position  which  they  had  taken 
up.  There  was  nothing  to  prevent  a  land- 
lord from  turning  his  whole  estate  into  a 
"  home  farm."  One  case  of  a  landlord 
doing  so  would  spread  alarm  through  a 
whole  country  side.  One  case  was  given 
by  a  noble  Lord  to  support  the  Lords* 
view  of  the  question,  which  required  a 
combination  of  circumstances  which  he 
had  himself  never  ventured  on  in  framing 
a  work  of  fiction.  A  family  got  ill,  and 
let  their  mansion  house,  and  20  years 
afterwards,  towards  the  end  of  the  term 
for  which  they  had  let  it,  they  all  got  well 
again  and  wanted  to  resume.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  stand  by  their 
Bill  as  it  was. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  said,  he  thought  the 
Government  ought  to  give  them  fuller 
information  as  to  what  was  meant  by  a 
*'  home  farm."  What  was  to  prevent  a 
landlord  resuming  possession  of  farm 
after  farm  until  he  had  the  whole  of  his 
estate  in  his  own  hands?    Until  the 
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while  he  should  say  nothing  thai  would 
cast  a  reflection  upon  the  name  of  John 
Mitchell,  he  should,  in  justice  to  his 
own  principles  and  character,  say  that  if 
any  Irishman  in  his  hearing  in  Ireland 
now  uttered  such  exhortations  to  shoot 
landlords,  and  if  they  could  not  shoot 
landlords,  to  shoot  their  agents  or  bailifik, 
he  should  heartily  regret  that  he  Yoted 
in  the  House  for  Uie  abolition  of  capital 
punishment. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the 
Ooyemment  had  over  and  over  again 
been  appealed  to  to  limit  the  power 
which  their  Amendment  would  giye  to 
Irish  landlords  to  resume  possession  of 
the  holdings  of  tens  of  thousands  of 
leaseholders.  They  had,  however,  re- 
mained dumb.  The  Premier  had  stated 
long  ago  that  he  would  gladly  listen  to 
suggestions  coming  from  any  part  of  the 
House;  but  on  this  occasion  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  deaf,  not  only  to 
the  suggestion,  but  also  to  the  entreaties 
of  the  Irish  Members.  In  order  to  give 
the  Government  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  final  decision,  he  begged 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Mb.  BIGKjFAB  said,  he  would  cor- 
dially second  the  proposition.  The  GK>- 
vemment  were  bound  to  give  a  defini- 
tion of  the  term. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
--{Ifr.  O'DonnelL) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  should  have 
thought  that  this  Motion  on  the  eighth 
month  of  the  Session,  and  on  the  11  Ui 
of  August,  would  have  been  about  the 
last  resort  of  any  hon.  Member.  The 
Government  will  not,  either  directly  or 
indirectly,  be  a  tool  for  furthering  such 
purposes.  We  have,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  fully  explained  everything 
that  we  have  to  say  upon  this  matter, 
and  the  pretended  opportunity  offered 
us  of  explanation  is  an  opportunity 
which  shall  not  be  used  by  us.  We 
have  no  more  to  say  on  ^e  matter,  and 
I  hope  the  House  will  at  once  pass  judg- 
ment upon  the  Motion. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  that  Her  Majesty's  GK>vemment 
had  nobody  to  thank  but  themselves  for 
the  present  difficulty.  This  was  the 
third  Amendment  since  this  Bill  came 
from  the  House  of  Lords  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  praotioally  abandoned  in 


Government  gave  them  some  assurance 
as  to  the  operation  of  the  Amendment, 
he  thought  the  Irish  Party  would  be 
justified  in  resisting  it  most  strenously, 
and,  if  necessary,  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  in  order  to  give  the 
Government  time  to  reflect. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  wished  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  would  give  a  defini- 
tion of  **home  farm."  He  (Mr.Eedmond) 
knew  of  an  instance  in  the  county  of 
Wexford  where  the  landlord  had  re- 
sumed possession  of  holding  after  hold- 
ing until  the  whole  estate  was  in  his 
hands.  If,  under  the  Amendment,  such 
process  as  that  were  possible,  the  Amend- 
ment was  most  undesirable,  and  Irish 
Bepresentatives  were  bound  to  resist  it 
to  the  utmost  of  their  power. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was 
not  at  any  loss  to  know*  what  a  home 
farm  meant,  and  he  did  not  think  the 
Court  would  be  at  any  loss  to  under- 
stand the  phrase ;  but,  unfortunately,  its 
meaning  was  not  comprehended  in  more 
than  half-a-dozen  places  in  Ireland. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  against  re- 
sumption under  any  circumstances,  and 
regretted  the  course  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment ;  but,  in  meeting  the  objection 
taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway, 
the  Government  had  gone  a  long  way  to 
mitigate  the  effect  of  the  Amendment. 
He  only  wished  that  the  Government 
had  never  thought  of  the  Amendment, 
and  that  they  would  take  it  back.  It  was 
a  well-known  fact  that  some  Irish  land- 
lords loved  dominion  more  than  money 
— that  they  would  be  satisfied  to  be  out  of 
pocket  in  order  to  clear  off  the  popula- 
tion and  have  the  lands  in  their  own 
hands.  Irish  Members  had  been  charged 
with  not  dissociating  themselves  with 
words  which  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Healy).  He  felt  that  in 
times  past  Irish  Members  had  been  too 
fond  of  ''  dissociating  "  themselves  from 
one  another,  and,  perhaps,  were  still  so ; 
but,  challenged  as  they  had  been,  he  could 
not  in  candour  refrain  from  saying,  in 
the  presence  of  his  hon.  Friends,  that  he 
heard  with  mef  and,  indeed,  with  in- 
tense pain,  his  hon.  Friend  use  that 
quotation  as  to  the  shooting  of  land- 
lords and  bailiffs.  He  had  the  plea- 
sure of  knowing  personally  Mr.  John 
Mitchell,  and  he  knew,  as  many  others 
knew  who  were  acquainted  with  him, 
that  he  had  a  North  of  Ireland  Pres- 
byterian bitterness  of  expression  ;  but, 
Mr.  (fKMy 
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the  face  of  a  oerftain  amoant  of  opposi- 
tion. ["  Oh ! "]  He  knew  his  remi- 
nisoenoes  were  most  disagreeable  to  hon. 
Hemben  opposite ;  he  was  sure  the  Go- 
Temment  would  appreciate  their  im- 
patience and  the  method  of  interruption 
adopted  by  the  Badical  Party  and  the 
friends  of  liberty.  In  the  protracted 
disooasion  on  the  Emigration  Question, 
the  Irish  Party  adopted  an  attitude  of 
firm  opposition;  more  than  once  they 
resoxted  to  the  manceuvre  now  resorted 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell),  and  the  result  was  they 
were  eminently  snocessful  in  their  efforts, 
lor  they  reduced  the  Emigration  Clauses 
to  a  perfect  farce.  To-nieht  the  At- 
torney.  General  for  Ireland  had  come 
down  with  an  Amendment  which  had 
eridenily  been  carefully  prepared  out 
of  the  House  on  consultation  with  his 
Party;  there  was  eyery  reason  to  be- 
lieye  it  was  the  result  of  mature  delibe- 
ration ;  and  yet  the  Gk)yemment,  on  the 
opposition  of  the  Irish  Party — he  attri- 
buted the  result  to  the  firm  attitude  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy)  —  mutilated  and  reduced  their 
Amendment  so  as  to  make  it  a  piece 
of  imposture.  The  Irish  Party  were 
naturally  of  opinion  that  if  they  per- 
sisted in  their  opposition  the  remaining 
traces  of  this  imposture  would  disap- 
pear. He  could  not  be  surprised  at  that, 
considering  also  the  manner  in  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  thought  proper 
to  reply  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. No  doubt,  the  answer  was  ex- 
ceedingly amusing  to  the  House  at  a 
moment  when  they  were  carried  away 
by  the  eloquence  of  the  Prime  Minister ; 
but  througnout  his  15  years'  experience 
in  the  House  he  had  neyer  heiurd  any- 
thing, not  eyen  in  the  speeches  which 
had  fUlen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wezfordy  or  from  any  of  those  Irish 
Members  who  were  celebrated  for  the 
character  and  yiolence  of  their  inyectiye, 
to  equal  the  insulting  langua^  —  the 
laaguam  of  studied  msult — which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  thought  it  consistent 
with  his  dignity  to  address  to  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman.  Because  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Baronet  had  addressed  a  digmfied  re- 
numstranoe  to  the  Goyemment  on  their 
wayering  conduct,  the  Prime  Minister 
had  drawn  upon  the  whole  yocabulary 
of  abuse  which  belonged  to  him.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  met  the  Amend- 
of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the 
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spirit  in  which  he  answered  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  it  was  clear  that  all 
debate  in  opposition  to  the  Goyemment 
had  become  worse  than  useless.  Al- 
though the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dungaryan  was  inopportune  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  and  could  lead  to 
no  useful  result,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  way  in  which  the  Goyemment 
had  dealt  with  the  Amendments  of  the 
House  of  Lords  showed  that  it  might 
not  be  inadyisable  that  the  Goyemment 
should  haye  time  to  retreat  from  the 
position  they  had  taken  up. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  that  in  asking 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dun- 
garyan (Mr.  O'Donnell)  to  withdraw 
his  Motion,  he  desired  to  indicate  the 
course  which  he  and  his  Friends  in- 
tended to  follow.  With  reference  to 
the  Amendments  proposed  by  the  Go- 
yemment on  their  own  Amendment,  as 
these  were  distinctly  of  a  limiting  de- 
scription ho  should  yote  for  them.  At 
the  same  time,  he  and  those  with  whom 
he  acted  would  think  it  necessary  to 
diyide  the  House  afterwards  on  the 
Amendment  itself. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  he  had  expected 
the  Goyemment  would  haye  giyen  some 
explanation  of  the  term  "  home  farm," 
which  they  neyer  heard  of  until  they 
came  to  the  Definition  Clause.  No  won- 
der they  were  suspicious,  because  it  was 
introduced  at  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  H.  E.  Brand). 
What  they  wore  afraid  of  was  grazing 
or  g^ass ;  it  was  not  too  much  to  ask  that 
the  ''home  farm"  should  not  consist 
entirely  of  grazing  land.  He  would  bo 
prepared  to  withdraw  the  100  acres' 
limit,  if  the  Goyemment  would  giye  an 
assurance  that  there  should  be  so  many 
acres  of  tillage.  He  would  not  com- 
plain if  the  landlord  wanted  the  land 
for  his  own  purposes.  And  now  he 
wished  to  say  a  word  on  another  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  Member  for  the  King's 
County  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  thought 
fit  to  make  some  comment  upon  a  re- 
mark of  his.  He  remembered  yery  well 
reading  in  the  newspapers  two  years 
ago  how  the  hon.  Member  for  the  ling's 
County  called  the  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
low,  then  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
Gray),  something  which  he  could  not 
repeat  because  it  would  be  un-Parlia- 
mentary;  he  would  only  say  that  it 
began  with  a  ''  d "  and  ended  with 
•'fool."      ["Question!"]      The    hon. 

IThird  Night.\ 
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Alderman  (Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence) 
cried  "  Question !  "  Well,  he  believed 
Dr.  Johnson  once  said  he  could  supply  a 
man  with  argument,  but  could  not  sup- 
ply him  with  brains.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  King's  County  said  that  the 
words  he  had  applied  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlo w  were  only  a  quotation. 
[Sir  Patrick  O'Brien:  Hear,  hear!] 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan),  in  the  exercise  of 
his  discretion,  had  thought  fit  to  get 
up  and  denounce  him.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  referred  to  the  quota- 
tion which  he  affected  to  make  from 
Mitchell  so  as  to  throw  doubt  upon  his 
hond  fides.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber was  perfectly  at  liberty  to  do  so ; 
but  it  did  not  become  Irish  Members  to 
come  down  to  that  House  —  ["  Ques- 
tion! "].  He  could  understand  an  hon. 
Member  crying  ''  Question !  "  when  he 
knew  how  he  should  finish  the  sentence ; 
but  if  he  did  not  know,  it  was  somewhat 
unusual  even  for  an  Alderman  to  cry 
"Question!" 

Mr.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  rose, 
amid  cries  of  ''  Order! "  and  said  that 
he  had  not  uttered  a  word. 

Mr.  HEALT  said,  that  for  English 
opinion  or  for  the  opinion  of  the  House 
of  Commons  it  was  the  right  and  the 
duty  of  an  Irish  Member  not  to  care  one 
pin.  He  came  there  in  the  exercise  of 
his  functions  as  an  Irish  Bepresentative 
to  express  his  opinions,  and  as  long  as 
he  had  the  approval  of  his  constituency, 
and  he  had  the  right  of  the  House,  he 
should  continue  to  utter  them.  He  be- 
lieved that  everything  he  had  said  or 
done  had  received  the  fuU  approval  of 
his  constituents,  and  therefore  it  was 
not  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Meath  to  get  up  and  pose  as  a  dis- 
claimer. They  knew  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Meath  was  not  a 
man  of  blood.  For  his  own  part,  like 
the  fop  described  by  Hotspur,  he  might 
regret  that  villainous  saltpetre,  which 
hc^  laid  many  a  tall  fellow  low,  had 
ever  been  digged  out  of  the  bowels  of 
the  innocent  earth;  but  he  had  never 
been  an  advocate  of  the  '^  single  drop  of 
blood  "  theory. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN,  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  said  that  an  Irish  Member 
in  that  House  should  think  only  of  the 
opinion  of  his  constituency,  and  not  care 
a  pin  for  the  opinion  of  hon.  Members  of 
that  House  or  for  lEkiglish  opinion.   But 

Mr.  Healy 


he  (Mr.  Sullivan),  who  held  the  dootrine 
that  a  Member  of  the  Irish  Party  was 
not  an  individual  fighting  for  his  own 
hand,  that  the  Irish  jPartv  were  bound  to 
act  together  for  food  or  ill,  and  that  they 
might  by  their  language  hurt  one  an- 
other or  their  country,  must  reoolledt 
that  language  like  that  of  his  hon. 
Friend  might  reflect  upon  and  stain  hia 
Party  more  than  an  individual.  He 
would  tell  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Healy) 
that  he  belonged  to  an  org^anization 
called  the  Land  League,  whioh  cared 
a  great  deal  for  the  opinion  of  the  people 
of  England,  for  it  was  now  appeal- 
ing  to  that  opinion,  and  he  (Mr.  A.  Iff. 
Siulivan)  hoped  not  in  vain.  He  would 
tell  his  hon.  Friend,  too,  that  he  was 
bound  to  care  for  the  opinion  of  thai 
House,  the  opinion  of  England,  and  the 
opinion  of  the  world,  fighting,  as  he  be- 
lieved he  was,  for  a  just  cause.  He 
never  reflected  upon  or  denounced  his 
hon.  Friend  or  his  Colleagues  for  what 
they  said  upon  their  own  responsibility; 
but  he  must  be  allowed  to  say  that  whue 
he  belonged  to  a  Party  which  might  be 
affected  by  the  utterances  of  any  one  of 
them,  he  would  not  sit  silent,  even  if  it  . 
cost  him  his  seat,  with  all  the  honours 
that  could  be  conferred  upon  him,  nor 
would  he  be  held  accountable  for  doc- 
trines which  might  be  ipteroreted  as  an 
encouragement  to  shoot  lanolords.  His 
hon.  Friend  did  not  mean  what  he  had 
said — he  could  not  have  meant  it.  He 
had  said  that  he  was  not  an  advocate  of 
one  drop  of  blood ;  but  he  had  not  told 
the  House  that  what  he  meant  by  that 
was  that  he  would  like  to  shed  his  own 
blood  in  fighting  for  his  country's  rights, 
but  that  he  was  not  in  favour  of  cowardly 
assassination. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  asked  whether 
he  understood  the  Government  to  assent 
to  the  modification  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexfoi3  ?  He  under- 
stood the  Prime  Minister  to  assent  to  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could 
not  consider  anything  a  ''  home  farm'' 
which  would  be  a  mere  aggregation  of 
land  used  for  grazing  purposes. 

Question  put,  and  negatU>$d. 

Original  Question,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  said  proposed 
Amendment,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  by  adding  at  the  end 
thereof  the  words — 
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<*  RroTided  alwayB,  That  if  the  holding  so  re- 
moied  flhall  be  at  any  time  within  fifteen  years 
ate  mch  resumption  relet  to  a  tenant,  the  same 
dull  be  subject,  xrom  and  after  the  time  of  its 
bdmg  BO  relet,  to  all  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
v^b  are  applicable  to  present  tenancies." — 
(Mr,  Attorney  Oet§9rml  for  Ireland.) 

Main  Question,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  Prime 
IGnister  would  aUow  an  addition  to  the 
Amendment  in  order  to  define  a  home 
turn  as  oonsisting  partly  of  tillage  and 
partly  of  pasturage  ? 

Ub.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  insert  an  explana- 
tion of  a  phrase  that  he  had  no  doubt  of 
the  meaning  of. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  suggested 
that  in  the  House  of  Lords  the  Govern- 
ment might  insert  the  words  **  for  mixed 
agrioulture." 

Amendment,  as  amended,  put. 

Question  put, 

"That  the  words  '  where  it  shall  appear  to 
the  satiflEaction  of  the  Court  that  the  landlord  dc- 
■res  to  resume  the  holding  for  the  bonu  fide  pur- 
pose of  occupying  the  same  as  ji  residence  for 
aimself  or  as  a  home  farm  in  connection  with 
his  residence,  or  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
residoice  for  some  member  of  his  family,  the 
Court  may  authorise  him  to  resume  the  same 
sooordingly,  in  the  numner  and  on  the  terms 
provided  by  the  fifth  section  of  this  Act  with 
ranect  to  resumption  of  a  holding  by  a  land- 
loKd :  Ptovided  always.  That  if  the  holding  so 
rssomed  shall  be  at  any  time  within  fifteen  years 
sftar  much  resumption  rdet  to  a  tenant,  the 
Hme  shall  be  subject,  from  and  after  the  time 
of  its  being  so  relet^  to  all  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  which  are  applicable  to  present  tenancies,' 
be  there  inserted?'— (Jfr.  Gladstone.) 

The  House  divided:— Ayes  285 ;  Noes 
56:  Majori^229.— (Div.List,No.  377.) 

Amendment  in  page  16,  line  24,  to 
leaTo  out  lines  24  to  36,  the  next  Amend- 
ment, read  a  second  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  moved  that  the 
House  disagree  with  the  Amendment. 
The  question  to  which  it  related  had  been 
Terr  largely  considered  in  that  House, 
and  it  was  a  simple  one.  He  would  not 
repeat  the  aivument,  but  would  only  in- 
dicate what  the  question  was.  The  gene- 
nl  law  was  sumbient  to  deal  with  cases 
of  fraud  in  regard  to  leases.  A  case 
came  before  them,  however,  which  was 
not  a  ease  of  fhiud,  but  a  peculiar  case 
arising  under  the  Act  of  1870.  By  that 
Acttn^  gave  inducements  to  tenants 
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and  landlords  to  enter  into  leases,  on  the 
supposition  entertained  by  the  Legisla- 
ture that  these  powers  would  be  used  in 
the  spirit  in  which  they  were  given. 
It  had,  however,  been  proved  that  in 
certain  cases  they  were  not  so  used ;  and, 
consequently,  the  Government  proposed 
to  extend  that  principle  of  the  law  which 
quashed  a  lease  in  case  of  fraud  to  cases 
where  leases  had  been  made  according 
to  the  terms  of  that  portion  of  the  clause 
which  the  Lords  had  struck  out.  The 
first  of  those  conditions  was  where  a 
lease  had  been  procured  by  the  threat 
of  the  landlord,  or  undue  influence ;  and 
the  second  condition  was  that  the  terms 
of  the  lease  so  procured  were,  at  the 
time  of  such  acceptance,  unreasonable 
or  unfair  to  the  tenant.  These  were  the 
points  which  the  Government  proposed 
to  support,  so  as  to  give  the  Court  in 
such  oases  the  power  of  quashing  the 
lease. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  this  House  doth  disa^ee  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Oladstone.) 

SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  hoped  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
renew  the  discussion  upon  this  matter ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  him  and  his  hon.  Friends  to 
protest  against  the  re-introduction  of  the 
words  which  the  Lords  had  struck  out, 
and  to  which  they  objected  when  origi- 
nally inserted.  Nobody  could  desire  to 
support  any  case  of  unjust  or  unreason- 
ably pressure  by  a  landlord;  but  if  it  were 
proposed  to  deal  with  such  a  case  by  the 
ordinary  principles  of  equity  the  diffi- 
culty would  not  arise.  They  must  ad- 
here to  their  views  as  expressed  in  Com- 
mittee, and  oppose  the  Motion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  247 ;  Noes 
113:    Majority    134.  — (Div.  List,  No. 

378.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorkey  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  the  following  Lords' 
Amendment  was  agreed  to.  After  Clause 
22,  insert  Clause  (C)  :— 

(Power  to  limited  owner  to  sell  holding  and 

leave  one-fourth   of  price   of  holding  on 

mortgage.) 

"A  landlord  of  a  holding,  being  a  limited 

owner  as  defined  by  the  twenty-sixth  section  of 

the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Att,  1870, 

may  by  agreement,  lubject  to  the  proviiionf  of 
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the  Lands  GlauseB  Consolidation  Acta  (except  so 
much  of  the  same  as  relates  to  the  pnchase  of 
lands  otherwise  than  hy  agreement),  sell  and 
convey  such  holding  to  the  tenant,  and  may 
exercise  to  the  same  extent  as  if  he  ^ere  an 
absolute  owner  the  power  of  permitting  any 
sum  not  exceeding  one  fourth  in  amount  of  the 
price  which  the  tenant  may  pay  as  purchase 
money,  to  remain  as  a  charge  upon  such  holding 
secured  b^  a  mortgage,  and  in  case  of  any  ad- 
vance bemg  made  by  the  Land  Commission 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  to  the  tenant 
for  the  purchase  of  such  holding,  any  such 
mortgage  shall  be  subject  to  any  charge  in 
favour  of  the  Land  Commission  for  securing 
such  advance  ;  and  any  such  mortgage  and 
the  principal  moneys  secured  thereby  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  part  of  the  purchase  money  or 
compensation  payable  in  respect  of  the  purchase 
of  such  holding,  and  shall  be  dealt  with  accord- 
ingly in  manner  provided  by  the  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation  Acts  ;  and  in  the  construction  of 
the  said  Acts  for  the  purposes  of  this  section  the 
expression  <  the  Special  Act '  shall  be  construed 
to  mean  this  Act,  and  the  expression  '  the  pro- 
moters of  the  undertaking '  shall  be  construed 
to  mean  the  tenant." 

Page  19,  line  12,  leave  out  from 
C'who")  to  C'pay")  inline  14,  the 
next  Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
propose  certain  words  which  would  sub- 
stitute for  the  removal  of  the  condition 
of  three-fourths  a  relaxation  of  that  con- 
dition. He  would  read  the  words  shortly. 
He  could  not  propose  this  Amendment 
without  stating  that  he  regarded  the 
Lords'  Amendment,  on  a  ground  apart 
from  the  merits  of  the  Amendment,  with 
very  fi;reat  jealousy  indeed  as  an  act 
done  by  the  House  of  Lords.  He  could 
not  presume  to  blame  them ;  but  he  must 
say  ne  looked  with  great  jealousy  upon 
an  act  done  by  the  House  of  Lords 
which  derogatea  very  considerably  from 
the  exclusive  privilege  of  the  House  of 
Commons  with  regard  to  the  expenditure 
of  public  money.  Still,  as  he  understood 
the  authorities  of  the  House  were  not 
prepared  to  say  that  the  Amendment 
was  beyond  their  powers,  it  was  their 
duty  to  deal  with  it  equitably  upon  the 
merits.  As  the  House  of  Lords  had 
struck  out  the  limitation  of  three-fourths, 
the  effect  was  to  leave  the  amount  of 
money  to  be  expended  entirely  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Commissioners.  The 
Government  were  not  prepared  to  place 
the  strings  of  the  public  purse  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commission  in  that  way. 
A  point  was  raised  which  seemed  to  have 
some  reason  in  it.  It  was  said  that  there 
might  be  oases  of  villages  or  estates 
where 'it  was  hardly  to  be  expected  or 


desired  that  many  of  the  villagers  should 
become  purchasers  of  their  holdings. 
This  was  a  matter  in  which  the  discre- 
tion of  the  responsible  Government 
might  fairly  be  introduced.  He  there- 
fore proposed  to  restore  the  three- 
fourths  limitation,  and  to  add  the 
words — 

*<The  condition  as  to  three-fourths  of  the 
number  of  tenants  may  be  relaxed  on  special 
g^unds  with  the  consent  of  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Treasury,  but  so  that  in  no  case 
less  than  half  the  number  of  tenants  shall  be 
able  and  willing  to  purchase." 

Lords'  Amendment  disagreed  to  ; 
Amendment  {Mr,  OladtUme)  agreed  to. 

Page  24,  line  25,  after  (*'any  ")  in- 
sert  (''state  or  colony  or"),  me  next 
Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Page  25,  leave  out  subsections  (1) 
and  (2)  of  Clause  31, — the  next  Amend- 
ment, disagreed  to. 

The  following  Amendments  were 
agreed  to : — 

Page  26,  Hne  13,  after  ("Act")  in- 
sert  C  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  Act ") ;  line  14,  leave  out  ("Act ") 
and  insert  ("Acts.") 

Page  27,  line  26,  after  ("  1870  ")  in- 
sert  ("as  if  the  purposes  therein  re- 
ferred to  included  the  purposes  of  this 
Act.") 

Page  28,  line  3,  leave  out  ("twelfth 
day  of  February*')  and  insert  ("four- 
teenth day  of  August ") ;  line  4,  after 
("any")  insert  ("permanent");  line 
21,  after  ("special^')  insert  ("retir- 
ing.") 

Page  30,  line  11,  leave  out  from 
("by^')  to  the  end  of  the  clause,  and 
insert — 

('*  All  three  commissioners  sitting  togethsr, 
except  in  the  case  of  the  iUness  or  onavoidaUe 
absence  of  any  one  commissioner,  when  any 
such  case  mav  be  heard  by  two  commiasioneni 
sitting  together  ;  provided  tiiat  neither  of 
such  two  commissioners  be  the  oommiasiQiiisr 
before  whom  the  case  was  originally  heard.") 

Line  21,  leave  out  ("  number  of.") 

Transpose  Clauses  44  and  45. 

Page  31,  Hne  1,  after  ("may  ")  in- 
sert— 

("In  case  it  thinks  fit,  permit  any  puty 
aggrieved  by  the  decision  of  the  Lemd  Oonimis- 
sion  in  any  proceedings  to  appeal  in  respect  ol 
any^  matter  arising  in  such  proceedmn  to  Qv 
Majesty's  Oonrt  of  Appeal  in  Ireland,  and 
may,") 
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—the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Thk  ATTOENEY  QENEBAL  pob 
ZBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  that  the 
Amendment  be  disagreed  to. 

Mb.  QIBSON  expressed  his  snrprise 
at  the  Gk>vemment  proposing  to  dis- 
agree with  so  reasonable  and  just  a  nro- 
Tision,  especially  as  he  understood  it 
was  accepted  by  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  Gh>vemment  in  the  other  House. 

Lords'  Amendment  di9agr$6d  to. 

Page  31,  line  7,  after  ("  such  ")  insert 
("matter  or"),  the  next  Amendment, 
duagreed  to. 

The  following  Amendments  were 
offTood  to : — 

Page  31,  line  40,  after  ("  final ")  in- 
sert— 

^  ("  Provided  always,  that  any  order  or  ded- 
■ion  made  by  three  members  of  the  Land  Com- 
mlomon  shall  not  be  reTiewed,  rescinded,  or 
varied,  except  by  three  members  of  the  Land 
Oommiasion.  ) 

Page  82,  line  7,  afl»r  ("  court ")  in- 


("  An  appeals  to  the  Land  Commission  under 
this  Act  shall  be  heard  by  aU  three  commis- 
sionen  sitting  together,  except  in  the  case  of 
iUneas  or  unayoidable  absence  of  any  one  com- 
missioner, when  any  appeal  may  be  heard  by 
two  commissioners  sitting  together,  one  of  whom 
shall  be  the  Judicial  Commissioner/*) 

Paee  32,  line  12,  leave  out  ("re- 
peated ")  and  insert  ("  repealed  "),  and 
add — 

(*' All  appeals  under  the  said  section  pending 
at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this  Act  are 
hereby  transferred  to  the  Land  Commission  ; 
and  all  further  proceedings  thereon  shall  be 
taken  in  the  prescribed  manner.") 

Page  32,  line  16,  after  (<<  purposes  ") 
insert  ("  or  for  the  holding  of  courts  of 
petty  sessions");  line  18,  after  the 
second  {"  and  ")  insert  ("  to  ")  ;  line  21, 
after  ("shall")  insert  ("from  time  to 
time  "^ ;  lines  24  and  25,  leave  out  ("  to 
such  circulation  and.") 

Pa^  33,  line  10,  after  ("of  ")  insert 
("theLand  Commission  or  of") ;  line  12, 
aft;er  ("on")  insert("mortgaffees  and  "); 
line  26,  aft»r  ("  Parliament ")  insert— 

("And  if  an  Address  is  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  either  House  of  Parliament  withhi 
the  next  subsequent  one  hundred  days  on  which 
the  said  House  shall  have  sat  raaying  that  any 
such  rule  may  be  annulled,  Her  mjesty  may 
thereupon  by  Order  in  Council  annul  the  same, 
and  tbe  rule  so  annulled  shall  thenoef orth  be- 
Mue  void  and  of  no  effect,  but  without  pre- 


judice to  the  validity  of  any  proceedings  which  ' 
may  in  the  meantime  have  been  taken  under 
the  same.") 

Page  34,  Transpose  Clause  53  to  fol- 
low Clause  66. 

Page  37,  line  16,  after  ("tenant") 
insert — 

(**  Where  the  tenant  sublets  part  of  his 
holding  with  the  consent  of  his  landlord,  he 
shall,  notwithstanding  such  subletting,  be 
deemed,  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  to  be  still 
in  occupation  of  the  holding  "), 

— the  next  Amendment,  read  a  second 
time. 

Thb  attorney  QENEBAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  that  the 
House  do  agree  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment. 

Lords'  Amendment  agreed  to,     • 

Page  37,  line  31,  leave  out  from 
("Act")  to  ("and")  in  line  34,  the 
next  Amendment,  dieagreod  to. 

Page  38,  line  4,  leave  out  from 
("  wluch  ")  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph, 
and  insert — 

(''The  Land  Commission  may  by  order  de- 
clare fit  to  be  purchased  as  a  separate  estate  for 
the  purposes  ox  this  Act  "), 

— the  next  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Page  39,  line  5,  leave  out  from 
("holding")  to  ("let")inUne  6,  the 
next  Amendment,  agreod  to. 

Page  38,  line  9,  after  ("  tenant  ")  in- 
sert ("  Provided  that  any  such  letting 
made  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  shaU 
be  in  writing"),  the  next  Amendment, 
amended,  by  inserting  after  the  word 
"be"  the  words  "by  contract;"  and 
after  the  word  "writing"  the  words 
"which  shall  express  the  purpose  for 
which  such  letting  is  made." 

At  the  end  of  Clause  56  add  as  a  new 
sub  section — 

(9.)  '<  Any  <  glebe  '  as  defined  by  the  Act  of 
thirty-eighth  and  thirt^ninth  Victoria,  chapter 
forhr-two,  which  now  is  or  hereafter  shall  be 
held  or  occupied  by  any  *  ecclesiastical  persons ' 
as  b;^  the  same  Act  denned,  and  no  suon  eccle- 
siastical person  shtdl  in  respect  of  such  '  glebe ' 
be  entitled  to  make  an^  daim  for  compensation 
under  any  of  the  provisions  of  'The  Landlord 
and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,*  or  of  this 
Act," 
— ^the  next  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  in  page  39,  to  leave  out 
lines  22  to  30,  the  next  Amendment,  read 
a  second  time. 
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The  ATTOBNET  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  that  the 
House  disagree  with  the  Amendment. 
He  also  proposed  to  amend  the  original 
provision  of  the  Bill  by  extending  it  to 
all  legal  proceedings  on  the  understand- 
ing that  the  Court  should  only  act  upon 
it  in  cases  in  which  there  would  be  a 

Erobability  that  the  judicial  rent  would 
e  fixed  within  a  reasonable  time — say, 
three  months.  He  proposed  to  disagree 
with  the  Lords'  Amendment,  which  struck 
out  the  clause  altogether,  and  then  he 
would  move  to  amend  the  clause  by  the 
insertion  of  words  which  would  provide 
that  the  Court,  if  satisfied  that  the  judi- 
cial rent  would  be  fixed  in  a  reason- 
able time,  not  exceeding  three  calendar 
months,  sliould  make  an  order  to  stay 
execution  until  the  termination  of  pro- 
ceedings for  fixing  the  judicial  rent.  He 
now,  therefore,  in  the  first  place,  moved 
that  the  House  disagree  with  the  Lords 
in  their  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment."— {Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land,) 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  the  history  of  the 
clause  was  rather  peculiar.  The  clause 
itself  was  not  included  in  the  original 
proposals  of  the  Gbvemment,  nor  was  it 
hinted  at  even  in  the  most  enigmatical 
form  by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  second 
reading,  nor  was  it  suggested  in  the 
lengthened  discussions  which  took  place 
in  Committee,  or  mentioned  in  any 
stage  of  the  Beport  up  to  the  last  day. 
It  was  then  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  got  up 
and  proposed  it,  and  the  hon.  Member 
certainly  appeared  to  have  some  confi- 
dence that  it  would  be  accepted — be- 
cause, in  a  very  marvellous  way,  and 
with  remarkable  rapidity,  it  was  ac- 
cepted by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
There  was,  however,  this  extraordinary 
incident.  The  Prime  Minister  stated 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
would  later  on,  if  the  matter  were  post- 
poned, make  himself  answerable  for  the 
Amendment  that  would  bo  proposed.  But 
when  they  came  to  the  clause  that  was  not 
done ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  proposed  words  that  were  agree- 
able to  the  Government.  Thus,  in  re- 
ality, it  was  an  Amendment   arranged 


between  the  hon.  Member  for  the  CSty 
of  Cork  and  the  Government.  [Mr. 
Gladstonb  :  In  the  House.]  He  did 
not  think  the  Prime  Minister  would 
question  the  accuracy  of  what  he  was 
now  stating.  This  occurred,  not  at  an 
early  stage  of  the  Eeport,  but  at  thever^ 
last  stage.  And  what  was  now  the 
character  of  the  change  proposed  ?  B 
was  a  change  which  affected  eveijr 
creditor  of  every  tenant  in  Ireland,  in- 
troduced into  an  Act  of  Parliament 
which  purported  only  to  deal  with  land- 
lords and  tenants  in  relation  to  land  and 
rent,  and  it  was  done  without  notice  to 
any  one  of  the  parties  who  were  affected 
by  the  transaction.  This  was  a  reiy 
serious  change ;  and  although  the  matter 
had  been  discussed  in  the  other  House, 
he  could  not  say  it  was  argued,  and  cer- 
tainly it  was  not  defended  by  the  Gh>- 
vemment  in  that  House.  The  Go- 
vernment ought,  if  they  then  intended 
to  expand  or  alter  their  Amendment^ 
to  have  given  some  intimation  in  the 
House  of  Lords  of  what  they  were  going 
to  do.  But  now,  at  the  present  stage, 
without  notice,  the  Government  Bou^t 
to  affect  another  class  who  had  by  bank- 
ruptcy taken  proceedings  against  the 
property  of  the  tenant.  If  the  Govern- 
ment now  intended  to  interfere  with  the 
action  of  a  creditor  who  had  by  his  ac- 
tivity obtained  a  right  of  proceeding  in 
bankruptcy,  why  did  they  not  give  an 
earlier  intimation  of  their  intention? 
He  wished  to  know  what  was  the  justi- 
fication for  the  clause  at  all  in  its  present 
shape,  and  why  it  had  been  introduced  ? 
Was  it  not  a  mere  afterthought  to  en- 
deavour to  pacify  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork?  To  use  a  common 
but  familiar  expression,  was  it  not  an 
endeavour  to  ''  square "  the  Land 
League.  They  all  knew  that  one  of 
the  most  frequent  utterances  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Bill  had  been  that  if  it 
passed  no  rent  need  be  paid  until  a  judi- 
cial rent  was  fixed,  and  this  clause  would 
be  pointed  out  as  the  machinery  by  which 
that  result  would  be  accompliuied.  Was 
it  reasonable  that  in  an  Act  which  pnr- 

Eorted  only  to  regulate  the  acts  of  a 
tndlord  and  tenant  in  reference  to  land 
to  interfere  with  the  action  of  a  creditor  ? 
In  the  first  instance  it  was  proposed  that 
the  clause  should  apply  to  the  landlord 
only,  other  creditors  being  left  free.  It 
was  then  extended  to  all  creditors ;  and 
he  ventured  to  think  that  tbe  further 
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e^panpum  it  haA  reoeiyed  was  one  tbftt 
iroold  not  stand  the  test  of  argument. 
The  last  proposal  was  to  extend  the 
dause  to  proceedings  in  bankruptcy, 
and  what  would  be  the  result?  if  a 
tenant  became  bankrupt  his  interest  in 
the  faxnx  passed  to  his  assignees;  but 
the  clause  in  the  shape  in  which  it  now 
appeared  would  seem  to  regard  only  the 
tenant's  interest.  His  ri^t  hOn.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Qeneral 
said  the  first  Amendment  was  an  Amend- 
ment in  the  substance  of  the  clause  and 
an  amplification  of  it,  but  that  the  second 
Amendment  was  more  or  less  of  a  for- 
mal or  verbal  character.  In  other  words, 
in  the  process  of  giving  '*  bit  about," 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  pro- 
posed to  give  the  substance  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  and  then 
to  add  something  else  which  should  have 
the  appearance  of  not  going  quite  so  far. 
His  nfi^ht  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  not 
himseu  appear  to  think  that  the  second 
Amendment  amounted  to  very  much.  But 
if  the  Court  did  its  duty  it  was,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  a  substantial  change ;  and 
he  should  be  glad  to  know  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  cany  out  their  propo- 
sition as  to  putting  in  plain  terms  on 
the  face  of  the  Amendment  that  one  of 
the  conditions  should  be  the  pavment 
of  or  security  for  the  whole  or  such  part 
of  the  debt  as  to  the  Court  mifl^ht  seem 
just  ?  It  wa^  only  reasonable,  when  they 
arrested  the  action  of  a  creditor  who  by 
his  diligence  had  obtained  judgment,  and 
when  they  proposed  to  anticipate  that  dili- 
gence, that  there  should  be  a  test  of  bond 
fides,  so  as  to  prevent  any  injustice  being 
done,  and  that  they  should  compel  the 
debtor  to  give  a  guarantee  of  ms  hand 
Jidse  and  to  pay  the  whole  or  such  sub- 
stantial part  of  the  debt  as  to  the  Court 
might  appear  to  be  just.  He  believed 
that  the  proposid  of  the  Qovemment 
would  do  more  to  wreck  the  Bill  for 
which  they  were  responsible  than  any- 
thing else.  The  great  rock  ahead  of  the 
Bill,  as  everybody  knew,  was  the  danger 
of  litigation.  They  were  holding  out  a 
premium  to  litigation,  which  it  would 
De  nearly  impossible  for  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  to  resist,  because,  whenever  a 
tenant  found  himself  in  difficulties,  and 
whenever  a  man  had  a  judgment  against 
him,  hifl  first  step  would  be  to  tie  up  the 
^ands  of  his  oreoitov,  by  involving  nim- 
^elf  andhis  landlord  in  litigation.  In 
other  wordsi  tiie^  did  not  allow  the 


dause  to  operatoi  ezoept  wheie  there 
was  litigation ;  and  the  conditions  thev 
were  imposing  were  conditions  which 
might  wreck,  or  seriously  interfere  with, 
the  entire  operation  of  the  Bill.  He 
could  not  avoid  the  suspicion  that  the 
course  of  the  Government  in  reference 
to  the  clause  had  been  considerably  in- 
fluenced by  the  earlier  proceedings  of 
the  evening.  He  remembered  when  the 
clause  originally  came  on  that  it  was 
scarcely  adopted  or  defended  by  the  Qo- 
vemment. The  Prime  Minister  had  no- 
thing to  say  to  it.  He  ^ave  the  regis  of 
his  presence  and  the  distinction  of  his 
silence  to  the  transaction ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Gibson)  thought  he  was  justified  in  say- 
ing that  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  left  the  difficult  and  un- 
grateful task  of  defending  the  proposal 
to  the  adroitness  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  because  anything  that  could 
relieve  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  of  any 
of  his  difficmties  in  Ireland  it  would  be 
more  than  human  to  expect  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  resist.  Accordingly, 
if  any  course  could  be  suggested  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  which  pro- 
cesses could  be  suspended  during  the  re- 
mainder of  the  term  of  his  Chief  Secre- 
taryship, he  had  very  little  doubt  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — he  would  not 
say  as  a  politician  or  as  a  statesman — 
would  listen — ^he  would  be  more  than 
human  if  he  did  not — with  a  certain 
amount  of  sympathy  to  the  proposal. 
That  being  the  case,  the  Government 
had  an  active,  an  intelligent,  and  a 
silent  majority  to  support  them.  [ibTtfiM- 
terial  eheere,^  He  admitted  that  occa- 
sionally the  majority  were  not  silent — 
that  they  applauded  with  great  anima- 
tion anything  which  indicated  their  ex- 
treme confidence  in  their  Leaders.  Now, 
a  Liberal,  speaking  of  a  similar  Conser- 
vative majority,  would  call  it  mechani- 
cal. But  he  never  used  hard  names. 
He  preferred  to  say  that  in  the  dosing 
days  of  the  Session  the  minority  laboured 
under  a  difficulty  to  bring  up  their  men, 
the  only  effect  of  their  presence  being 
to  enable  them  to  register  a  protest; 
while  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  al- 
ways able  to  overwhelm  the  Opposition 
by  bringing  up  a  compact  body  of  enthu- 
siastic supporters,  ready  at  all  times  to 
show  their  allegiance  to  the  Ministers  of 
the  day,  and  who,  though  not  a  me- 
ch^csJ,  were  certainly  a  devoted,  ma- 
jority. 
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Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TEB  (who  was  in- 
distinctly  heard) :  I  must  say  a  word  on 
one  or  two  of  the  remarks  which  have 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson).  He  has  thought  fit  to 
make  charges  against  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  which  he  has  altogether 
misrepresented  their  intentions.  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  say  that  the  acceptance  by  the 
(Government  of  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  intended  to 
"square"  the  Land  League.  I  state 
again,  as  I  said  before,  that  we  thought 
it  would  be  an  advantage  in  the  case  of 
a  rack-renting  landlord  or  an  unfair 
creditor  that  he  should  not  be  able  to 
prevent  a  tenant  who  was  his  debtor 
nrom  obtaining  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent 
before  he  was  deprived  of  his  holding. 
It  was  in  order  to  guard  against  that 
danger,  and  to  gfive  full  effect  to  the 
proceedings  authorized  under  sub-sec- 
tion 3  of  Clause  12,  in  the  case  of  an 
ejectment  directed  by  the  County  Court 
or  one  of  the  Superior  Courts,  that  we 
accepted  the  Amendment.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  not  content 
with  making  that  charge,  makes  an- 
other— namely,  that  the  Amendment, 
instead  of  having  received  due  conside- 
ration, was  adopted  suddenly  this  even- 
ing, in  defiance  of  what  had  passed  in 
previous  debates.  Now,  I  really  think 
that  these  charges  are  most  unfair,  and 
that  it  is  hardly  in  accordance  with  the 
common  conduct  of  Business  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  that  kind  of 
charge  should  be  made.  We  propose 
to  deal  with  the  question,  because  we 
really  wish  to  enable  the  tenant  to  ob- 
tain a  judicial  rent,  and  we  have  ac- 
cepted the  Amendment  in  order  that  he 
shall  obtain  at  once  a  limit  of  time 
within  which  the  judicial  rent  shall  be 
fixed.  I  trust  that  the  House  will  be 
prepared  now  to  arrive  at  a  decision 
upon  the  question,  as  it  has  now  been 
fully  debated. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  Gt)vernment 
that  wlule  he  felt  it  to  be  quite  un- 
reasonable that  the  creditor  snould  be 
obliged  to  wait  for  an  indefinite  time, 
to  tie  down  the  tenant  to  a  period 
if  three  months  and  no  more  would 
on  many  oases  preclude  the  tenant  from 
obtauui^  that  fiair  equity  to  which  he 


was  entitled.  He  fhonght  the  Ghyrem- 
ment,  in  order  to  carry  out  their  own 
views,  should  make  the  danse  ran  in 
these  terms — 

**  The  Ooort  should  stav  .the  procMdedingt  for 
such  reasonable  period  of  time  as,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Court,  may  enable  the  tenant,  dj 
due  diligence  on  his  part,  to  obtain  from  this 
Court  a  degree  fixing  tne  judicial  rent." 

He  would  not  object  to  a  provision  re- 
quiring the  tenant  to  ezert  himself  in 
order  to  obtain  a  judicial  rent,  so  that 
no  delay  i^ould  be  occasioned  by  hia  in- 
action; but  if  the  tenant  did  use  due 
diligence,  then  he  should  not  be  pre- 
vented from  obtaining  the  ear  of  the 
Court.  Unless  some  such  such  words 
as  those  he  suggested  were  inserted,  and 
if  the  hard-and-fast  line  of  three  months 
were  adopted,  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment  would  really  make  it  worth 
very  little  to  the  tenantry  of  Ireland. 
He  quite  agreed  that  the  tenant  should 
not  be  allowed  to  lie  on  his  oars  in 
order  to  defeat  the  creditor,  but  that  he 
should  exert  himself  in  order  to  obtain 
the  fixing  of  ajudidal  rent. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'EENNA  (who  spoke 
amid  considerable  interruption,  wnidh 
prevented  many  of  his  observations  from 
being  heard)  was  understood  to  say  that 
the  aooeptance  of  a  limit  of  three  months 
would  be  most  unsatisfkotory  to  the  Irish 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
The  clause,  as  he  regarded  it,  was  in- 
tended to  guard  the  tenant  who  had  been 
suffering  &om  rack  rent,  and  who  had 
paid  a  rack  rent  for  a  number  of  years, 
and  had  thereby  become  embarrassed  in 
his  circumstances,  from  being  suddenly 
pounced  upon  by  his  landlord,  and  to 
enable  him  to  set  up  his  interest  in  the 
tenant  right,  in  order  to  g^t  a  judicial 
rent  fixed.  It  was  quite  obvious  that 
the  tenant's  right  should  be  fixed  b^  a 
judicial  rent,  with  a  clear  understanding 
as  to  whether  he  had  been  subjected  to 
a  rack  rent  or  not.  The  right  of  the 
tenant  should  not  be  sold  except  under 
such  circumstances  as  would  enable  the 
tenant  to  receive  the  full  value  of  it 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  226 ;  Noes 
113:    Majority    112.  — (Div.  list,  No. 

379.) 

The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  iob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  proposed  to 
amend  the  original  dause  b^  tne  inser^ 
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tion  of  the  word  '' prooeedings "  after 
"  action  "  in  two  places. 

Amendment  ogtBed  to. 

The  ATTOENEY  QENEEAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved,  in  the 
words  so  restored,  in  page  29,  line  26, 
after  the  word  ''  pending,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

'^U  satiBfled  that  mich  judioial  rent  will  l>e 
fixed  within  a  xeaaonablo  time,  not  exceeding 
in  any  case  three  months." 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

M&.  FABNELL  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  Government  had  moved  to  fix 
a  limit  which,  in  his  opinion,  in  a  ma- 
jority of  cases,  would  render  the  clause 
practiodly  useless  and  illusory.  He 
agreed  to  the  fullest  extent  that  if  the 
proceedings  for  fixing  a  judicial  rent 
were  to  be  indefinitely  delayed,  it  would 
be  unreasonable  to  ask  the  landlord  or 
otiier  creditor  to  wait  for  his  money. 
But  he  would  submit  that,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  should  seek  a  mean  in  the 
matter,  and  instead  of  fixing  a  narrow 
limit  of  three  months,  which  was  much 
too  small  for  the  purpose  in  view,  that 
they  should  leave  tne  nmit  to  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Court.  Under  the  clause,  as 
it  now  stood,  the  Oourt  was  unduly  fet- 
tered in  a  way  that  was  open  to  much 
criticism,  because  it  was  provided  in  the 
Bill  that  the  Court  might  stay  the  writ 
of  execution  until  the  termination  of  the 
proceedings  to  fix  a  judicial  rent.  That 
might  be  lor  a  very  long  time,  and  he 
qmte  agreed  ^at  some  incentive  should 
be  held  out  in  the  clause  to  hasten  his 
proceedings,  and  to  use  aU  due  dilig^ence 
m  order  to  obtain  the  fixing  of  the  judi- 
cial rent.  He  might  follow  the  analofi;y 
presented  bv  the  12th  clause — namely, 
uiat  there  should  be  no  limit  inserted 
whatever — ^because  by  the  12th  clause 
they  gave  power  to  the  Court  to  stay 
actions  for  ejectment  for  non-payment  of 
rent,  whereas  by  the  present  clause 
they  souffht  now  to  prescribe  a  narrow 
limit  of  tiiree  months.  What  he  wished 
chiefly  to  provide  in  this  case  was  that 
where  the  tenant,  owing  to  having  ffot 
into  difficulties,  was  unable  to  pay  his 
rent,  and  applied  to  the  Court  to  fix  a 
judicial  rent,  with  a  view  to  being  en- 
abled to  sell  his  interest  in  the  holding, 
when  that  judicial  rent  was  fixed  the 
proceedings  should  be  stayed,  in  order 


to  enable  him  to  realize  his  assets  to  the 
fullest  extent,  because  it  was  muiifest 
that  until  a  judicial  rent  was  ascertained 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  tenant  to 
know  what  to  ask  for  his  interest  in  the 
holding,  or  for  a  future  buyer  to  know 
what  to  give  him.  He  did  not  wish  so 
much  to  protect  the  tenant  who  was  able 
to  pay  his  rent ;  but  his  only  object  was 
to  protect  the  tenant  who  was  unable  to 
nay  his  rent,  and  to  enable  him  to  sell 
his  interest — in  point  of  fact,  to  prevent 
the  sale  of  his  interest  bv  the  landlord, 
for  arrears  of  rent,  until  the  nature  of 
the  tenant's  assets  should  have  been 
fixed  by  the  Court.  That  was  all  he 
asked,  and  he  submitted  that  with  re- 
gard to  proceedings  of  this  character  it 
was  absurd  to  fix  a  limit  of  three 
months,  which,  in  the  very  nature  of  the 
case,  must  be  wholly  inadequate.  He 
admitted  that  in  some  cases  three  months 
would  be  amply  sufficient ;  but  he  would 
leave  it  open  to  the  Court  to  extend  the 
time  beyond  three  months,  or  even  make  it 
less  than  three  months,  if  necessary.  He 
asked  the  Government,  instead  of  ham- 
pering the  Court  with  a  limit,  to  agree 
to  an  Amendment  which  he  proposed  to 
move  later  down  in  the  clause,  and  which, 
although  of  a  simple  character,  would, 
he  thought,  meet  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  cases.  He  would  propose,  after 
the  word  ''  conditions,"  in  line  27,  to  add 
the  words  "  and  for  such  period."  If 
some  such  Amendment  were  not  adopted, 
the  proposal  of  the  Qovernment  would 
be  worthless. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabbeb  Hebsohell)  said,  the  Amend* 
ment  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  to  fix  a  limit  of  three  months, 
and  the  conclusion  the  Government  had 
arrived  at  was  that  it  was  only  reason- 
able and  right  that  there  should  be  a 
limit  of  time,  or  otherwise  considerable 
danger  would  be  incurred.  He  would 
point  out  at  once  what  the  danger  was. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  if  they  had 
a  case  in  which  a  tenancy  was  about  to 
be  sold,  it  would  be  for  the  interest  of 
the  tenant,  and  of  the  creditor  also,  that 
a  judicial  rent  should  be  fixed,  and  that 
the  sale  should  be  stayed  for  a  reason- 
able time  until  the  judicial  rent  was 
fixed.  But  if  there  was  great  delay  in 
fixing  a  judicial  rent,  tne  advantage 
might  be  too  dearly  purchased,  because 
it  would  be  purchased  at  the  risk  of 
sacrificing  the  interests  of  the  creditor.' 
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Tliere  was,  oonsequently,  this  great 
danger,  that  if  they  did  not  fix  a  limited 
period,  they  might  commit  injustice  to 
the  creditor  by  delaying  to  an  indefinite 
time  the  payment  of  the  money  due ;  and 
next,  that  they  would  give  an  induce- 
ment to  the  tenants  to  so  into  Court  to 
have  a  judicial  rent  fixed  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  so  filling  the  Court  with  ap- 
plications that  the  proceedings  of  the 
Court  would  be  necessarily  delayed,  and 
the  creditor  wouldbe  kept  out  of  hismoney 
for  an  indefinite  period.  By  allowing  any 
delay  in  the  sale  until  a  judicial  rent 
was  fixed  there  would  certainly  be  an 
inducement,  by  making  a  number  of 
applications,  to  interpose  an  artificial 
delay  between  a  debtor  and  his  creditor, 
the  real  object  being  not  to  get  a  judicial 
rent  fixed,  but  to  delay  the  payment  of 
debts.  That,  he  thought,  everyone  would 
feel  to  be  an  injustice,  and  it  was  against 
such  a  danger  that  the  Government  were 
anxious  to  guard.  For  that  reason,  they 
had  proposed  a  limit  of  three  months. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  confessed  that 
he  was  entirely  taken  by  surprise  to  find 
the  Qovemment  adhering  to  the  hard- 
and-fast  line  of  three  months.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  amounted  to  this — that  if  a  ten- 
ant had  made  an  application  to  the 
Court  for  the  fixing  of  a  fair  rent,  other 
persons  might  perhaps,  without  any 
privity  on  his  part,  crowd  the  Court 
with  similar  applications,  and  he  was  to 
suffer  in  consequence.  He  had  never 
before  heard  such  a  doctine  laid  down. 
What  he  contended  for  was  the  bond  fides 
of  the  application,  and  if  the  tenant  used 
due  dihgence,  he  did  not  see  why  he 
should  be  damnified.  It  was  most  un- 
reasonable that  the  tenant  should  be  in- 
jured for  that  which  was  no  fault  of  his 
own.  If  the  tenant  had  an  equity,  why 
should  the  Legislature  deprive  him  of 
that  equity  for  that  which  was  no  fault 
whatever  on  his  part  ?  In  most  cases  a 
period  of  three  months  would  afford 
abundance  of  time ;  but  he  contended 
that  the  question  of  the  absolute  limit 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Court,  which  should 
have  full  power  to  take  care  that  the 
tenant  was  not  injured.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  as  anxious  as  anyone  to 
checkmate  and  render  impossible  any 
trickery  on  the  part  of  the  tenant  for  the 
purpose  of  postponing  a  decision ;  but 
that  would  be  effectvu^ly  done  by  the 


olause  without  fixing  a  limit  of  ffairee 
months.  The  Court  should  be  allowed 
to  judfi^  whether  the  application  was 
bond  fide  OT  notf  and  should  be  able  to 
say  to  a  tenant — **You  have  not  used 
due  diligence,  and  we  will  not  even  give 
you  three  months."  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  asked  the  Government 
not  to  adhere  to  the  limit  of  three  months, 
which  might  be  made  to  work  a  most 
grievous  injury  to  the  tenant.  This  was 
the  last  Amendment  that  would  come 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  and  he 
appealed  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
not  to  let  their  last  act  in  connection 
with  the  Bill — which  he  believed  would 
be  one  of  blessing  to  his  countrymen — 
to  be  an  ungracious  one.  He  earnestly 
appealed  to  them  not  to  let  the  last  a^ 
of  a  four  or  five  months'  discussion  be 
one  of  difference  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  he  strongly  entreated  them  to 
make  the  concession  asked  of  them.  He 
was  not  wedded  to  an  exact  phraseoloffj 
of  the  clause;  but  he  appealed  simply 
for  justice  to  the  tenant,  and  he  asked 
the  Prime  Minister  to  meet  the  Irish 
Members  a  little  more  reasonably  in  this 
matter  than  he  had  yet  indicated* 

Mb.  GBAY  said,  he  thought  the 
Amendment  would  be  quite  useless  if 
the  limit  of  three  months  were  retained 
in  it.  He  failed  to  see  upon  what  prin- 
ciple the  Government  had  arrived  at  the 
period  of  three  months.  He  would  take 
the  instance  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman said  that  a  number  of  applica- 
tions might  be  made  within  a  week  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act  for  the  fixing  of  a 
judicial  rent ;  but  had  they  any  reason 
to  believe  that  the  Commission  would  be 
constituted,  and  in  full  working  order, 
and  capable  of  fixing  judicial  rents 
within  three  months  of  me  passing  of 
the  Act?  If  not,  the  people  who  applied 
within  a  week  of  the  passing  of  the  Act 
would  have  their  interests  swept  away, 
not  on  account  of  any  fault  of  their  own, 
or  any  negligence  on  their  part,  but  be- 
cause the  Commission  had  not  been  able 
to  get  itself  into  working  order  within 
the  time  named  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himsdf.     If   they 

S reposed  any  limitation,  based  on  the 
efault  of  the  tenant,  in  any  shape  or 
form,  that  would  be  perfectly  right ;  but 
they  proposed  a  limitation,  and  gave  the 
tenant  no  n^eai^s  whatever  of  esoapiif 
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fixim  it.  He  might  use  all  due  dili- 
gence; he  mieht  make  hie  application 
on  the  yeiy  day  after  the  Act  Dassed; 
bat,  owing  to  some  delay  in  a  Govern- 
mental I^partment,  or  some  other  cir- 
eomstance  over  which  he  had  no  con- 
trol, the  right  which  it  was  professed  to 
nve  him  would  be  taken  away.  The 
Bill,  therefore,  was  ozdy  holding  out 
hopes  which  might  mislead  him.  It 
would  be  more  straightforward  to  cancel 
the  Amendment  altogether  than  propose 
the  clause  in  its  present  shape,  Because 
he  belieyed  the  Court  would  he  blocked 
by  the  number  of  Applications  which 
would  be  made  to  it.  It  would  not  be 
the  Land  Court  which  would  have  to 
decide  the  matter,  but  the  Superior 
Courts  of  the  country ;  and  surely  they 
oould  be  trusted  in  such  a  case.  If  the 
anticipation  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  were  to  come  true,  it  would 
only  show  that  every  man  who  applied 
in  thifl  wa7  would  apply  under  the  Act, 
and  would  facilitate  the  working  of  the 
Act  by  getting  a  judicial  rent  fixed.  It 
was  scarcely  reasonable  to  assume  that 
men  would  run  the  risk  of  having  a 
higher  than  a  judicial  rent  fixed  for  the 

Surpose  of  escaping  from  a  debt  that 
lev  would  be  ultimately  bound  to  pay. 
UnleBS  some  modification  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  GK>vemment  were  made,  it 
would  be  better  to  cancel  the  Amend- 
ment altogether. 

Mb.  DALY  agpreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  Ghray)  that  the 
acceptance  of  the  Ajnendment  as  it  at 
present  stood  would  not  do  good.  To 
nis  mind,  they  should  allow  the  Court, 
in  extreme  cases,  where  the  tenant  had 
made  a  hand  fide  application  at  the 
earliest  possible  time,  and,  through  no 
fault  of  his  own,  had  been  unable  to 
proceed  to  settle  before  three  months,  to 
permit  proceedings  to  be  taken.  lie 
would  propose  tiiat  the  tenant  should 
have  six  months  allowed  him ;  and  they 
must  bear  in  mind  that  by  giving  this 
time  they  would  not  be  holding  out  any 
inducement  to  the  tenants  to  cause  delay, 
because  the  power  of  extending  the  time 
would  be  given  to  the  Court.  He  would 
move  that  the  word  ''six"  be  substi- 
tuted for  the  word  **  three  "  in  the  pro- 
posed Amendment. 

Mb.    OIYAN  said,   he  thought  the 

Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 

(Sty  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  sliould  be 

\   accepted.    The  practice  of  the  County 

?      YOL.  OOLXIV.      [tuiud  series.] 


Court  Judffes  was  to  hold  their  sittings 
quarterly,  out  not  at  even  intervals  of 
three  months.  The  terms  were  at  Hilary, 
Easter,  Summer,  and  October,  and  the  in- 
terval between  the  Summer  and  October 
terms  was  always  four  months — namely, 
from  the  Ist  of  June  to  the  Ist  of  October. 
Therefore,  supposing  the  tenant  had  to 
brin^  his  action  in  the  County  Court, 
it  might  be  impossible  for  him  to  have 
his  rent  fixed  within  the  necessary  three 
months.  It  would  thus  be  evident  that 
if  the  Commissioners  adopted  the  same 
procedure  as  the  County  Court  Judges 
with  regard  to  the  holding  of  Sessions, 
an  injustice  must  fall  on  the  tenant. 
He  thought  this  hard-and-fast  rule 
should  not  be  adhered  to  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  would  strongly  recommend 
the  Prime  Minister  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  the  Government 
would  relieve  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  at  the  same  time  get  out 
of  this  difficulty,  if  they  declared  it  to  bo 
their  intention  to  appoint  a  large  num- 
ber of  Assistant  Commissioners  to  facili- 
tate the  progress  of  this  business.  That 
would  satisfy  a  laree  number  of  gentle- 
men out  in  the  Lobby  who  were  anxious 
to  get  the  appointments,  as  well  as  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  and  the  Irish  people 
generally. 

Mr.  DALY  rose  to  a  point  of  Order. 
The  Speaker  did  not  seem  to  have  caught 
tlie  fact  that  he  had  moved  an  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber move  an  Amendment  on  this  Amend- 
ment ? 

Mr.  DALY :  Yes,  if  satisfied  that 
such  judicial  rent  would  bo  fixed  in  a 
reasonable  time  ''not  exceeding  three 
months."  My  Amendment  is  to  leave 
out  the  word  **  three  *'  and  substitute 
the  word  "six." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  by  leaving  out  the 
word  "three,"  and  inserting  the  word 
"  six," — {Mr.  Z)fl/y,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
"three"  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  cannot  assent 
to  the  Amendment  that  has  been  moved. 
In  this  case  it  is  said  that  it  is  hard  a 
tenant  should  suffer  in  consequence  of 
what  might  be  the  fault  of  others ;  but 
then  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  in 
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certain  quarters  demands  would  be 
made  not  to  pay  the  rent  in  consequence 
of  the  delay  held  out  to  them  by  this 
Amendment  in  regard  to  getting  the 
judicial  rent  fixed.  I  cannot  admit  the 
danger  will  arise,  on  the  other  hand,  in 
the  degree  which  has  been  stated  by 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The 
tenant  would  not  go  into  Court  were 
he  afraid  the  rent  would  be  raised,  but 
only  if  he  expected  it  would  be  lowered. 
In  a  great  many  cases,  no  doubt,  he  will 
go  into  Court  expecting  it  to  be  lowered, 
when  his  expectations  will  not  be  real- 
ized. He  may  be  tempted  to  go  into 
Court  simply  because  of  the  prospect 
held  out  to  him  by  the  judicial  rent; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  judicial  rent 
may  be  something  with  which  to  satisfy 
the  claims  of  his  creditors.  We  agree 
in  principle  with  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City,  that  hardship  to 
the  landlords  might  result  from  the  mis- 
judgment  of  a  great  many'tenants,  when 
temptation  was  held  out  to  them  to  apply 
for  a  judicial  rent,  in  consequence  of  a 
certain  amount  of  delay  they  may  con- 
ceive they  were  likely  to  obtain.  On 
this  account  we  cannot  agree  to  a  pro- 
longation of  the  term. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  be  seized  with  an 
inexplicable  fear  of  the  operations  of 
his  own  Court.  Suppose  there  was  a 
certain  temptation  held  out  to  some  ten- 
ants, did  not  the  Court  hold  out  the 
temptation  to  the  very  worst  class  of 
lanalords''so  to  delay  the  progress  of  the 
suits  for  fixing  a  just  rent  that  sufficient 
time  and  opportunity  might  not  be  af- 
forded to  the  tenant  to  sell  out  ?  He 
thought  there  was  just  as  much  likeli- 
hood that  injustice  would  becomniitted  on 
the  one  side  as  on  the  other ;  and,  in  face 
of  the  certainty  that  great  injustice  would 
be  done  to  many  tenants  if  insufficient 
time  were  allowed  them  to  prosecute 
theirjust  claims,  he  could  not  see  how 
the  House  could  refuse  the  application 
of  the  Irish  Members. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  answered  the  question  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Givan).  It  might  be  a  legal  point  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  an- 
swer; but,  if  that  were  so,  the  Attorney 
Gheneral  was  by  his  side,  and  through 
him  he  would  be  able  to  answer.  It  I 
had  been  pointed  out  that  for  more  than 

Mr.  ekdftanf  ' 


three  months  the  Court  might  be  pre- 
vented from  going  into  a  case.  In  an* 
swer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  surely  should 
say  that  where  four  months  elapsed 
the  tenant  should  not  lose  all  bene&  of 
the  clause. 

Mb.  EEDMOND  said,  the  words  "  six 
months "  followed  the  words  ''  not  ex- 
ceeding." Therefore,  it  was  a  question 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Court  whether 
proceedings  should  be  stayed  for  more 
than  three  months  or  less.  The  Amend- 
ment would  not  fix«a  hard-and-fast  line. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  223 ' 
Noes  65:  Majority  158. —(Div.  List, 
No.  380.) 

Amendment  again  proposed  to  the 
words  so  restored, 

In  page  89,  line  26,  after  the  word  **  pend- 
ing," to  inaert  **  if  satisfied  that  such  judicial 
rent  will  he  fixed  within  a  reasonable  time,  not 
exceeding  in  any  case  three  months.'* — (Jfr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  thought 
he  and  his  hon.  Friends  would  not  be 
discharging  their  duty  if  they  allowed 
this  clause,  as  amended,  to  be  put  with- 
out making  a  much  more  strenuous  and 
serious  and  prolonged  struggle.  He 
scarcely  could  believe  that  the  (Govern- 
ment knew  the  meaning  of  their  Amend- 
ment. According  to  sub-section  3  of 
Clause  12,  a  lanmord  who  was  proceed- 
ing by  ejectment  was  bound  to  stay  the 
proceedings  until  the  termination  of  an 
application  for  the  fixing  of  a  judicial 
rent.  There  were  two  Q>urt8 — that  to 
which  the  tenant  could  go  for  a  judicial 
rent,  and  the  Court  to  which  application 
could  be  made  to  stay  proceedings.  How 
could  the  Court  which  was  to  stav  pro- 
ceedings have  official  knowledge  of  what 
had  been  done  by  the  Court  dealing 
with  a  judicial  rent?  He  did  not  wish 
to  offer  anv  obstructive  opposition,  and, 
therefore,  he  would  not  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  though  he 
thought  the  importance  of  the  question 
would  have  justified  that  course.  He 
only  desired  to  mark  his  sense  of  the 
action  of  the  Government,  and  he  hoped 
his  hon.  Friend  would  persist  in  his 
opposition  until  the  Amendment  was  a 
little  more  amendeij, 
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Kb.  DAWSON  aaid,  he  thonght  the 
Amendment  a  departarefcom  dause  12. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SIJLIJVAN  complained 
that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  had  had  no 
assistance  in  this  matter  from  the  rieht 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gib- 
son), at  whose  instance  the  scope  of  this 
Amendment  was  enlarged  on  a  former 
occasion.  The  Government  proposed  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Cily  of  Cork  (Mr.  Famell) 
as  to  the  landlords,  when  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  pointed  out  that 
it  would  be  only  half  effectual  as  long  as 
other  creditors  were  allowed  to  proceed. 
For  that  service  they  would  never  cease  to 
be  grateful  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
(Gentleman  —  [Zau^A^]— though  they 
believed  he  h^  been  taken  to  task  by 
his  own  Friends.  The  credit  was  due  to 
him,  and  not  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork.  The  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  thought  they  had 
not  foughtthe  matter  strenuously  enough. 
He  himself  felt  veiy  stronglv  upon  it, 
but  he  hoped  at  this  stage  they  would 
not  be  wanting  in  dignity  in  their  oppo- 
sition. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  delighted 
to  get  gratitude  from  any  quarter  of  the 
House,  but  he  must  repudiate  the  smallest 
responsibility  in  this  matter. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  protested  earnestly 
against  the  manner  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  yielded  to  pressure  — 
which  could  hardly  be  called  worthy 
pressure— and  had  withdrawn  the  most 
just  concession  which  they  originally 
made.  This  limitation  of  three  months 
would  practically  destroy  the  effect  of 
the  concession,  and  would  render  it 
purely  nominal  and  nugatory ;  and  the 
Government  might  as  well  understand 
from  the  Irish  Party  that  they  recog- 
nized what  the  Government  had  done, 
and  that  notwithstanding  all  the  magni- 
ficent language  of  their  supporters  with 
regard  to  the  rights  of  the  people  they 
had  yielded  on  a  matter  of  the  first 
importance  to  the  Irish  people.  It  would 
he  more  manlv  to  strike  out  the  con- 
cession altogether,  for  it  was  perfectly 
worthless  as  it  stood.  It  was  only 
another  proof  that  the  Government  had 
come  to  their  conclusion  without  regard 
to  the  Party  which  represented  the  Irish 
tenantry ;  and  he  was  sorry  that  a  larger 
number  of  that  Party  did  not  feel  that 
{he  first  consideration  on  this  matter  was 


not  exactly  the  dignity  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  the  necessary  defence  of  the 
Irish  tenantry.  This  was  a  sop  to  the 
noble  incorrigibles  and  irreconcileables 
in  *'  another  place,"  and  to  them  the  in- 
terests of  the  Irish  people  were  being 
sacrificed. 

Question  put. 

The  House  (^tVti^i^:— Ayes  210;  Noes 
34  :  Majority  176.— (Div.  List,  No.  381.) 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  had  another 
Amendment  to  move,  which  would  give 
the  Government  a  last  chance  of  acting 
in  a  straightforward  manner — a  manner 
which  he  begged  to  say  they  had  not 
adopted  in  the  way  in  which  they  had 
met  the  Amendments  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  thought  it  would  have  been 
far  more  straightforward  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  adopted  the  Lords'  A.mendments, 
rather  than  have  sought  to  carry  out  the 
objects  of  the  Lords  in  a  disguised 
fashion.  That  was  what  had  happened. 
The  Government  appeared  to  have  been 
afraid  to  adopt  the  Amendments  of  the 
Lords  in  a  straightforward  fashion,  and 
they  had  sought,  in  a  roundabout  way, 
and  in  a  disguised  fashion,  to  carry  out  the 
object  of  the  Lords  in  the  rejection  of 
the  last  part  of  this  clause.  He  thought, 
after  the  strong  expression  of  opinion 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
a  different  course  might  have  been  pur- 
sued. The  provisions  of  the  clause,  as 
they  stood,  were  at  present  not  worth 
anything ;  and,  for  his  part,  he  would 
prefer  to  see  them  cut  out  of  the  Bill 
altogether,  than  that  it  should  be  sup- 
posed that  the  Government  had  made 
any  concession  in  the  matter.  The  con- 
cession was  perfectly  worthless,  and  he 
made  the  Government  a  present  of  it. 
He  bogged  to  move,  after  the  word 
"  months,"  to  add  the  words — 

**  And  if  satisfied  that,  although  such  judi- 
cial rent  cannot  bo  fixed  within  such  period  of 
three  months,  said  inability  has  arisen  from  no 
collusion  or  default  on  the  part  of  the  tenant, 
and  that  such  rent  can  be  fixed  within  any  fur- 
ther reasonable  period." 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
was  reluctant  to  take  part  in  any  pro- 
longed discussion  of  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  must  point  out  that  the  advan- 
tages which  the  Government  intended 
to  give  would  be  illusory.     It  was  per- 
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fectly  clear  that  upon  a  full  oonsideration 
of  the  clause,  as  amended,  it  would  be 
found  that,  in  effect,  it  conferred  no  ad- 
vantages upon  the  tenant  at  all.  In  the 
first  place,  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  this  was  a  question  not  of  the  Court 
absolutely  saying  that  the  proceedings 
should  be  stayed,  but  simply  of  giving 
to  the  Court  a  discretion  as  to  the  period 
during  which  the  proceedings  might  be 
stayed.  It  must  be  recollected  that  al- 
ready the  Court  might  impose  restrictions 
as  to  the  limit  of  time,  and  certain  other 
conditions,  such  as  requiring  security  to 
be  given,  and  so  forth.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  county  of  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Givan),  who  had  himself  had  great  prac- 
tical experience,  having  himself,  been  a 
practising  solicitor  in  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions Courts,  had  pointed  out  that  it  was 
utterly  impossible,  in  the  course  of  three 
months,  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
rent  at  all.  But  the  application  to  stay 
proceedings  was  to  be  made  to  the  Court 
in  which  the  proceedings  were  pending, 
and  that  might  be  the  Court  of  Quarter 
Sessions 

Mr.  GIBSON :  No,  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  is  mistaken. 

Mr.  CHAELES  EUSSELL  :  Why 
not? 

Mr.  GIBSON :  It  must  be  made  in 
one  of  the  Superior  Courts. 

Mr.  CHAELES  EUSSELL  believed 
that  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  correct ;  but  what  was  to  be  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  ?  It  would  not 
be  a  question  of  which  the  Court  had  any 
judicial  cognizance.  But,  within  very 
narrow  limits,  it  would  be  called  upon  to 
exercise  a  judicial  discretion  with  refer- 
ence to  what  another  Court,  of  which 
they  knew  nothing,  might  do  as  to  the 
fixing  of  a  judicial  rent.  He  would 
point  out  that  a  close  analogy  prevailed 
between  Section  13  of  the  Bill,  as  it  was 
returned  from  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
Section  12,  as  it  was  sent  up  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  present  sec- 
tion in  regard  to  the  question  of  stay- 
ing the  proceedings.  For  all  practic^ 
purposes,  there  was  a  true  and  close 
uialogy  between  the  two  cases.  Sec- 
tion 13  dealt  with  the  question  of  pro- 
ceedings in  an  ejectment  for  the  re- 
covery of  possession  of  a  holding,  and 
it  provided  that  the  Court  should  have 
power  to^  stay  the  proceedings  in  eject- 
ment at  its  discretion,  and  on  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  it  might  think  right  to 


impose,  until  theiudicnal  rent  should  be 
determined.  What  was  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  present  section  ?  It  was 
a  proceeding,  not  in  a  matter  of  eject- 
ment, but  under  a  fi  fa,  in  compliance 
with  the  judgment  of  a  Superior  Court. 
It  souffht  to  realize  the  judgment  by  the 
sale  of  the  tenant's  interest  in  the  hold- 
ing, which  would  be  just  as  effectual,  so 
far  as  the  tenant  was  concerned,  as  an 
ejectment,  or  even  more  so,  because  in 
the  one  case  there  would  be  a  period  of 
six  months  for  redemption,  whereas  in 
the  other  the  period  was  to  be  for  the 
discretion  of  the  Court  to  determine. 
Why  a  hard-and-fast  line  of  three  months 
should  be  now  drawn,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
imagine.  He  fully  admitted  that  the  Bill, 
as  it  stood,  was  a  valuable  Bill  in  the 
interests  of  the  tenant ;  but  it  also  gave 
full  security  to  the  landlord  whenever  the 
tenant's  interest  was  sold.  By  Clause  1 ,  in 
sub-section  16,  every  charge  and  claim 
the  landlord  had  for  rent,  or  damage,  or 
breach  of  contract,  was  made  a  first 
charge  upon  the  proceeds  of  the  sale. 
He  was  exceedingly  sorrv  that  this 
matter  had  not  been  thought  out  more 
carefully  by  the  Qt)vemment  in  order  to 
see  what  the  result  would  be,  and  he 
was  afraid  that  the  clause  very  much 
diminished  the  advantages  which  the 
Bill  professed  to  give. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  remarked,  that 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  very 
much  mistaken  in  the  inference  he  had 
drawn  that  the  question  had  not  been 
carefully  considered  by  the  Gt>vemment. 
It  had,  indeed,  been  very  carefully  con- 
sidered. But  it  must  be  recollected  that 
there  mifi;ht  be  a  creditor  who  was  not 
the  landlord,  and  who  had  no  connec- 
tion with  the  landlord — an  ordinary 
creditor  who  simply  wanted  his  money. 
The  debtor  who  owed  the  money  found 
himself  unable  to  discharge  the  debt, 
and  if  the  creditor  obtained  judgment, 
an  execution  might  sweep  away  all 
the  debtor's  chattels  without  affecting 
the  tenancy  at  all.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Givan)  stated 
that  the  Sessions  only  sat  at  particular 
seasons  of  the  year,  with  an  interval  in 
one  season  of  four  months,  and  con- 
tended that  the  limitation  it  was  pro- 
posed to  fix  in  thA  clause  would  render 
it  valueless,  because  three  months  would 
not  bring  them  to  anything  like  the 
the  time  of  the  Court's  sitting.    But  H^ 
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qnmlion  wli4  not  one  between  a  July  and 
an  October  BessionB ;  and  the  difRculty 
suggested  did  not,  in  fact,  arise  at  all. 
The  argument  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
C.  Bnssell)  pointed  to  an  application 
to  a  Buperior  Court  in  which  a  case 
was  pending,  and  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  asked— "What  can  the  Court 
know  as  to  what  is  going  on  in  the 
Inferior  Court,  by  which  the  judicial 
rent  is  to  be  fixed?"     He  presumed 
the  Superior  Court  would  act  upon  sworn 
eyidenoe,  and  would  have  full  capacity 
to  form  a  judgment  as  to  what  amount 
of  judicial  rent  would  be  fixed ;  at  any 
rate,  that  was  a  difficulty  which  must  be 
encountered  in  any  form  of  the  clause. 
Therefore,  he  did  not  see  that  there  was 
much  force  in  the  argument  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  and  they  must  trust 
that  the  Court,  instead  of  knowing  no- 
thing of  the  merits  of  the  case,  would  be 
Bopplied  with  full  information.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  however,  in  the  same 
breath,  asked    that   the    Court    above 
should  be  capable  of  extending  the  period 
of  time  as  long  as  it  deemed  reasonable ; 
but,  according  to  the  argument  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  lie  (the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland)  did  not  see  how 
the  Court  could  measure  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  application  if  it  was  true,  as 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  alleged, 
that  it  could  know  nothing  about  the 
merits  of  the  case.    There  was  no  ana- 
logy between  a  case  where  the  tenant 
had  primd  facte  a  right  to  have  a  judicial 
rent  fixed  and  to  claim  a  statutory  term, 
and  in  which  the  landlord,  nevertheless, 
desired  to  take  possession  of  the  hold- 
ing, and  the  case  of  an  outside  creditor 
who  simply  required  to  recover  a  debt 
— a  shopkeeper,  for  instance.    It  would 
be  unfair  to  ask  such  a  creditor  to  post- 
pone his  rights  indefinitely.     The  Go- 
vernment thought  that    three  months 
would  be  a  reasonable  time.    In  the 
first  place,  they  had  made  provision  to 
protect  the  interest  of  the  tenant,  and 
now  they  felt  they  were  bound  also  to 
guard  the  interests  and  rights  of  outside 
oreditors.     Under  these  circumstances, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  unable 
to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
Ckmend,  who  appeared  to  have  listened 
attentivelY  to  tne  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Monagmm  (Mr.  Givan)  and 


the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk (Mr.  C.  Russell),  had  not  paid  the 
same  attention  to  the  Amendment  itself, 
which  said  that  it  should  be  through  no 
default  of  the  tenant  that  the  inability 
had  arisen.  It  might  be  through  tho 
default  of  the  Government.  Suppose, 
for  instance,  that  there  was  a  dispute 
between  the  Irish  Office  and  the  Trea- 
sury upon  such  a  question  as  that  of 
salaries,  and  the  Commission  found  itself 
unable  to  get  into  working  order.  The 
House  had  no  assurance  yet  as  to  when 
the  Commissioners  would  be  appointed 
and  be  able  to  proceed  with  the  work. 
All  they  knew  was  that  the  Commis- 
sioners were  to  be  appointed  before  the 
end  of  the  year,  and  long  before  the 
month  of  November  there  might  be  ap- 
plications to  the  Court  to  fix  a  judicial 
rent.  He  considered  the  Bill,  as  a  whole, 
a  grand  measure ;  but  this  Amendment 
of  the  Government  made  the  clause  no- 
thing better  than  a  miserable  sham. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  it  was  in  the  interest 
of  the  creditors,  other  than  the  landlord, 
that  the  Amendment  proposed  by  his 
hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  Pamell)  should  be 
adopted.  If  a  shopkeeper  or  a  trader  of 
any  kind  could  not  get  what  was  due  to 
him  by  the  tenant,  he  could  not  sell  the 
property  of  the  tenant  if  there  was  rent 
due  to  the  landlord.  A  man  had  a  right 
to  claim  a  judicial  rent  for  his  holding ; 
but  it  was  proper  that  the  suggestion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  should  be  accepted,  be- 
causeit  enabled,  within  reasonable  limits, 
and  subject  always  to  the  judgment  of 
the  Court,  the  assets  realizable  by  the 
tenant  to  be  appropriated  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  of  the  tenant.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  bond  fids 
justice  to  all  parties,  and  the  position 
taken  by  the  Government  in  regard  to  it 
was  untenable  from  beginning  to  end. 
He  trusted  the  small  modicum  of  justice 
contained  in  the  Amendment  would  not 
be  denied  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  STOKEY  said,  the  aspect  of  the 
two  Front  Benches  did  not  hold  out  to 
them  much  prospect  of  justice  being 
done  in  this  matter.  What  was  meant 
by  the  emptiness  of  the  Opposition 
Front  Bench?  Eight  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  usually  occupied  that  Bench  recog- 
nized that  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  put  into  the  clause  by  the  Members 
of  the  Government  was  an  Amendment 
which,  practically,  carried  out  all  they 
desired.     He  held  some  old-fashioned 
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notions  against  interfering  with  the 
hond  fide  colleotion  of  honest  debts,  and 
therefore  he  did  not  disagree  with  the 
Lords'  Amendment  so  far  as  ordinary 
traders  were  concerned  ;  but  the  section 
of  the  clause  which  was  put  in  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  not  meant 
by  him  to  have  relation  to  the  ordinary 
creditor,  but  to  deal  with  the  landlord — 
it  was  against  the  landlord  it  was  mainly 
directed,  and  very  properly  so.  The  ordi- 
nary creditors  had  no  object  in  forcing  on 
actions  against  the  tenant  so  as  to  evict 
them  ;  their  interest,  on  the  contrary, 
rested  in  waiting  until  the  debt  could  be 
paid.  But  the  object  of  the  landlords, 
or  the  object  of  certain  landlords  at 
any  rate,  was  to  use  the  powers  of  the 
Bill  in  a  way  that  would  rid  them  of 
their  tenants.  The  Government  recog- 
nized this,  and  in  Clause  12  they  pro- 
vided against  it.  Why  did  the  Go- 
vernment do  that?  Because  they  re- 
cognized that  the  obiect  of  the  land- 
lord, although  ostensibly  to  get  his  rent, 
was  really  to  get  rid  of  the  tenant  and 
get  hold  of  the  farm.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land would  not  deny  that  this  was  the 
case,  because,  when  it  was  pointed  out 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  that  he  had  not  pro- 
vided for  all  the  methods  the  landlord 
might  adopt  to  get  rid  of  the  tenant,  he 
frankly  admitted  he  thought  they  had 
done  so,  and  said  if  they  had  not 
they  would  immediately  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
order  to  shut  all  the  doors  by  which  a 
landlord  might,  while  ostensibly  seeking 
to  get  his  rent,  clear  his  estate.  What 
was  the  position  now?  Under  Clause 
12,  which  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  thought  covered  all  the  possible 
chances  of  the  landlord  clearing  the 
tenants  from  their  holdings,  the  Court 
had  power  to  suspend  the  action  of  the 
landlord  until  the  statutory  term  and 

i'udical  rent  were  fixed.  What  did  the 
Lon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  ask  ? 
Simply  this — that  if  the  landlord,  in- 
stead of  taking  the  front-door,  should 
take  the  back-door,  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  forgotten  al- 
together—if the  landlord  used  the  back- 
way  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  his 
object,  the  Government  should  place  the 
same  difficulties  in  his  way.  The  Go- 
vernment ooold  not  defend  the  position 


they  assumed.  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  did  not  defend  it ;  and  if  any 
hon.  Gentleman  was  so  disposed,  he 
(Mr.  Storey)  would  ask  him  what  answer 
could  be  made  to  his  contention  that, 
if  it  was  fair  and  just  to  prevent  a  land- 
lord from  clearing  his  estate  in  one  way, 
it  was  equally  just  and  right  to  beset 
him  with  obstacles  if  he  adopted  another 
mode  of  securing  the  same  end?  He 
had  been  a  pretty  steady  supporter  of 
the  Government  throughout  all  the  dis- 
cussions of  the  Bill ;  but  while  it  had 
been  his  duty  on  some  occasions  to  vote 
against  the  Government  and  in  favour 
of  widening  the  scope  of  the  mea- 
sure, he  must  recognize  the  general  and 
conspicuous  fairness  with  which  the  ob- 
jections raised  by  the  Members  from 
Ireland  had  been  met  by  the  Occupants 
of  the  Treasury  Bench.  He  appealed 
to  them  not  to  commit  a  lasting  injustice 
to-night.  If  they  did  not  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  they  would  allow  the  BiU 
to  pass  with  a  manifest  injustice  upon 
the  face  of  it,  because,  under  one  of  its 
clauses,  Irish  landlords  might  achieve 
an  object  which  the  majority  of  the 
House  did  not  desire  to  see  accomplished 
— namely,  the  clearing  of  estates. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEBsaid,  he  would 
not  go  over  the  arguments  advanced  by 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Storey).  Ordinary 
creditors  were  not  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  landlord,  and  the  Government 
had  endeavoured  to  meet  their  case  as 
far  as  they  could. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  shared  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Storey), 
that  the  satisfaction  of  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  in  this  matter  was  evident. 
They  had  gone  to  bed,  leaving  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  to  look  after  their  in- 
terests ;  they  had  departed,  leaving  the 
worthy  Alderman  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler)  in 
charge.  He  was  sorry  the  Government 
had  made  up  their  minds  not  to  yield  on 
this  occasion,  because  he  felt  that  the 
operation  of  the  clause  would  be  in  many 
cases  to  defeat  the  equities  of  the  Irish 
tenant. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  Govern- 
ment affected  very  deep  interest  for  the 
general  creditors  of  the  Irish  tenant 
Too  much  stress  could  not  be  laid  on  the 
fact  that,  in  placing  in  the  hands  of  the 
landlords  the  power  of  turning  out  the 
tenant  before  the  Court  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  fixing  the  judioial  ren^  tiie 
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Gorenunenty  wliile  imajeining  they  were 
Bnppozting  the  rights  of  the  creditors  in 
general,  were  really  sacrificing  those 
rights.  As  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  Storey)  had  pointed  out,  it 
was  not  to  the  interest  of  ordinary 
creditors  to  force  the  property  of  the 
tenant  into  the  market.  The  moment  a 
judicial  rent  was  fixed  upon  the  over- 
rented holding  the  tenant  right  would 
go  up  immediately,  and  the  assets  with 
which  the  claims  of  the  general  creditors 
would  be  satisfied  would  be  increased. 
It  was  to  the  interest  of  the  general 
creditor  to  give  ample  time  in  wmch  the 
tenant  could  meet  nis  debts,  while  it  was 
to  the  interest  of  the  grasping  landlord 
to  sell  out  the  tenant  and  get  the  pro- 
perty finally  and  entirely  into  his  own 
hands.  The  Qovemment  had  entirely 
forgotten  that  such  was  the  misery  of 
Irish  tenants  that  they  had  had  to  intro- 
duce in  the  Bill  a  clause  facilitating  the 
payment  of  arrears.  Was  it  not  the 
fact  that  there  were  some  250,000  tenants 
in  Ireland  so  hopelessly  in  arrear,  owing 
to  the  recent  bad  seasons,  that  if  the  full 
feroe  of  the  law  were  used  against  them 
they  must  completely  fail  to  pay  their 
debts,  and  that  they  would  conseauently 
be  exposed  to  be  turned  out  under  the 
operation  of  the  clause,  as  it  had  now 
lieen  transformed  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ?  Did  they  not  know  that  the 
landlord  party  regarded  this  Bill  as  the 
commencement  of  a  new  era  of  just 
rents,  and  therefore,  practically,  the 
death  of  landlordism  in  Ireland  ?  Was 
it  not  a  fact  that  from  the  time  this  Bill 
came  into  operation  the  landlords  in 
Ireland  would  be  practically  little  more 
than  rent-chargers  on  their  estates? 
When  the  tenants  had  their  rights,  the 
power  of  the  landlords  over  their  estates, 
as  ihej  and  their  forefathers  had  under- 
stood it  for  generations,  would  be  gone 
for  ever.  This  was  their  last  chance, 
and  they  had  a  perfect  right  to  do  all 
in  their  power  to  protect  their  interests. 
If  they  did  not  take  advantage  of  this 
opportunity,  it  would  be  their  own  loss, 
for  they  would  never  have  such  another. 
Did  hon .  Members  not  know  that  the  laud- 
lords  had  a  powerful  organization,  and 
that  hundreds  and  thousands  of  pounds 
had  been  subscribed  for  the  purpose  of 
furthering  the  objects  of  the  Emergency 
Oommittee.  And  was  it  not  equally  well 
kzu>wn  that  this  Oommittee  had  shown 
great  energy  whilst  working  even  in  the 
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face  of  that  larger  organization  the  Land 
League  ?  Did  they  not  know  that  more 
money  would  be  subscribed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  writs  against  tenants 
in  arrear  who  were  unable  to  pay  their 
debts?  Did  they  not  know  that  from 
one  end  of  Ireland  to  another  tens  of 
thousands  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
were  menaced  by  the  substitution  of  this 
clause  for  that  to  which  the  Government 
originally  pledged  themselves  to  com- 
plete and  final  exclusion,  not  only  from 
the  benefits  of  the  Bill,  but  from  the  very 
possession  of  their  holdings  ?  Under  this 
clause,  which  the  weakness  and  foolish- 
ness and  reversal  of  good  faith  of  the 
Qovemment  were  now  forcing  on  the 
Irish  Members  and  the  Irish  people,  all 
the  good  which  would  be  effected  by  the 
rest  of  the  Bill  would  be  undone.  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Storey)  had  said,  what  was  the  use  of 
shutting  up  the  front  door  by  which  the 
landlord  could  get  into  possession  of  the 
tenant's  property,  if  they  left  open  the 
side-door  and  the  back-door  through 
which  he  could  just  as  easily  enter  ?  It 
was  true  that  until  recently  the  land- 
lords were  not  disposed  to  make  use  of 
the  writ  of/  fa  against  the  tenants,  and 
had  preferred  to  act  on  writs  of  eject- 
ment. The  Courts,  however,  were  of 
opinion  that  actions  for  ejectment  should 
be  stayed  until  the  Bill  had  had  a  fair 
opportunity  of  working ;  but  that  only 
threw  back  the  whole  landlord  body  on 
the  other  alternative — one  which  was 
still  more  efficient  than  action  for  eject- 
ment would  be  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances. Of  course,  applications  for  writs 
of/  fa  would  be  carried  into  the  Superior 
Oourts.  Of  course,  the  landlords  would 
not  allow  themselves  to  be  robbed,  as 
they,  from  their  point  of  view,  believed 
they  were  being  robbed,  under  the  re- 
medial Bill  of  the  Government.  They 
would  use  every  legal  means  in  their 
power  to  protect  themselves ;  and  why 
should  they  not?  They  would  use 
writs  oi  Ji  fa  to  clear  the  tenants  off  the 
land  before  there  had  been  a  legal  rent 
fixed,  and  before  the  assets  of  the 
tenant  had  risen  in  value — before  it 
would  be  incumbent  on  the  landlord, 
before  he  could  clear  out  the  tenant,  to 
pay  a  very  heavy  price  indeed  for  the 
goodwill  of  his  farm.  It  would  be  the 
worst  landlords  who  would  be  benefitted 
by  the  opportunity  the  Government 
offered  them.    The  bad  landlords,  whp 

IThird  N*qhL\ 


Digitized  uy 


■  X^  'K^   TL    !_> 


1616 


£aHiZau> 


[OOMMONS] 


ilrekmJ)  BiU. 


1«16 


had  reduced  the  tenant  right  on  their 
estates  to  a  merely  nominal  value — who 
had  reduced  the  tenant's  right  to  zero — 
would  be  the  persons  who  would  enter 
without  any  trouble  under  a  writ  of 
fi  fa  on  the  tenant's  property.  The 
tenant's  assets  would  be  so  small  that 
they  would  be  all  swallowed  up  ;  but  it 
would  be  quite  different  if  they  gave 
the  tenant  time  to  acquire  a  sound  and 
solid  position  under  the  Bill.  They 
must  take  all  these  circumstances  into 
consideration — that  this  was  the  last 
chance  of  the  landlords ;  that  many  of 
them  were,  from  their  point  of  view, 
justly  irritated,  believing  that  they  re- 
cognized in  the  measure  the  final  extinc- 
tion of  proprietorial  rights,  as  they 
had  enjoyed  them  for  generations,  and 
that  the  landlords  considered  that  they 
owed  less  than  nothing  to  the  existing 
tenants,  and  that  they  had  been  most 
unjustly  treated  by  the  tenants  and  the 
tenants'  organization.  He  did  not  enter 
into  the  landlord's  point  of  view  ;  but  it 
was  notorious  in  the  House  that  the 
proprietorial  classes  did  entertain  this 
view  as  to  the  tenants  and  the  tenants' 
organization.  It  would  be  seen,  then, 
that  the  landlords  must  use  the  opportu- 
nity afforded  by  the  Government  in  lieu 
of  all  the  other  opportunities  taken  away 
from  them.  It  was,  he  maintained, 
simply  useless  and  futile  to  close  against 
the  landlords  two  or  three  doors  when 
they  left  open  others  through  which  the 
whole  party  could  advance  with  perfect 
security. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  using  precisely 
the  same  arguments  over  and  over  again, 
and  that  he  is,  therefore,  trifling  with 
the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  no 
wish  to  trifle  with  the  House,  but  only 
desired  to  make  good  the  charge  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  trifling 
with  the  Irish  tenantry.  He  was  de- 
fending the  interests  of  his  own  people, 
which  were  threatened  with  serious  in- 
jury through  the  feebleness  and  weak- 
ness and  breaking  of  faith  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qt)vernment  had  been  guilty  of. 
He  and  his  Friends  had  been  sent  there 
to  defend  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
people.  Only  a  few  days  ago  they  left 
these  interests,  with  confidence,  in  the 
hands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
but  that  confidence  had  been  betrayed, 
and  the  Ghnreniment  had  handed  over 

Mr.  ffDmnett 


the  Irish  people,  under  ooveir  of  a  mo8t 
illusory  and  worthless  Amendment,  to 
their  greatest  enemy.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve— he  did  not  wish  to  believe — ^that 
the  Prime  Minister  had  fully  realiMd 
the  importance  of  his  action.  The  riKht 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  seen  the  im- 
portance of  the  point — he  had  never  dis- 
covered it  himself— and  it  required  the 
Irish  Party — the  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Party — ^to  point  out  this  vast  gap  in  the 
Bill.  He  (Mr.  O'DonneU)  believed  that 
at  the  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
left  the  House  he  did  not  see  this  gap. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone 
away,  and,  seemingly,  had  left  no  power 
of  altering  or  accepting  any  proposal. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  advisable,  under 
the  circumstcmoes,  for  them  to  adjourn 
the  debate  to  give  the  Cabinet  an  op- 
portunity of  meeting  to  consider  the 
question.  The  Cabinet  would  find  itself 
race  to  face  with  a  question  the  maeni- 
iude  of  which  they  did  not  yet  realize ; 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be 
much  better,  instead  of  taking  part  in  a 
discussion  without  having  any  power  to 
accept  Amendments  or  alter  the  policy  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  to  adjourn  the  de- 
bate in  order  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  this  grave  issue  which  uiey 
provoked,  and  in  the  face  of  which  they 
— the  Irish  Members— dared  not  refdse 
to  do  their  duty.  No  Irish  Member 
would  falter  on  this  point.  None  of 
them  would  be  able  to  face  their  oonsti- 
tuents  unless  they  made  the  most  stre- 
nuous opposition  to  the  treacherous  con- 
duct of  the  Government. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  had  tried 
to  trace  an  analogy  where  none  existed, 
and  had  denied  another  analoCT  which 
was  patent  to  all.  The  value  of  chattels 
might  be  easily  ascertained,  and  the 
goods  sold ;  but  this  was  not  the  case 
with  a  tenancy.  There  was  no  analogy 
between  the  two  kinds  of  property ;  but 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  denied  an  analogy  between  the 
clause  and  the  provision  it  was  now 
sought  to  pass,  which  analogy  was  pal- 
pable. They  prevented  during  the  trial 
of  the  value  of  a  tenancy  the  landlord, 
or  anyone  else,  from  ooming  in  to  de- 
termine that  tenancy.  They  made  them 
wait  for  the  decision  of  the  Court ;  but 
in  this  provision  they  opened  a  retreat — 
they  put  into  the  cup— as  they  idways 
did  when  they  gave  anything  to  Ireland 
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— something  which  poiflotied  all.  They 
always  left  something  to  poison  the 
message  of  peace  they  sent  to  Ireland. 
The  principle  of  gi^e  and  take  which 
was  now  being  practised  was  not  credit- 
able to  this  great  Government.  First 
they  gave  a  thing  to  Ireland  and  then 
they  took  it  back.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  had  on  one  occasion  condemned 
this  practice,  declaring  that  there  was  no- 
thing whidi  so  much  ofiPended  the  people 
as  tiucing  back  with  one  haiid  what  ^ey 
had  given  with  the  other.  Did  the  Go- 
TOitiment  think  they  had  a  right  to  prac- 
tice this  upon  Ireland  when  they  knew, 
on  the  authority  of  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  tiiat  it  would 
not  be  submitted  to  in  England  ?  They 
had  expected  from  the  other  House  a 
meddling  with  the  Bill,  a  deterioration 
of  its  principles,  and  a  want  of  appre- 
ciation of  its  effcQts ;  but  they  had  not 
expected  it  from  the  Prime  Minister  and 
the  Occupants  of  the  front  Ministerial 
Bench.  The  Bill  as  originally  framed 
would  have  brought  about  a  great  revo- 
lution, and  after  it  had  been  amended 
in  the  House  of  Commons  it  would  have 
brought  about  a  still  greater  and  more 
beneficial  revolution ;  and  he  was  very 
sorry  that  at  the  last  hour  they  should 
advise  the  opening  of  a  door  through 
which  the  landlords  would  escape  in 
crowds.  ■ 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  this  was 
another  specimen  of  that  which  had 
been  called  putting  down  the  foot  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  Let  it  be 
known,  therefore,  that  they  were  put- 
ting the  foot  down  upon  Irish  opinion — 
upon  the  Irish  peojue.  Let  it  be  con- 
sidered how  Irish  opinion  had  been  de- 
clared on  this  subject  to-night — how  the 
Irish  Members  had  acted  and  voted. 
It  would  be  found  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers were  almost  unanimously  opposed 
to  the  clause  brought  forward  by  the 
Prime  Minister.  He  (Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan) 
was  very  sorry  that  such  a  large  measure 
as  this  should  have  such  a  nasty  ending. 
The  head  and  body  of  this  Bill  might 
be  the  head  and  body  of  a  lion,  but 
the  Government  were  now  attaching 
to  the  carcase  a  very  ridiculous  caudsu 
appendage.  He  should  call  it  the 
tail  of  a  little  cur,  only  that  there 
was  a  sting  in  it  which  was  a  thing 
not  to  be  found  in  the  tail  of  a 
puppy.    This  dause  went  fax  towards 
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marring  the  efficacy  of  the  whole  mea' 
sure.  It  struck  down  the  hopes  of  the 
Irish  people,  and  it  would  go  a  great 
way  in  the  future  towards  creating,  not 
peace  and  contentment,  but  disappoint- 
ment and  strife.  It  was  for  Ihese  strong 
and  sufficient  reasons  that  they  (the 
Irish  Members)  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
night,  and  at  the  very  end  of  this  im- 
portant measure,  took  the  stand  they 
were  now  taking.  It  was  for  no  light 
consideration  that  the  Irish  Members 
were  adopting  their  present  course.  It 
was  from  no  wish  to  delay  other  Busi- 
ness—["  Oh !  "]  No  ;  it  was  nothing  of 
the  kind.  It  was  no  pleasure  to  the 
Irish  Members  to  prolong  these  discus- 
sions. It  was  no  pleasure  to  them  to  sit 
up  until  a  late  hour  putting  forward  opi- 
nions which  they  knew  were  not  agree- 
able to  Members  of  the  House.  But  they 
were  acting  here  under  a  strong  sense 
of  duty  and  of  the  obligations  imposed 
on  them,  and  with  the  knowledge  that 
behind  them  was  Ireland,  who  was 
watching  the  fate  of  this  measure  with 
great  anxiety,  and  who  would  murmer 
very  loudly  if  this  mischievous  addendum 
were  allowed  to  be  put  at  the  end  of  the 
Bill.  And  if  this  measure  was  intended 
to  be,  as  it  no  doubt  was  intended  to  be, 
a  message  of  peace  to  Ireland,  what  a 
pity  it  was  that,  at  the  very  last  mo- 
ment, this  declaration  of  war  should  be 
put  into  the  very  last  words  of  the  mea- 
sure. He  believed  that  if  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  heard  the  arguments  against 
the  Amendment  he  would  have  given 
way,  or  made  some  concession.  On 
many  occasions  during  the  discussion 
of  this  Bill  the  Prime  Minister  had 
weighed  and  considered  arguments 
which  were  put  before  him,  and  he  did 
not  think  it  unreasonable  to  suppose 
that  he  would  have  impartially  given 
his  mind  to  the  arguments  against 
this  Amendment.  He  thought  it  would 
be  only  fair  to  the  Prime  Minister,  fair 
to  the  measure,  *  and  fair  to  the  Irish 
nation,  that  the  Prime  Minister  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  hearing  the 
arguments ;  and  for  that  reason  he 
would  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr  T.  D.  Sullivan.) 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  I  cannot  for 
a  moment  assent  to  the  Motion.    The 
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hon.  Member  wishes  to  give  the  Prime  • 
Minister  an  opportunity  again  to  con- 
sider this  matter.  The  Prime  Minister 
has  considered  it.  The  arguments  have 
been  already  stated,  and  he  answered 
them  in  one  of  the  speeches  he  made. 
But  I  must  bring  before  the  House  that 
the  question  of  adjournment  to-night  is 
not  a  mere  question  of  the  convenience 
of  this  House  or  of  Members  at  this 
late  period  of  the  Session.  It  is  a  mat- 
ter of  critical  importance  to  the  fate 
of  this  Bill.  If  we  adjourn  now,  I 
am  not  going  beyond  the  truth  in  say- 
ing that  the  Bill  will  be  endangered, 
and  I  must  call  upon  hon.  Members 
who  wish  to  make  the  Bill  secure  to 
support  us  in  getting  through  the  Bill 
to-night. 

Mb.  storey  said,  bethought  that  if 
the  Government  were  now  in  alittle  diffi- 
culty they  had  themselves  to  blame.  He 
was  so  new  a  Member  that  he  did  not 
expect  that  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
answer  his  arguments ;  but  he  did  ex- 
pect that  he  or  someone  else  would  have 
answered  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  0. 
Bussell)  and  others.  He  was  not  so 
foolish  as  to  think  that  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary had  attempted  to  answer  what  he 
had  said;  but  he  thought  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  shown  more 
courtesy,  and  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
answer  him,  the  House  would  have  been 
nearer  the  end  of  the  matter  than  they 
now  were.  What  had  the  Government 
done?  They  had  not  attempted  to  answer 
the  arguments ;  they  had  simply  said — 
**We  cannot  agree."  Well,  that  was 
not  the  way  to  get  anything  settled  in 
this  House,  or  anywhere  else.  He  would 
not  address  the  Chief  Secretary  again ; 
but  he  would  put  to  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  whose  courtesy  he  was 
willing  to  admit,  a  consideration  which 
weighed  with  him  at  present  sufficiently 
to  induce  him  to  vote  against  the  Go- 
vernment. Was  it  not  his  purpose  in 
Clause  12  to  prevent  the  landlord  from 
taking  advantage  of  the  Bill  in  order 
to  resume  possession  of  his  holding 
during  the  six  months?  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen might  complain  of  his  read- 
ing that  clause,  but  they  had  probably 
never  read  it  themselves  ;  and,  as  a 
Badical  Member,  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  saying  that  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  told  mm  they  had  never  read 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FonUr 


Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  adjournment  is 
the  Question  before  the  House. 

Mb.  storey  said,  he  was  about  to 
read  that  portion  of  the  clause  to  which 
he  was  referring.    It  read  thus — 

**  Where  any  prooeedings  for  oompeUing  the 
tenant  of  a  present  tenancy  to  quit  his  holding 
shall  have  taken  place  before  or  after  an  appli- 
cation to  fix  a  judicial  rent  and  shall  be  pendiDg 
before  such  application  is  disposed  of,  the  Gonxt 
before  which  such  proceedings  are  pending 
shaU  have  power,  on  such  terms  and  conditions 
as  the  Court  may  direct,  to  postpone  or  Ban)end 
such  proceedings  until  the  termination  of  the 
proceedings  on  the  application  for  such  judicial 
rent." 

He  would  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  the  purpose  of  thai 
was  not  to  prevent  the  landlord  from 
taking  advantage  of  the  Bill  to  get 
possession  of  his  holding  and  clear  tiie 
tenant  ofiP?  rTheATTOBNEYGENERAi.for 
Ibetand  (Mr.  Law):  Yes.]  Well,  it 
was  now  simply  a^ed  that  the  Court 
should  have  the  same  power  if  the  land- 
lord proceeded  by  action  to  recover  his 
rent.  At  the  present  moment,  if  three 
months  and  a  day  had  elapsed  the  land- 
lord could  proceed  with  his  action  and 
get  a  judgment,  clear  the  tenant  off  the 
land  and  resume  possession — the  veiy 
thing  that  hon .  Mem  oers  from  Ireland  and 
he  himself  did  not  want  to  see.  Why, 
if  the  Court  had  power  in  the  one  case, 
under  Clause  1 2,  to  suspend  the  action 
of  the  landlord,  should  the  Court  not 
have  the  same  power  in  a  precisely  simi- 
lar case  under  the  last  clause?  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
there  were  other  people  to  consider  be- 
sides the  landlords — there  were  the  other 
creditors.  He  was  willing  to  admit  that; 
but  he  was  now  dealing  with  the  land- 
lords. Did  not  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  agree  that  the  credi- 
tors had  no  interest  to  press  the  tenant ; 
but  the  landlord  hadr  If  a  landlord 
wanted  to  get  possession  of  his  holding, 
he  had  an  interest  to  press  the  tenant, 
and  to  take  advantage  of  the  law.  That 
being  so,  so  far  as  the  landlord  was 
concerned,  why,  if  the  Court  was  to  have 
power  to  suspend  the  action  of  the  land- 
lord in  the  one  case,  should  it  not  have 
power  to  suspend  his  action  in  the  other 
case  under  the  last  clause  ?  If  he  could 
get  a  satisfactory  answer  to  that,  he 
should  be  content. 

The  ATTOENEY  QENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  would 
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endeaTonr  to  answer  thequGstion,  thoTZgh 
he  thought  that  he  had  already  done  so. 
In  this  particular  clause  it  was  proposed 
to  stay  the  proceedings  of  any  creditor 
— ^not  the  landlord  merely,  but  every 
creditor — but  the  rights  of  an  ordinary 
creditor  could  not  be  interfered  with 
beyond  a  certain  point  without  gross  in- 
justice. The  landlord  could  not  be  dealt 
with  alone,  because  then  the  other  cre- 
ditors would  come  in  and  sweep  every- 
thing away.  Therefore,  in  this  matter 
of  restricting  the  execution  of  a  writ 
under  the  order  of  the  Court,  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  make  provision  for  the  pro- 
tection of  all  pcui;ies  who  might  be  con- 
cerned It  by  no  means  fofiowed  that 
the  execution  creditor,  be  he  landlord 
or  merchant,  derived  any  advantage, 
beyond  getting  perhaps  the  amount  of 
his  debt.  The  landlord,  like  any  other 
execution  creditor,  might  no  doubt  buy 
the  farm,  and  if  he  did  the  tenancy 
would  be  at  an  end.  But  if  any  ordi- 
nary creditor  or  other  person  than  the 
landlord  bought  the  holding,  such  per- 
son would  be  a  present  tenant. 

Mb.  STOEEY  said,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  not  answered  one 
point. 

Mb.  SPEAEEE  :  The  Question  before 
the  House  is  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  The  hon.  Gentleman  cannot 
enlarge  upon  the  Main  Question;  and 
he  is  certeinly  not  entitled  to  make  a 
second  speech. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  thought  the 
excuse  which  the  Government  now  made 
for  not  making  this  provision  as  large 
as  the  provision  in  the  12th  clause  was 
really  no  excuse  at  all.  He  did  not  ask 
that  the  other  creditors  should  be  given 
the  advantage  of  this  clause ;  that  was  a 
proposal  which  was  interpolated  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
and  not  by  the  Irish  Members.  They 
did  not  think  there  was  any  necessity 
for  protecting  the  tenant  against  the 
other  creditors,  because  the  other  cre- 
ditors were  not  pressing  the  tenant.  It 
was  the  lan^oid  who  pressed  the  ten- 
ant ;  but  other  creditors  were  not  doing 
that  in  any  excessive  manner,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  the  clause  should 
apply  to  other  creditors.  He  should 
have  been  fflad  if  a  provision  could  have 
been  introduced  exempting  the  tenant 
from  other  creditors,  and  only  referring 
to  the  landlord ;  and  it  was  certainly 
rather  hard  and  unfair  on  the  part  of 


the  Government,  who  had  themselves 
introduced  this  modification  in  the  clause, 
to  treat  that  as  a  reason  for  limiting  it 
so  injuriously  and  umustly  as  to  deprive 
it  of  all  beneficial  effect.  He  did  &nk 
the  reouest  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T. 
D.  Sullivan)  that  the  debate  should  be 
adjourned  to  see  whether  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  not  consent  to  a  modification 
in  this  respect  was  reasonable ;  and  he  did 
think  the  Chief  Secretary  had  adopted  a 
very  exaggerated  estimate  of  the  matter 
when  he  said  the  Bill  would  be  lost  by 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  None  of 
them  desired  that  the  Bill  should  be  lost ; 
that  would  be  a  great  calamity.  But  he 
was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
exaggerated  the  danger.  If  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  agree  to  what  was 
asked,  the  landlords,  undoubtedly,  could 
if  they  pleased — he  did  not  say  tiiey 
would,  but  a  good  many  of  them  were 
pleasing  at  the  present  moment — in 
many  cases,  probably  in  thousands  of 
cases,  where  the  tenants  were  hwnA  fide 
unable  to  pay  their  rent,  ride  a  coach- 
and-four  through  this  Bill,  a^nst  the 
tenant  whose  interest  was  designedly  so 
guarded  by  the  12th  clause.  Under  these 
circumstances,  were  the  Irish  Members 
not  justified,  where  an  Amendment  was 
introduced  at  the  last  moment  into  this 
saving  clause  upon  which  the  interests 
of  thousands  of  tenants  were  imperilled, 
and  thousands  might  fail  to  get  the 
benefit  of  the  Bill — were  they  not  justi- 
fied in  all  fairness  in  asking  that  some 
further  time  should  be  given  for  the 
Prime  Minister  to  consider  the  Amend- 
ment? 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  confessed  that 
he  would  not  proceed  any  further  in 
hostility  to  this  JBiU,  if  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's statement  that  it  would  be  im- 
penlled  by  another  day's  delay  was  well- 
founded  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  given  any  reasons  for  the  state- 
ment. He  believed  "  another  place  " 
was  supposed  to  be  still  sitting ;  but  it 
was  now  20  minutes  to  3,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  send  the  Members 
of  "  another  place  "  home 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  I  must  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  to  address  himself  to 
the  House  and  to  the  Question. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
endeavouring  to  show  the  relation  be- 
tween the  present  stage  of  this  Bill  and 
"  another  place/'  upon  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  founded  his  argument 
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It  was  a  very  small  question  in  propor- 
tion to  the  size  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  could 
not  be  called  a  small  question,  though  it 
might  appear  so  to  persons  ignorant  of 
Ireland,  that  a  provision  should  be  passed 
which  injuriously  affected  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  people.  To  those  people 
this  was  a  question  of  life  and  death, 
and  the  Irish  Members,  as  their  He- 
presentatives,  were  bound  to  defend  their 
interests  persistently  as  long  as  they 
could.  The  point  at  issue  between  the 
Government  and  the  Irish  Members  was 
this — the  Irish  Members  wanted  to  have 
another  day  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill,  but  the  Government  refused  to  give 
a  day,  on  the  ground  that  it  might  im- 
peril the  passing  of  the  measure.  Why 
did  they  refuse  to  allow  one  day  more 
for  the  discussion  of  a  Bill  which 
seriously  affected  the  fate  of  100,000 
tenants?  He  had  certainly  failed  to 
hear  a  single  argument  from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral which  was  an  effective  reply  to 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey).  The 
Government  admitted  that  the  tenant 
right  might  be  destroyed  by  rack-rent- 
ing, and  they  gave  power  to  the  tenant 
to  go  into  Court  in  order  to  set  rid  of 
such  rack  rents.  It  was  admitted  that 
the  tenant  right  in  many  districts,  owing 
to  the  pressure  of  the  times,  had  been 
brought  down  to  zero.  But  in  the  face 
of  the  fact  that  the  tenant  right  had 
been  nearly  destroyed  by  the  existing 
distress,  and  that  the  farms  were  rack- 
rented,  it  was  desired  to  force  the  ten- 
ant into  the  market  with  a  tenant  right 
that  was  unsaleable.  When  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  first  heard  of  this 
Amendment,  nothing  could  exceec^  the 
euloffium  he  passed  upon  it.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  declared  that  if 
some  such  provision  were  not  passed  the 
tenants  would  not  start  fair.  That  was 
the  real  question — whether  the  tenant 
was  to  start  fair,  or  whether  the  land- 
lords were  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
making  a  clearance  of  a  large  number 
of  them  ?  He  had  sat  up  in  that  House 
all  night  for  the  sole  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing from  the  Government  another  day 
for  the  discussion  of  a  question  which 
was  really  not  of  first-rate  importance, 
and  he  had  seen  the  Business  of  the 
country  obstructed  hour  after  hour  on 
account  of  some  petty  dispute  between 
the  Treasury  Bench  and  the  Front  Op- 
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position  Bench.  Tet  the  Irish  Members 
were  blamed  because  they  proposed  to 
do  the  same  thins  in  the  interests  of 
100,000  tenants  of  Ireland  who  were 
demanding  this  concession.  If  they 
wished  to  discredit  their  Government 
and  to  increase  the  suspicion  with  which 
it  was  regarded  by  a  large  section  of  the 
people  in  Ireland,  they  could  not  aooom- 
plish  that  object  better  than  by  the 
stubborn,  surly,  and  impassioned  oppo- 
sition they  were  giving  to  this  proposal. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
was  not  one  of  those  who  wanted  to  de- 
lay the  progress  of  the  Bill.  He  thought 
he  had  given  a  proof  of  his  sincerity  in 
that  respect  in  having  refrained  nom 
taking  part  in  these  discussions  except 
on  a  very  few  occasions,  and  then  in  the 
briefest  manner.  His  wish  and  desire 
were  that  the  Bill  should  pass,  and  in 
the  speediest  manner  possible.  He 
should  feel  inclined  to  refrain  from  say- 
ing anything  now,  if  it  were  not  that  he 
wanted  to  have  it  explained  to  the  Hoose 
by  some  other  Member  than  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  how  the  delay  of 
another  day  in  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  must  endanger  its  passing.  Let 
them  draw  the  reason  from  its  myste* 
rious  darkness,  and  know  what  it  was  in 
clear  and  explicit  terms.  Was  it  sup- 
posed that  some  other  body  of  persons 
— a  body  co- equal  in  every  respect  in 
the  Legislature  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— was  it  supposed  that  they  would 
not  remain  one  day  longer  in  order  to 
pass  this  great  measure,  and  that  if  it 
were  delayed  for  another  12  hours,  out 
of  petulance,  they  would  say — "You 
have  kept  us  so  long,  and  we  are  so 
weary,  that  we  will  not  pass  your  Bill 
at  all."  If  the  threat  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  mean  this,  what  did 
it  mean  ?  What  was  the  mysterious 
and  fatal  influence  which  was  to  be 
brought  to  bear  in  throwing  out  the  Bill 
if  the  discussion  of  it  were  delayed  for 
12  hours  longer?  He  doubted  whether 
there  could  be  any  real  danger  of  the 
kind  ;  but,  if  there  were,  he  would  say — 
**  Let  the  Bill  go  back  to  the  Lords,  even 
with  the  remarkable  defects  which  have 
been  so  lately  and  so  suddenly  intro- 
duced into  it." 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  that  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  Government  themselves  he 
would  support  the  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  They  must 
know  that  the  practical  effect  of  the 
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non-eoneiderntioii  of  this  Amendment 
would  be  that  the  Bill  would  pass  with 
this  limit  of  three  months  in  it,  and  it 
would  giro  fall  power  to  the  grasping 
and  tyrannical  landlords  of  Ireland  to 
enforce  ejectments,  to  sell  the  interests 
of  their  tenants,  and  to  raise  a  fresh 
crop  of  disorder  in  Ireland.  Moreover, 
the  Bill,  when  it  became  law,  would  be 
thoroughly  discredited  at  the  Tery  com- 
mencement. He  was  convinced  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not  wish 
the  Biu  to  be  considered  a  failure 
within  six  months  of  its  having  been 

Saased  into  law.  They  would  probably 
esire  that  the  Bill  at  least  should  have 
the  appearance  of  success.  They  would 
hardly  wish  that  a  new  Act  should  be 
required  next  year  to  amend  the  Land 
Law  of  Ireland ;  but  their  hope  was  that 
the  present  measure  would  last,  at  any 
rate,  durinffthe  lifetime  of  the  present  Par- 
liament. The  practical  effect  of  passing 
the  Bill  in  its  present  shape,  without  the 
Prime  Minister  having  an  opportunity 
of  considering  this  Amendment,  must 
be  that  in  the  nature  of  things  it  would 
be  a  total  failure.  It  was  beyond  the 
bounds  of  possibility  that  a  revision  of 
a  laxge  portion  of  the  rents  in  Ireland 
coula  tase  place  within  three  months. 
It  could  not  oe  done,  and  the  inevitable 
result  would  be  the  total  failure  of  the 
measure.  All  that  the  Irish  Members 
asked  was  that  the  Prime  Minister,  who 
was  unfortunately  absent,  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell).  They 
did  not  blame  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  for  refusing  to 
accept  an  Amendment  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  not  seen.  They  were  prob- 
ably justified  in  refusins^  to  alter  the 
dause  in  accordance  with  the  wish  of 
the  Irish  Members,  because  it  might 
turn  out  that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
offer  opposition  to  the  Amendment;  but 
as  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  had 
no  opportunity  of  seeing  the  Amendment, 
and  if  the  Irish  Members  were  able  to  lay 
reasons  in  favour  of  the  proposal  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  there  was  no 
nound  for  assuming  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  not  to-morrow  accept 
tibe  Amendment  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  had  proposed.  He 
could  say  this  in  behalf  of  his  hon. 
Friends,  that  they  would  not  to-morrow 
jiscuss  the  Amendment  at  any  consider- 
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able  length.  What  they  were  anxious 
to  say  in  support  of  the  proposal  would, 
in  point  of  fact,  be  stated  by  one  or  two 
hon.  Members  only,  and  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister would  then  be  left  to  form  his  own 
opinion  of  the  Amendment  from  the 
facts  laid  before  him.  It  was  arbitrary 
and  unreasonable  on  the  part  of  the 
Friends  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  attempt 
to  deprive  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
the  opportunity  of  hearing  the  views  of 
the  Irish  Members,  and  thus  run  the 
risk  of  marring  the  Bill.  Although  he 
(Mr.  Biggar)  entertained  only  a  mode- 
rate opinion  as  to  the  importance  and 
value  of  the  Bill  as  a  whole  he  should 
like  to  see  it  made  as  perfect  as  pos- 
sible. He  believed  that  the  dause  as 
it  stood  was  of  so  mischievous  a  charac- 
ter that  it  was  for  the  interest  and  credit 
of  the  Government,  and  also  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  Irish  farmers,  that  all  par- 
ties should  now  agree  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  and  give  the  "rrime 
Minister  an  opportunity  of  coming  to  a 
decision  upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork. 

The  SOUOITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farbeb  Hebschell)  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  stated  that 
the  Prime  Minister  had  not  duly  con- 
sidered the  Amendment.  Now,  the  sug- 
gestion embodied  in  the  Amendment  was 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  some  time  ago, 
and  it  was  duly  considered  by  the  Prime 
Minister  and  discussed  by  uiose  about 
him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
therefore,  ful^  considered  the  subject, 
and  had  made  up  his  mind  upon  it. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  would  remem- 
ber that  ti^e  right  non.  Gentleman  had 
devoted  an  enormous  amount  of  time 
and  attention  to  this  Bill.  He  was  sure, 
however,  that  nothing  could  be  more 
trying  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  than 
to  find  that  the  effect  of  his  goine  away 
at  the  time  he  did — namely,  2  o'clock  in 
the  morning — to  take  necessary  repose, 
had  been  to l)ring  about  an  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  and  to  delay  the  progress 
of  the  Bill  for  another  day.  He  would, 
therefore,  appeal  to  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site not  to  persist  in  the  Motion  for  ad- 
journment. The  facts  all  lay  in  a  small 
compass,  and  were  already  fully  before 
the  House.  Nothing  new  could  be  added, 
and  he  would  appeal  to  hon.  Members 
to  allow  the  consideration  of  the  mea- 
sure to  be  brought  to  ^  c^pse. 

Diyiu^uu  uy  >. ■  v^  >^ Vl  I- v^ 
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Me.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  it  might 
be  likely  enough  that  the  decision  of  the 
Government  was  irrevocably  made  ;  but 
he  had  foreseen  what  the  sagacious  and 
far-seeing  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  at.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  been  in  the  most  *^  Jesuitical " 
manner — he  used  the  phrase,  notwith- 
standing that  it  was  one  which  was 
directed  against  the  religion  he  pro- 
fessed— to  cut  down  the  gift  and  conces- 
sion which  the  Gt)vemment  had  given 
in  the  clause.  He  failed  to  see  why  the 
same  course  should  not  have  been  fol- 
lowed in  regard  to  this  clause  as  had 
been  followed  in  reference  to  Clause  12. 
The  simple  result  of  the  Bill,  as  it  now 
stood,  was  if  the  landlord  proceeded 
against  his  tenant  by  way  of  ejectment 
he  was  unable  to  complete  his  designs 
within  any  specified  time,  whereas  if  he 
proceeded  by  way  of  ^fi  fa  he  could  do 
so  in  three  months.  The  Government 
admitted  that  that  was  so,  and  because 
there  might  be  other  creditors  the  land- 
lord was  allowed  under  this  clause  to 
do  what  the  Bill  attempted  to  prevent 
under  Clause  12.  For  his  own  part,  he 
would  be  exceedingly  pained  indeed  if 
it  were  thought  possible  that  he  desired 
to  cast  any  reflection  upon  the  Prime 
Minister  for  having  left  the  House  in 
order  to  obtain  the  repose  of  which  he 
stood  in  need.  He  would  not  use  the 
phrase  employed  by  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber, that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
*'gone  to  his  rest."  He  hoped  that 
long  and  distant  might  be  the  day  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  **go 
to  his  rest ;  "  and,  disassociating  himself 
from  anything  that  might  have  the  ap- 
pearance of  obstructing  the  progress  of 
the  Bill,  he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  did  hope  that 
the  Government  would  consent  to  ad- 
journ the  debate  in  order  that  there 
might  be  an  opportunity  of  obtaining 
the  views  of  the  Prime  Minister  upon 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  REDMOND  said,  he  was  quite 
sure  that  no  Member  on  those  Benches 
would  deny  the  truth  of  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
(Sir  Farrar  Herschell)  with  regard  to 
the  Prime  Minister.    Everyone  was  pre- 

Sared  to  admit  that  in  the  prolonged 
iscussion  which  the  Bill  had  undergone 
the  Prime  Minister  had  devoted  immense 
ability  and  untiring  industry  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  BOly  which  entitled  him 


to  the  respect  of  every  Member  of  the 
House.  Having  said  so  much,  he  oould 
only  express  his  regret  that  any  oooTBe 
of  action  the  Lish  Members  could  pos- 
sibly take  up  was  likely  to  be  the  means 
of  creating  annoyance  or  a  feeling  of  re- 
gret in  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gbn- 
Ueman.  But  they  were  not  to  be 
governed  in  their  action  by  any  fear 
that  the  Prime  Minister  might  to-mor- 
row reffret  to  find  that  the  debate  had 
been  adjourned.  They  had  seen  reason 
to  enter  a  strong  protest  against  an 
Amendment  which  they  believed  would, 
to  a  large  extent,  destroy  the  value  of 
the  Bill,  and  accordingly  they  moved  an 
Amendment  of  their  own.  The  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Seoreta^  for 
Ireland  told  them  that  the  passing  of 
this  Amendment  miffht  imperil  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  ^ow,  he  believed 
that  the  real  fate  of  the  BiU  depended 
on  the  reception  it  would  meet  with  in 
Ireland,  and  in  that  sense  he  believed 
that  its  fate,  if  endangered  at  all,  would 
be  endangered  by  the  Amendments 
which  at  the  last  moment  had  been  in- 
serted in  the  measure.  It  was  a  matter 
of  grave  and  serious  importance,  be- 
cause it  was  a  matter  that  afiEeoted  erei^ 
tenant  in  Ireland  who  owed  rent  to  his 
landlord.  In  point  of  fact,  it  placed 
hundreds  and  thousands  of  men  at  the 
disposal  of  their  landlords,  and  the  Irish 
Members  would  be  failing  in  their  duty 
to  those  who  sent  them  as  their  Bepre- 
sentatives  in  Parliament  if  they  did  not 
enter  the  strongest  protest  against  such 
a  course.  He  thought  they  would  not 
only  be  justified  in  protesting  against 
the  proposal,  but  that  they  womd  be 
amply  justified  in  using  all  me  Forms  of 
the  House  in  order  to  insist  on  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  or,  failing  them, 
to  insist  on  the  debate  going  on  until 
the  Prime  Minister  could  come  back  to 
take  part  in  the  discussion.  He  was  not 
making  these  observations  in  the  sense  of 
a  menace;  and,  whether  that  course  were 
adopted  or  not,  the  Irish  Members  would 
be  justified  in  protesting  in  the  most 
emphatic  terms  against  the  treachery 
with  which  they  had  been  treated  by 
the  Government.  This  course  was  aln 
solutely  necessary  in  order  to  show  those 
whose  interests  they  represented  that 
they  had  not  been  unmindful  of  their 
duty.  It  would  also  show  to  the  Irish 
people  that  Irish  Members  who  sat  on 
the  Benches  opposite,  and  who  professed 
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BO  mubh  regard  for  fhe  interests  of  the 
Iriflli  people  when  Ixish  votes  were  re- 
qnired  at  the  last  Election  had,  never- 
uieless,  deserted  the  Irish  people  and 
supported  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
a  course  which  he  TMr.  Eedmond)  be- 
lieved to  be  not  omj  unjust  but  trea- 
cherous. He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Oiirtr  of  Cork  would  go  to  a 
division,  ana  if  it  was  deemed  desirable 
by  his  Colleaffaes  to  emphasise  their 
protest  by  takmg  any  other  course  they 
would  receive  his  hearty  support. 

Mb.  DAWSON  strongly  supported  the 
Motion  for  adjourning  the  debate.  He 
denied  that  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
I^end  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Oork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  would  impair  the  effect  of 
the  clause.  On  the  contraiy,  it  would 
simply  restore  that  which,  as  the  clause 
stood  at  present,  was  taken  away  from 
the  tenants.  They  had  asked  that  the 
debate  should  be  adjourned  ;  but,  in 
answer,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  used  arguments  which  were  only  fit 
for  children,  and  not  for  a  deliberate 
Assembly.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
told  them  that  the  BiU  could  not  pass  if 
it  were  delayed,  and  a  terrible  calamity 
would  happen  if  it  were  not  passed.  He 
was  as  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  pass 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself; 
bat  they  considered  they  were  only  dis- 
charging their  duty  in  the  course  they 
were  pursuing,  and  they  would  not  de- 
sist uiiless  it  was  shown  that  by  their 
course  of  action  they  were  endangering 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  considered  it  would 
be  well  to  adjourn  until  the  Head  of  the 
Government  could  return  to  his  place. 
No  satisfactory  answer  had  been  made 
to  the  objections  which  had  been  ad- 
vanced from  the  Irish  Benches.  The 
ground  on  which  the  Government  had 
taken  their  stand  was  the  benefit  of  or- 
dinary creditors,  as  distinguished  from 
the  landlord ;  but  it  had  been  pointed 
out  by  many  hon.  Gentleman  that  ordi- 
nary creditors  had  no  interest  in  fixing 
a  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest,  because 
if  tJ^ey  did  that  they  would  lose  their 
own  property.  If  they  sold  the  interest 
of  the  tenant  before  the  judicial  rent 
was  fixed,  they  must  seU  the  property 
out  of  which  they  hoped  to  get  what  was 
due  to  them.  The  creditors  other  than 
{he  landlord  could  have  no  possible  inte- 
rest in  selling  the  tenant's  interest ;  but 
the  Govenunentweretiying  to  supply  the 


landlord  with  a  cheap  method  of  getting 
possession  of  the  tenant's  property,  under 
the  impression  that,  in  so  doing,  they 
were  taking  care  of  the  interests  of  the 
general  creditors. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  24  ;  Noes 
168  :  Majority  144.— (Div.  List,  No. 
382.) 

Original  Question  proposed,  ''That 
those  words  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  his  hon.  Friends 
felt  so  keenly  on  this  question  t^at  a 
large  number  of  them  considered  they 
ought  to  insist  upon  an  adjournment. 
He  had  not  addressed  the  House  on  this 
subject  up  to  the  present,  and  he  was 
bound  to  express  the  opinion  that  the 
Government  were  behaving  exceedingly 
badly,  and  that  their  Bill  would  be 
damaged  very  considerably  by  the  ac- 
ceptance of  their  proposed  Amendment. 
Insh  Members  had  an  undoubted  right 
to  complain  when  they  found  the  Go- 
vernment proposing  an  Amendment 
which  they  knew  must  be  vicious  in  its 
operation.  Bather  than  see  the  Amend- 
ment accepted  he  would  like  the  clause 
to  be  struck  out  of  the  Bill.  That 
would  please  their  Lordships,  and  it 
would  please  him  and  his  hon.  Friends. 
The  tenant  would  have  a  better  chance 
without  the  Amendment  than  with  it; 
and  if  their  Lordships  disagreed  with 
the  Amendment  as  amended,  he  should 
certainly  not  grieve.  The  clause  had 
lost  all  its  salt ;  but,  strongly  as  they 
felt  in  the  matter,  he  did  not  see  what 
they  could  hope  to  ^et  by  continu- 
ing the  discussion,  considering  that  the 
Government  had  broken  the  spirit  of  the 
promise  which  was  conveved  in  the  ori- 
nnal  Amendment,  and  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  leffc  for  his  necessary  rest. 
It  was  a  veiy  melancholy  thing  to  walk 
in  the  Lobbv,  and  see  the  House  of 
Lords  in  full  blow,  and  nobody  in  it.  It 
was  a  spectacle  which  might  even  be  of 
some  interest  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  who,  last 
year,  gave  Notice  of  a  Motion  to  abolish 
the  Upper  House  altogether.  He  would 
really  appeal  to  the  Government  whether 
the  clause  was  worth  retaining  at  all  ? 
They  had  far  better  have  the  thing  struck 
out  altogether ;  but  do  not  let  the  Lords 
do  it.  They  had  done  enough  already. 
It  would  be  far  more  honest  on  the  part 

ITkird  Niffht.-]     . 
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of  the  Gbyennnent  to  strike  the  clause 
out  altogether ;  let  them  tell  the  House 
that  they  would  do  it. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  he  had 
been  surprised  to  see  the  course  his 
countrymen  had  taken  on  this  occasion. 
For  four  months  they  had  been  discuss- 
ing this  Bill.  It  was  a  measure  of  the 
first  magnitude,  and  he  believed  if  it 
passed  it  would  be  the  wonder  of  the 
world.  It  had  been  asserted — and  it 
had  been  said  here  to-niffht — that  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  resembled  beasts  of 
prey,  prowling  about  to  find  victims  for 
their  oppression  and  cruelty.  The  Irish 
tenants,  if  the  Bill  passea,  would  have 
four  courses  before  them.  They  would, 
first  of  all,  be  able  to  abide  by  the  old 
system  of  entering  into  an  agreement 
with  the  landlord ;  if  they  did  not  like 
that  they  could  avail  themselves  of  the 
Act  of  1870 ;  if  that  did  not  please  them 
they  could  avail  themselves  of  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill ; 
and  lastly,  if  they  were  dissatisfied  with 
the  other  three  courses,  they  could  take 
the  hint  given  them  to-night,  and  shoot 
either  the  landlord,  the  agent,  or  the 
bailifiP.  It  these  were  not  a  sufficient 
choice  of  methods  of  carrying  out  their 
views,  AC  did  not  know  what  could  be 
said  for  them,  p*  Question  ! "]  The 
question  was  whether  this  Bill  was  not 
enough  to  satisfy  any  reasonable  man  ? 
He  contended  that  it  was ;  and  now,  at 
the  last  moment,  those  who  professed  to 
be  the  most  anxious  to  see  the  Bill 
carried  out,  opposed  it  in  the  most 
strenuous  manner. 

Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  if 
his  hon.  Friends  did  not  persist  in  this 
opposition  some  hours  yet  it  was  con- 
trary to  his  expectation.  He  should 
have  done  so  had  he  not  been  positively 
forbidden  by  the  Loader  of  the  Party  to 
which  he  belonged.  He  trusted  that  it 
would  fi^o  forth  that  at  least  a  few  of  the 
Irish  Members  were  determined  to  mark 
their  sense  of  the  treacherous  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  this  pro- 
posal. He  saw  in  his  place  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
(Sir  William  Harcourt).  It  was  not 
many  weeks  ago  since  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor),  at  about  the  same  hour  as 
the  present,  had  endeavoured  to  help 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  against  the 
opposition  of  a  small  party  of  1 1  or  12 
Scotch  and  English  MTembers,  who  were 
engaged  in  opposing  the  passing  of  a  I 


BiU  relating  to  Poor  Bemovals,  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind.  He  really  did  not 
know  the  name  of  the  Bill,  thoueh  he 
had  voted  on  it.  These  11  or  12  Mem- 
bers did  not  hesitate  to  divide,  and 
divide  a^ain  and  again,  lest  the  Bill, 
the  principle  of  which  thev  accepted,  but 
the  amendment  of  which  they  demanded, 
should  be  pushed  through  the  House  at 
an  unreasonable  hour  m  the  momiiup. 
And  yet,  here  was  an  Amendment  whi3i 
placed  at  the  mercy  of  the  meal-man, 
and  the  retail  grocer,  and  the  landlord, 
thousands  of  the  tenants  of  Ireluid,  and 
the  Irish  Members  had  not  grit  enooeh 
to  stay'  in  the  House  any  longer  for  the 
sake  of  protesting^ainst  the  conduct  of 
the  Government.  He  wished  the  protest 
to  continue,  not  because  he  hoped  to 
succeed,  but  because  he  wanted  to  im- 

Erove  his  position— ["  Hear,  hear !  "]— 
e  meant  his  moral  position— TZoif^A- 
Ur,"] — ^he  was  veiy  delighted  to  find  that 
he  was  possessed  of  such  a  fund  of 
humour  as  to  be  able  to  set  the  House 
in  a  roar  at  half  past  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  He  wished  to  improve  his 
moral  position.  Why,  when  the  BiU 
came  into  operation,  and  the  Amend- 
ment was  put  in  force,  and  was  attended 
with  the  bad  results  that  his  Friends  and 
he  prophecied  for  it,  how  maoh  better 
would  be  their  position  with  ttie  Oovem- 
ment  if  they  were  able  to  say  that  they 
(the  Government)  had  carried  this 
Amendment  in  spite  of  the  vigorous  and 
prolonged  protest  against  it  of  the  Irish 
Members  ?  As  to  the  Amendment  itself, 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  was  last  year  bringing 
in  his  Disturbance  BiU,  one  of  the  aptest 
and  most  convincing  iUustrations  he 
brought  forward  in  favour  of  the  mea- 
sure was  taken  from  a  letter  of  his  £riend 
Mr.  Tuke.  That  gentleman  had  stated 
that  in  the  North- West,  West,  uid 
South  of  Ireland,  where  he  had  tra- 
velled amongst  the  people,  he  had  found 
them  in  such  a  position  that  the  tenant 
right  for  which  they  had  given  in  some 
cases  £40,  and  £50,  and  £60,  a  few  years 
ago,  was  not  worth  a  penny,  owing  to 
the  depression  of  the  times.  There  was 
not  a  cabin  in  Donegal — [**  Question ! "] 
— weU,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O^Coanor)  pitied 
the  intelUgences,  and  he  pitied  the  infor- 
mation of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  did  not  see 
the  relevancy  of  what  he  waa  saying  to 
the  Amendment  before  the  House,  lb. 
Tuke  visited  seversj  pi  the  pa]i4n|i  v^ 
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Dcmmd,  and  there  he  fennd  poor  men 
who  had  had  a  oonriderable  amonnt  of 
Btobk  two  or  three  years  ago— ahorse  or 
two,  two  or  three  cows,  some  pigs,  and 
a  jaid  well  stocked  wiUi  fowl 

Mb.  BPEAEEB:  I  must  caU  on  the 
hon.  Member  to  address  himself  to  the 
Amendment  before  the  House.  The 
Amendment  before  the  House  is  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Oork ;  and  the  hon.  Member  is  not 
spealdngr  to  that. 

Mb.*:  p.  O'OONNOB  said,  he  was 
■oziy  he  had  not  been  able  to  make  the 
oonneotion  between  his  remarks  and  the 
Amendment  dear  to  the  House  and  to 
Mr.  Speaker.  The  object  of  tiie  Amend- 
ment, as  he  understood  it,  was  to  gire 
the  Oourt  the  right  of  conferring  on  the 
tenant  a  larger  amount  of  time  than 
three  months  against  the  sale  of  his  ten- 
ant right ;  and  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
was  endeavouring  to  show  the  justice  of 
that  proposal  by  pointing  out  that  the 
tenant  tight,  if  sold  now,  in  many  cases 
would  be  utterly  worthless,  and  that, 
therefore^  it  was  necessary,  in  the  inte- 
rsst  of  the  tenant,  that  some  time  should 
be  allowed  him  before  the  sale  of  his 
tenant  xi^t.  In  the  case  of  many 
people  in  l>onegal,  (Jalway,  and  Mayo, 
thiflj  would  mmylj  be  nving  them  Dead 
Bea  fruit  in  givmg  tfcs  permission  to 
idl  their  tenant  rinit.  When  they  were 
discnsiriTig  the  6th  clause  of  the  Bill, 
which  dealt  with  compensation  for  dis- 
turbanoey  the  noble  Lord  tiie  Member 
inr  Oalne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice) 
sot  up  in  his  place  and  proposed  an 
Amendment,  and  someone  defended  the 
{KopoBal  of  the  Oovemment  on  the 
nonnd  that  it  was  based  on  the  fact 
mat  in  many  parts  of  Ireland  the  value 
of  the  tenant  right  had  been  reduced  to 
nto.  The  Prime  Minister  declared  that 
^inB  view  was  in  consonance  with  his 
own;  therefore,  according  to  the  admis- 
rion  of  the  Government,  the  tenant  right 
bad  been  reduced  to  zero.  And  yet 
fhej  would  not  allow  the  tenant  time  to 

eat  a  fair  value  for  his  tenant  right.  The 
nder  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies said  something  which  he  could  not 
eatch.  Did  the  hon.  Member  pretend 
to  aav  that  this  was  not  so?  The  hon. 
Mmober  and  his  Friends  should  stcmd 
m  in  their  places  and  say  what  they 
tbouffhty  and  not  indulge  in  unintel- 
Hgibto  muttering.  Let  them  take  up 
the  Evidence  of  the  Bessborough  Com- 
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mission.  They  would  find  witnesses  all 
over  the  country  going  up  and  saying — 
"I  am  owed  £8,000  or  £10,000."  In 
some  cases  the  mealmonger  went  up 
with  that  statement,  declaring  that  he 
was  owed  £10,000  for  meal — ^that  was 
to  say,  for  the  first  necessary  of  life. 
The  people  were  obliged  to  have  the 
meal  or  starve.  This  mealmonger,  un- 
less this  Amendment  were  accepted, 
would  be  put  in  the  position  of  being 
compelled  to  drive  the  tenants  to  sell  an 
unsaleable  tenant  right  to  get  his  money 
for  his  meal.  Unless  the  Amendment 
were  accepted,  it  would  not  be  a  mes- 
sage of  peace,  but  a  message  of  war 
they  would  be  sending  to  the  Irish 
people — it  would  be  a  message  to  tell 
Uiem  that  they  would  be  turned  out 
of  their  homes,  and  that  the  only 
refuge  upon  which  they  could  rely  was 
their  own  organization,  which  was  in- 
dependent of  the  Land  Bill,  the  Go- 
vernment, or  the  English  Parliament. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  rose  to  address  the 
House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  already  spoken. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  :  I  only  spoke  on 
the  question  of  adjournment. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  mistaken. 

Original  Question  put,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  38 ;  Noes 
143  :  Majority  105.— (Div.  List,  No. 
383.) 

Other  Amendments  made  to  the  words 
so  restored. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Committoe  bo  appointed  *  to  draw  np 
Reasons  to  bo  assignod  to  Tho  Lords  fordis- 
ag^reeing  to  the  Amondmcnts  made  by  The  Lords 
to  the  BUl : ' — Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Williah 
Edward  Fohster,  Mr,  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Lefeyre,  Mr. 
Solicitor  General,  and  Mr.  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  : — Three  to  be  the  quorum." 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  wished,  if  he 
was  in  Order,  to  move  an  addition  to 
the  proposed  names;  or,  if  he  could 
not  do  that,  to  move  to  omit  one  Mem- 
ber in  order  to  insert  the  name  of  Mr. 
Pamell.  

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  proceeding  is 
altogether  formaL  At  the  same  time, 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  in  Order  in  pro- 
posing to  add  to  the  names,  because  I 
have  already  passed  beyond  that,  hav- 
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ing  fmt  the  Question  that  three  be  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  PABNELL  :  In  any  case,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  should  refuse  to  serve. 

Motion  agr$$d  to;  Committee  appointed: 
To  withdraw  immediately. 

BBASONS  FOB  DISAOBHEINO  TO  GEETADT 
OF  THE  AMENDMENTS  MADE  BT  THE 
LOBDS  TO  THE  LAND  LAW  (iBELAND) 
BILL. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendments 
n  page  1,  lines  26  and  28,  for  the  following 
Beason: 

Because  the  failure  to  ^ve  the  xiotice  as 
prescribed  may  be  accidental,  and  in  no 
"way  prejudice  the  landlord,  and  it  would 
be  unjust  to  enable  the  landlord  in  such 
a  case  to  require  the  court  to  declare  the 
sale  void. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment 
in  page  2,  line  16 : 

Because  the  insertion  of  these  words  is 
unnecessary. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendments 
mpage  2,  lines  2S  and  84,  for  the  following 
Beasons: 

(1.)  Because  the  landlord  has  ffot  value  for 
his  purchase  in  the  increased  rent  which 
he  must  be  assumed  to  have  chaiged  for 
the  holding,  or  which  in  any  case  he  may 
fairly  charge  in  respect  of  the  improve- 
ments, &c.  thus  acquired  by  him. 
(2.)  Because  the  tenant,  out  of  whose  pur- 
chase monev  the  landlord  would  be  re- 
imbursed what  he  is  supposed  to  have 
paid  the  previous  tenant,  received  no 
benefit  for  and  was  in  no  way  party  to 
the  transaction,  and  is  as  much  entitled 
to  retain  his  purchase  money  (which  may 
represent  little  more  than  the  value  of 
improvements  made  bv  himself)  as  any 
other  tenant  who  sells  his  tenancy. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment 
in  page  4,  line  26,  for  the  following  Beason : 
Because  it  is  unnecessary,  the  object  being 
already  provided  for  in  the  first  clause  (3 
theBiU. 
The  Conmions  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  6,  line  10,  for  the  following  Beasons : 

(1.)  Because  it  is  desirable  to  define  with 
precision  the  "  persistent  waste '*  which 
IS  to  be  a  breach  of  the  statutory  condi- 


tion. 


(2.)  Because  it  would  be  unjust  to  allow  a 
landlord  who,  whilst  the  tenant  is  com- 
mitting **  waste,"  knowinglv  stands  by 
without  objecting  to  it,  afterwards  to 
insist  on  it  as  a  oreach  of  the  statutory 
conditions,  and  proceed  to  compel  tlie 
tenant  to  quit  his  holding  accordingly. 

(8.)  Because  the  landlord  will  still  retain 

all  his  other  remedies  for  preventing  any 

act  of  waste,  and  for  recovering  damages 

for  it,  if  committed. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 

page  6,  Une  88,  for  the  following  Beason : 

BeoMise  as  sadh  a  teoant  cannot  z«gister, 


tk.BfHhr 


and  therelore  oamiot  lAwfoUr  eot  tt 
remove  any  timber,  thongh  planted  by 
himself  or  his  predecessors,  the  addition 
of  the  Amendment  nullifies  tiie  ezcep- 

tlOIL 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  5,  line  84,  for  the  following  Beason : 

Because  the  lan^^nage  of  the  Bill  better 
describes  the  right  to  which  the  tenant 
is  entitled  by  Statute  (in  afiBrmance  of 
the  common  law  in  that  respect) . 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
5,  lines  88  and   41,  lor  the  following 


(1.)  Because  the  definition  in  the  Stotate 
referred  to  is  objectionable,  as  ineluding 
some  and  excluding   other  subjects  <n 
sport  which  ought  not  to  be  so  included 
and  excluded  respectively. 
(2.)  Because  it  is  desirable  that  the  Statat* 
should  state  expressly,  and  not  by  refsr- 
ence  to  another  Statute,  what  subjects  of 
sport  are  exclusively  reserved   to  the 
landlord. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  In 
page  6,  line  1,  for  the  following  Beason  : 

Because  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  maks 

a  trifiing  act  of  obstruction  the  breach  of 

a  statutory  condition. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Am<m<lfn^t 

in  page  6,  lines  8  and  4,  for  the  following 

Beasons: 

(1.)  Beeanse  it  is  entirely  saperflnoos ;  tiia 
landlord's  property  in  the  mines  and  other 
things  there  specified  being  wholly  un- 
affected by  the  BilL 
(2.)  Because  the  Amendment,  in,  senrsnl 
respects,  contradicts  the  previous  put  of 
the  clause,  and  would  prejudice  the  ri^ts 
thereby  secured  to  or  recognised  as  vested 
in  the  tenant. 
(3.)  Because  the  Amendment,  by  providing 
%taX  mines,  fto.  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
reserved  to  the  landlord   <' during  the 
continuance  of  a  statutory  term,"  would 
suggest  doubts  as  to  the  landlord's  pro- 
p^tyin  them  in  cases  where  there  was 
no  such  term. 
Hie  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  In 
page  6,  line  8,  for  the  following  Beason : 

Because  the  words  are  necessary  lor  ex- 
plaining the  reference  thereto  in  Clause  7. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendments 
in  page  6,  lines  27  and  87,  for  the  following 
Beason: 

Because  the  existing  provisions  as  to  oom> 
pensation  for  disturbance  have  been  found 
to  be  insufficient. 
Hie  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  8,  line  15,  for  the  following  Beason : 

Because  the  landlord  can  enioroe  an  increase 
of  rent  without  going  to  the  court,  and 
it  is  desirable  that  the  tenant  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  accepting  the 
proposed  increase,  and  thus  gettm^  a 
statutory  term  without  the  intervsntiaa 
of  the  court. 

Hie  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  8,  line  20,  for  the  following  Beaaon : 
Because  the  words  omitted  noognisealfts 
the  rights  ol  both  landlord  and  tHiaiiti 
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■ad  It  ii  axMdiont  to  ntain  them  ai 

Mgazinir  the  uiih  temat  that  hit  juat 

interaata  will  be  reneoted. 

Dm  Commana  diaagree  to  the  Amendment  in 

page  8,  line  28,  for  the  following  BeasonB : 

(1.)  Becanae  ita  object  is  fn&j  provided  by 

Ctanae  8  (Eqnitiea  dauae). 
(S.)  Becanae  it  wonld  be  manifeatlv  nnjust 
that  the  tenaat'a  application  to  fix  a  fidr 
rent  for  his  holding  ahonld  be  ref naed 
beoanae  one  of  his  predecessors  had  com- 
mitted some  act  of  waste  long  since  re- 


Hw  Dommona  disagree  to  tiie  Amendment  in 

page  8,  line  85,  for  the  following  Reason : 

Beoanae  it  is  deaizaUe  t£at  the  tenant 
ahoidd  feel  aasored  that  during  the  first 
atatntory  term  obtained  throogh  the 
ooart  after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  he 
cannot  be  di^ossassed  except  for  breach 
of  duty  or  for  some  public  purpose ;  bat  the 
Commons  propoae  to  insert  words  ex- 
elodinff  from  this  provision  the  case  of 
present  tenanciea  arising  at  the  expira- 
tion of  Judicial  leaaoa  and  current  leases 
rsepectiTely. 
nie  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 

page  9,  line  14,  for  tl^  following  Aeason : 

Beoanae  it  ia  e^iedient  to  leave  the  matter 
to  the  judgment  of  the  oourt,  as  there 
may  be  aome  oaaea  in  which  the  conduct 
of  the  landlord  may  have  been  such  as  to 
make  it  ineqmtable  to  lefuae  the  tenant's 
application  for  a  judicial  rent. 
The  Cwnrnana  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 

psge  9,  lino  89,  for  the  following  Beaaon : 
Becanae  by  making  the  proviaion  prospec- 
tive, ana  only  appUcaole  to  the  second 
and  anbaequent  revinons  of  rent,  it  sug- 
geata  donbta  aa  to  whether  the  tenanVs 
n^covementa  may  not  be  charged  for  in 
the  first  determination  of  lair  rent ;  but 
the  Commons  propose  to  amend  the  words 
so  reinatated,  and  as  a  consequential 
Amendment  to  add  words  to  subsection  8 
which  will  have  the  effect  of  securing 
the  landlord  against  having  his  rent  re- 
daoed  in  respect  of  improvements  for 
vrtdoh  the  tenant  ia  no  longer  entitled  to 
eradit. 
The  Commona  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 

page  9,  line  48,  for  the  following  Beaaon : 

Becanae  there  are  many  cases  in  which  the 
money  ao  paid  b^^  the  incoming  tenant 
ought  to  M  oonaidared  in  determining 
what  is  a  fair  rant;  for  example  in 
Ulster,  where  such  payments  may  re- 
preaent  the  real  value  of  the  tonant- 
ii|^  or  in  other  parta  of  Ireland  where 
it  may  to  a  great  extent,  if  not  oxclu- 
aively,  represent  the  value  of  improve. 
menta  thoa  pnrohaaed  from  his  prede- 
eaasoT,  and  to  credit  for  which  the  tenant 
ia  fairly  entitled  in  any  such  inquiry. 
Hie  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 

page  11,  line  12,  for  the  Reason  given  for  dis- 

1*tw»g  to  the  Amendment  in  page  8,  lines  20 

and  SI. 
^Hie  Ctmmiona  disagree  to  the  Amendments  in 

]aiga  18,  lines  81,  82,  and  84,  respectively,  for 

tta  loDowing  Beaaon : 

Baeamae  it  would  ezdnde  from  the  benefit 
of  the  Act  the  occupying  tenants  of  a 
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mesne  landlord  holding  by  a  terminable 
lease,  which,  being  made  without  any 
restriction  on  the  eommon  law  right  of 
sub-letting,  must  be  regarded  as  autho- 
rising the  creation  of  tiie  sub  tenancies 
in  question. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  14,  line  13,  for  the  following  Reason  : 

Because  it  would  prevent  the  building  of 
any  labourers'  cottages,  even  with  the 
sanction  of  the  court,  unless  the  tenant's 
holding  contained  the  full  extent  of 
tillage  land  specified,  and  it  is  expedient 
to  leave  some  discretion  to  tiie  court  in 
this  matter. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  16,  line  16,  subsection  8,  for  the  following 
Reason: 

Because  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  for 
some  time  aiter  the  passing  of  the  Act 
the  right  of  pre-emption  shall  not  be 
used  to  defeat  the  object  of  the  Act  by 
extinguishing  present  tenancies  with  the 
view  of  creating  future  tenancieB  in  their 
stead. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  16,  lines  9  to  14,  for  the  following  Reason : 
Because  leases  in  Ireland  are  regarded  by 
both  landlord  and  tenant  as  Uttle  more 
than  a  fixing  of  the  rent  for  the  specified 
period,  and  restoration  of  the  holding  to 
the  landlord  at  their  expiration  is  not 
originally  contemplated  by  either  party ; 
but  the  Commons  propose  to  amend  the 
words  BO  reinstated  in  the  Bill  by  insert- 
ing words  excluding  cases  where  rever- 
sionary leases  have  been  already  granted, 
and  also  proWding  for  '*  resumption  "  as 
under  the  fifth  clause  of  the  Bill,  if  the 
landlord  requires  the  holding  for  his  own 
occupation. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
16,   lines  24  to  36,    for  the  following 


Because  it  is  alleged  that  since  the  passing 
of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) 
Act,  1870,  leases  containing  unfair  terms 
and  provisions  contrary  to  the  meaning 
and  spirit  of  that  Act  have  been  unfairly 
forced  upon  the  tenants,  and  it  is  expedient 
that  provision  should  be  made  to  enable 
the  court  to  set  aside  leases  executed 
under  such  circumstances. 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  19,  line  12,  for  uie  following  Reason  : 
Because  there  may  bo  on  an  estate  a  great 
number  of  small  tenants  who  would  be 
unable  to  purchase  their  holdings,  which 
would  thus  bo  left  on  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners,  whilst  two-thirds  of  the 
whole  rent  might  bo  payable  by  a  few 
large  tenants ;  but  the  Commons  propose 
by  a  consequential  Amendment  to  the 
Bill  to  provide  that,  under  certain  special 
circumstances,  the  rule  requiring  that 
three-fourths  of  the  whole  number  of 
tenants  shall  be  able  and  willing  to  pur- 
chase may  be  relaxed. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  26,  line  14,  for  the  following  Reason : 
Because  those  subsections  are  required  to 

3G2  \Thiri  NiqU.I 
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ensure  the  proper  administration  of  the 
public  moneys  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Commission. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendments  in 
page  31,  lines  1  and  7,  for  the  following  Reason : 
Because  an  appeal  on  any  question  of  law 
is  already  provided  for;   and  it  is  not 
expedient  to  permit  an  appeal  on  other 
questions,  such  as  the  amount  of  fair 
rent,  the  value  of  a  holding,  or  the  amount 
of  damages  awarded  for  breach  of  a  sta- 
tutory condition,  or  any  matter  left  in 
the  discretion  of  the  court. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
page  37,  line  31,  for  the  following  Reason : 
Because  it  is  expedient  to  postpone  for  a 
diort  time  the  creation  of  future  ten- 
andes. 
The  Commons  disagree  to  the  Amendment  in 
39,  lines  22  to  30,  for  the  following 


Because  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that 
where  a  tenant  is  seeking  to  obtain  a 
reduction  of  rent  and  stetutory  term 
through  the  intervention  of  the  court, 
the  sale  of  his  tenancy  at  the  suit  of  a 
creditor  may,  under  special  droumstances, 
be  stayed  for  a  short  time,  so  that  the 
true  value  of  his  tenancy  may  be  realized ; 
but  the  Commons  propcwe  to  amend  the 
words  BO  reinstatea  by  limiting  the  time 
for  whidi  the  oourt  can  stay  the  process. 

Eeasons  for  disagreement  to  The 
Lords  Amendments  reported,  and  agreed 
to: — ^To  be  communicated  to  The  Lords. 


SOLENT  NAVIGATION  [EXPENSES]. 
Comidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOB  com- 
^^ained  of  the  arrangement  of  the  Order 
^aper,  pointing  out  Uiat  the  Highways 
and  Locomotives  Act  Amendment  Sill  and 
tiie  Presumption  of  Life  (Scotiand)  Bill 
had  been  omitted  from  the  Order  Paper 
yesterday.  On  some  occasions  this  sort 
of  thing  might  be  very  important,  and 
he  thought  the  Standing  Order  should 
be  carefully  observed  in  this  respect.  It 
might  be  a  serious  matter  to  a  Member 
to  have  his  Bill  misplaced. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
is  quite  mistaken.  Bills  have  not  been 
misplaced. 

Beiolvedf  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  he  provided  hy  Par- 
liament, of  Expenses  which  may  hecome  pay- 
ahle  hy  the  Admiralty  under  the  provisions  of 
any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to  make  provi- 
sion with  respect  to  the  Navigation  of  the 
Solent  hetween  the  Isle  of  Wight  and  the 
Mainland,  in  the  county  of  Hants. 

Itesdution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 


NAVT  Ain>  ABMT  EZFEBmiTUBB,  1879-80. 

Committee  to  consider  the  Savings  and  Defi- 
ciencies upon  the  Grants  for  Navy  and  Army 
Scorvices  in  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of 
March  1880,  and  the  tempoiary  sanction  ob- 
tained from  the  Treasury  hy  the  Navy  and 
Army  Departments  to  Expenditure  not  pro- 
vided for  in  the  Grants  for  that  year,  upon 
Satitrday, 

Appropriation  Accounts  for  the  Navy  and 
Army  Departments,  which  were  preeented  upon 
the  7th  day  of  Fehruary  last  raerred  to  the 
Committee. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Four  o'clock  in  the  morning. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
-  Friday,  12th  Jugwt,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Sbliot  Committbb— Ajpor*  — 
Irish  Jury*Law8  *. 

Public  Bills — Fint  Blading — ^Indian  Loan  of 
1879  •(212). 

J2i|9ort— Erne  Lough  and  Biver  •  (306). 

R^rt— Third  Blading  —  Ecdesiastioal  Couxts 
Regulation  (198),  now  Discharge  of  Gon- 
tumadous  Prisoners*  (198),  ajidpaeud. 

Third  JSmm^im^— Metropolitan  Board  of  Worki 
(Moxiey)*  (186) ;  Superannuation  (Post  Office 
and  Works)*  (208) ;  Central  (Mminal  Court 
(Prisons)*  (162);  Leases  for  SchoolB  (Ire- 
land)* (188) ;  Cioirupt  Practices  (Suapenaion 
of  Elections)  *  (208),  ajidpas»ed, 

BXTBINBSB  OF  THB  HOXTSB. 

Ordered^  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion the  Bills  which  are  entered  for  considera- 
tion on  the  Minutes  of  the  day  shall  have  the 
same  precedence  which  Bills  have  on.  Tues- 
days and  Thursdays.--(  The  Earl  of  Rodetdtdi.) 

DISCHARGE  OF  CONTUMACIOUS  PRI- 
SONERS BILL.— (No.  198.)— -FbfWMT^ 
ECCLESIASTICAL   COURTS   REGULA- 
TION BILL. 
{Tho  Earl  Beauchamp.) 
GONSIDERATIOir.      THIBD    BBADINO. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order)  ;  further  amendments  nuide. 
Then  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  mh- 
iidered  (aooor£ng  to  order),  and  die- 
peneed  with. 

Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  nowread  8*." 
— (  The  Earl  Eeauehamp.) 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he 
would  t^e  that  opportunity  of  oongrata- 
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lAting  the  noUe  Earl  (Earl  Beaaohamp) 
upon  having  oarried  the  measure  to  a 
saooeasfbl  iasne.  He  trusted  that  during 
die  Beoess  the  noble  Earl  would  oon- 
■der  the  desirability  of  extending  the 
applioation  of  the  principles  of  the 
measure,  so  as  to  prevent  tne  necessity 
of  sending  clergymen  to  prison  for 
o&enoeB  similar  to  those  committed  by 
Ifr.  Ghreen. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  8'  accordingly,  and  passed, 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 


CONVEY  ANCINa   AND    LAW   OF  PRO- 
PERTY BILL. 
OONSIDXBATION     OF     OOMMONS     AICBND- 
MSNT8. 

Oommons  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
ooiding  to  order). 

Eabl  CAIBNS  said,  that  a  great  num- 
ber of  Amendments  had  been  made  in  the 
ofher  House ;  and,  so  far  as  the  verbal 
Amendments  were  concerned,  he  readily 
assented  to  them.  But  there  were  cer- 
tain Amendments  to  the  Bill  which  pro- 
posed to  leave  out  certain  important 
olanses,  from  the  operation  of  which  he 
and  oUiers  expected  the  greatest  possible 
ben^t,  and  which  would  have  reduced 
Tery  much  the  enense  of  conveyancing, 
to  the  saving  of  money  which,  as  it 
leemed  to  him,  was  needlessly  thrown 
away.  As  matters  stood,  the  House  was 
txhibited  as  advocating  changes  that 
would  lead  to  economy,  and  the  House  of 
Oommons  had  retained  the  sources  of  ex- 
pense. At  any  other  period  of  the  Ses- 
Bon  he  should  have  asked  their  Lord- 
ships to  consider  the  matter  more  fully 
ana  to  disagree  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  those  Amendments;  but,  at 
'  presenty  looking  at  the  time,  and  that 
&ere  was  other  important  legislation 
before  the  House,  that  course  would 
imperil  the  Bill,  and,  as  it  appeared  to 
him  in  other  respects  to  be  exceedingly 
valuable,  he  should  be  sorry  that  any 
aoddent  should  befall  it.  With  this 
protest,  he  asked  their  Lordships  to 
agree  to  the  Commons'  Amendments. 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree 
with  The  Commons  in  their  Amend- 
ments to  the  said  BilL"— (2%^  £arl 
Cmms.) 

Ma&m  agrood  to. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
OOirSIDEIULTIOir  OF  OOMMONS  AMENDMENTS 
TO  LOBDS  AMENDMENTS. 

Commons  Amendments  to  Lords 
Amendments,  and  Commons  consequen- 
tial Amendments,  and  Beasons  for  dis- 
agreeing to  certain  of  the  Lords  Amend- 
ments considered  (according  to  order). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Pbivy 
Seal,  the  following  Amendments  dis- 
agreed  to  by  the  Commons : — In  page  1, 
Ime  26,  leave  out  from  ("court")  to 

f'' declare")  in  line  28,  and  insert 
<<8haU");  and  in  line  28,  after 
("  void")  insert  ('*  if  the  landlord  shall 
so  require  ") — not  insisted  on. 

Cn  the  Lords  Amendment  in  page  2, 
line  5,  amended  by  the  Commons  as  fol- 
lows:— ^Li  line  5,  leave  out  (**becom- 
pjensated")  and  insert  ("compensa- 
tion"); in  line  8,  insert  ("and  sub- 
stantially maintained, ")  and  after  ("  land- 
lord ")  leave  out  the  word  ("  or  "J  and 
insert  ("and");  and  in  line  9,  insert 
("made  or  acquired.") 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree 
to  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Com- 
mons in  the  said  Amendment." — {The 
Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  did  not  know  whether  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  wished  to 
assume  the  paternity  of  his  own  child ; 
but,  if  not,  he  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) would  do  so.  The  Amendment 
which  the  Commons  had  proposed  to 
this  Proviso,  and  which  might  be  shortly 
described  as  an  English-managed  estate 
Amendment,  was  to  some  extent  based 
on  a  reasonable  principle — that  was  to 
say,  they  had  no  desire  that  estates 
which  had  been  once  equipped  by  the 
landlord,  and  from  that  time  had  been 
entirely  abandoned  to  the  tenant,  should 
be  treated  as  English-managed  estates, 
because  that  would  not  be  a  just  repre- 
sentation of  the  system  of  management 
that  prevailed  in  this  country.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  words  "substantially 
maintained  "  went  a  good  deal  too  far, 
and  would  tend  to  exclude  from  the 
benefit  of  the  provision  estates  which 
really  had  been  managed  on  the  English 
system,  but  in  which  the  tenant  might 
have  done  certain  incidental  repairs,  or 
in  which  he  might  have  repaired  some 
particularimprovements.  Atenantmight 
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have  constantly  cleared  out  the  end  of  a 
ditch — that  was  a  permanent  improve- 
ment ;  he  had  substantiallj  attended  to 
it,  and  not  the  landlord ;  and,  therefore, 
that  was  no  longer  an  English-managed 
estate  and  no  longer  to  be  excluded.  If 
the  Amendment  of  the  Commons  were 
adopted  simply  as  it  stood,  the  result 
woidd  be  that  the  provision  to  which 
their  Lordships  assented  would  become 
almost  nugatory,  and  would,  practically, 
not  apply  to  the  estates  at  which  it  was 
originally  directed.  He  had  therefore 
to  move  an  Amendment  which,  at  first 
sight,  might  not  seem  to  be  a  large  one, 
but  which  would,  he  thought,  cover  the 
distance  between  the  view  sustained 
by  the  Conmions  and  that  held  by 
their  Lordships.  Instead  of  the  words 
**  substantially  maintained  "  he  proposed 
to  insert  *'  have  been  in  the  main  up- 
held." The  difference  between  these 
two  formulee  was  this — ''  substantially 
maintained  "  would  apply  to  each  indi- 
vidual improvement.  If  one  ditch  was 
habitually  maintained  by  the  tenant 
under  the  words  ''substantially  main- 
tained," the  holding  would  no  longer  be 
an  English-managed  estate ;  but  u  they 
said  that  the  generality  of  the  improve- 
ments were  to  be  maintained  by  the 
landlord,  or,  in  other  words,  were  to  be 
<'  in  the  main  upheld,"  they  established 
this  principle — that  where  the  majority 
of  the  improvements  were  sustained  by 
the  landlord  it  would  be  an  English- 
managed  estate,  and  excluded  from  the 
provisions  of  the  clause.  That  corre- 
sponded exactly  with  the  practical  state 
of  things  on  these  English-managed 
estates.  He  moved  that  the  Commons' 
Amendment  be  amended  by  omitting 
the  words  '*  and  substantially  main- 
tained," and  substituting  ''have  in  the 
main  been  upheld." 

Moved,  To  leave  out  the  words  ("  and 
substantially  maintained,"  )  and  insert 
the  words  ("  have  in  the  main  been  n-p- 
held.")— <2%tf  Marquess  of  SalUhury.) 

On  question,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill?" 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  said,  that 
as  he  was  responsible  for  the  original 
proposal— indeed,  he  had  no  difficulty  in 
assuming  its  paternity — he  wished  to  sav 
that  the  action  of  the  other  House  with 
respect  to  it  had  convinced  him  tiiat  that 
House  and  the  Govemmeat  were  pre- 

Th$  Marqueet  of  SoKeHry 


pared  to  consider  the  question  fairljr  aad 
candidly.  Though  he  believed  the  oii- 
j^inal  Amendment  to  be  consistent  with 
justice  and  common  sense,  he  was  boimA 
to  own  that  there  were  many  penona 
who  had  a  strong  objection  to  it— on 
what  ground  he  did  not  know,  imleea 
it  were  that  they  positivelv  disliked  to 
see  landlords  undertake  the  duty  of 
managing  their  estates  and  liie  duty  of 
making  improvements.  All  except  those 
who  held  that  view  aoknowlecbed  the 
Amendment  to  be  a  reasonable  one. 
With  respect  to  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar^ 
quess  of  Salisbury),  he  was  bound  to  ea^ 
he  could  not  see  uie  distinction  between 
the  words  "substantially  maintained" 
and  "  in  the  main  upheld."  He  did  not 
know  what  might  be  the  judicial  inter- 
pretation of  the  words  "  substantially 
maintained ;  "  but  he  apprehended,  on 
the  other  hand,  that  nobody  could  anti- 
cipate what  might  be  the  judicial  inter- 
pretation of  the  words  "  in  the  main  up- 
held." When  he  asked  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  words  "substantially main- 
tained" were  intended  to  maxe  &e 
Amendment  more  strict  or  more  loose, 
his  noble  Friend  told  him  plainly  that 
they  were  intended  to  make  it  less  strict 
He  did  not  think,  however,  that  tilie 
noble  Marquess  had  given  a  fair  example 
of  a  permanent  improvement  when  ne 
mentioned  the  clearing  out  of  a  ditch, 
because  a  ditch  was  a  temporary  and 
not  a  permanent  improvement,  what 
he  (the  Duke  of  Ar^U)  meant  by  per- 
manent improvements  were  buildings, 
fences,  and  the  main  drainage  of  fiEumi 
— that  was  what  was  called  permanent 
improvements  in  England  and  Scotland. 
In  nis  observations  tne  noble  Marquess 
referred  to  English-managed  estates. 
But  to  that  expression  he  fthe  Duke  of 
Argyll)  vehemently  objectea,  because  the 
Amendment  referred,  not  to  "  estates," 
but  to  "holdings"  upon  which  the 
landlord  had  mi^e  all  the  permanent 
improvements.  He  had  always  main- 
tained that  it  would  be  unfair  to  deprive 
a  tenant  of  the  benefit  of  his  own  im- 

grovements,  because  other  tenants  misht 
ave  the  improvements  on  tJieir  hid- 
ings made  by  the  landlord.  He  earnestly 
trusted  that  the  House  would  understand 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  iF*^Ty>«naA 
difficulties  surrounding  this  Amend- 
ment.   Although  the  words  **  < 
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tiaUj  s^UAteia^d,"  Btrieily  interpreted, 
ezdraded  ceFtain  holdings  which,  in  his 
view,  onglit  te  be  induded,  yet  this 
gfWt  oQoa^aeoee  would  follow— that 
efoiT  landlm  in  Ireland  would  know 
ta  the  ftitnre  by  the  dedsion  of  the 
Oonii  how  he  was  to  improve  his  hold- 
ing, BO  aa  to  take  advantage  of  this 
elanse.  He  plaeed  the  greatest  value 
on  the  oonoesdon  made  bv  the  Qovem- 
mant  and  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
he  was  prenared  to  accept  the  words 
"snbstaQtuuly  maintained^'  as  inserted 
by  the  Oonunons. 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  SAUSBUBY  said, 
that,  instead  of  his  former  Amendment, 
he  would  move  that  the  words  ''  sub- 
stantially maintained"  be  left  out  in 
oidjar  to  inaart  after  ''  made,"  ''  or  ac- 
quired, and  have  in  the  main  been  up- 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 


Jf«f#^  To  leave  out  the  words  {**  and 
sabetantially  maintained")  and  insert 
flie  words  (y  or  acquired.")— (25^  Mar- 
fiMM  of  SaluhtTjf.) 

On  question,  ''That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

fen?" 

IiOBD  CABLmaFOED  said,  that  the 
ifdile  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bory)  had  altered  the  words  of  his 
Amendment,  and,  in  doing  so,  seemed 
to  have  received  a  new  light  from  some 
quarter  with  respect  to  the  Bill.  He 
did  not  know  what  the  noble  Marquess 
meant  by  "  acquired." 

Thx  Mabqitess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
that  the  words  "  or  acquired  "  were  in- 
serted by  the  House  of  Commons  a  few 
linea  further  on  in  the  same  clause.  The 
addition  of  the  words  in  question  would 
meet  the  case  of  a  man  who  had  bought 
hiiB  land  and  paid  too  much  for  it,  and 
where  the  improvements  had  been  ac- 
quired. 

LoBD  OAHLINOFOED  said,  that  the 
intention  of  the  Covemment  in  insert- 
ing the  words  "substantially  main- 
tamed  "  was  that  where  a  landlord  had, 
or  should  have  fbr  the  future,  really 
and  bond  fide  equipped  and  maintained  a 
&nn  under  the  Eufflish  system,  the 
nower  of  sale  should  be  taken  away 
nom  the  tenant.  But,  having  made  that 
oonoeasion,  the  Covemment  desired  to 
make  it  a  genuime  case,  such  m»  YifA 


been  contemplated  throughout  by  his 
noble  Friend  the  noble  Dii^e  (the  Duke 
of  Argyll).  He  was  not,  at  a  moment's 
notice,  prepared  to  accept  the  words 
''or  acquired;"  in  fact,  he  could  not 
see  their  simificance  in  that  connection. 
He  believed  that  the  first  words  the  noble 
Marquess  had  proposed — "  in  the  maiQ 
upheld" — had  the  same  scope  as  the 
words  now  in  the  clause,  and  he  was 
willing  to  accept  them. 
EMohed  in  the  negative. 

On  question,  "That  the  words  ("or 
acquired  ")  be  there  inserted  ?  " 

Their  Lordships    divided  : — Oontenta 
144 ;  Not-Oontents  69  :  Majority  75. 
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Arundell  of  Wardoor, 

Ashford,L.  (J^.jBKfy.) 
Bateman,  L. 
Borthwick,  L. 
Botreaux,  L.    (£.  Lou* 

douH.) 
Braboume,  L. 
Brancepeth,    L.      ( V. 

Boy  fie.) 
Brodrick,L.  {V.Midle' 

ton.) 
Byron,  L, 
Castlomaine,  L. 
Chelmsford,  L. 
Clements,  L.     (E,  X#t- 

trim,) 
Clinton,  L. 
Cloncurry,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
ColviUe  of  Culrofls,  L. 
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Ootteeloe,  L. 

Grofton,  L. 

De  L'Isle  and  Dadley, 
L. 

Denman,  L. 

Digby,  L. 

Donington,  L. 

Dunsandle  and  Clan- 
conal,  L. 

Dunsany,  L. 

EUenborougli,  L. 

Elphinstone,  L. 

Fisherwick,  L.  (Jf. 
Doneg<U.) 

Foxford,  L.  (E.  Litne- 
rick.) 

Gage,  L.    [V,  Oa^e.) 

Gorznanstoni  L.  (r. 
C^ormafuton.) 

Grey  de  Hadcliffe,  L. 
(F.  Oreff  de  Wil- 
ton,) 

Harlech,  L. 

Harti8mere,L.  {L,Hm» 
niker,^ 

Inchiquin,  L. 

Eenlis,  L.  ( Jf.  Read- 
fort.) 

Ker,L.    [M.  Lothian.) 

Lamington,  L. 

Leconfield,  L. 

Massy,  L. 

Monteagle,  L.  (if. 
Sliffo!) 

Moore,  L.  ( Jf.  Droff' 
heda.) 

Mowbray,  L. 

Napier,  L. 

Northwick,  L. 

Norton,  L. 

O'Neill,  L. 


Oranmore  and  Browne, 

L. 
Ormonde,  L.    (Jf*  Or- 

monde.) 
Plunket,  L. 
Poltimore,  L. 

"RAglf^n^  Ii, 

Banfurly,  L.  {E.San- 
furlyS 

Bayleign,  L. 

SackyiJle,  L. 

SaltersfordjL.  {E,Ckmr- 
town,) 

Saltoun,  L. 

Sbute,  L.  {V,  Bar- 
rinffton,) 

Silche8ter,L.  (E,  Long- 
ford,) 

Somerhill,  L.  ( Jf.  CTon- 
ricarde,') 

Stanley  01  Alderley,  L. 

Stewart  of  Gurlies,  L. 
{E,  Qalloujaff,) 

Stratheden  and  Gamp- 
bell,  L. 

Strathspey,  L.  (^.  Sea- 
field,) 

Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 

Templemore,  L. 

Tollemache,  L. 

Tredegar,  L. 

Trevor,  L. 

Tyrone,  L.  (if.  Water- 
ford,) 

Ventry,  L. 

Wentworth,  L. 

Willoughby  de  Broke, 
li. 

Wimbome,  L. 

Windsor,  L. 

Wynf ord,  L. 


NOT-OONTENTS. 


Selbome,  L.  (Z.  Ch«m- 
eellor,) 

Grafton,  D. 
Somerset,  D. 

Ailesbury,  M. 
Bath,  M. 
Lansdowne,  M. 

Camperdown,  E. 
Derby,  E. 
Essex,  E. 
Fortescue,  E. 
Granville,  E. 
Ilchester,  E. 
Kimberley,  E. 
Minto,  E. 
Morlev,  E. 
Northbrook,  E. 
Shaftesbury,  E. 
Spencer,  E. 
Sa£folk  and  Berkshire, 

E. 
Sydney,  E. 

Falmouth,  V. 
Gordon,  Y.    {E.J,herm 


Powerscourt,  V. 
Sherbrooke,  V. 

Exeter,  L.  Bp. 

Ampthill,  L. 

Bolper,  L. 

Boyle,  L.  (E,  Cork 
and  Orrery,)  \^Teller,'] 

Braye,  L. 

Breadalbane,  L.  {E, 
Breadalbane.) 

Carlingf ord,  L. 

Garrington,  L. 

Churchill,  L. 

Glermont,  L. 

Glifford  of  Ghadleigh, 
L. 

Emly,  L. 

Ettrick,  L.  (X.  Napier,) 

Fingall,  E.  {E,  Fin- 
gall,) 

Foley,  L, 

Granard,  L.  {E.  Qra- 
nard,) 

Greville,  L. 

Hatherton,  L. 

KenmarOiL   (i?.2#>i- 


fiobaztei,Ii. 
Bosebeiy,  L.  (B.  JtoM- 

Sandhnist,  L. 
Somerton,  L.  {S.Norm 

mantonJ) 
Strafford,  L.    (V.  JBn- 

field,) 
Sadeley,  L. 
Snffield,  L. 
Thnrlow,  L. 
Truro,  L. 
Venion,  L. 
Vivian,  L. 
Waveney,  L. 
Wolverton,  L. 
Wrottealey,  U 


Eenry,  L.  {E.  Dim- 
raven  and  Mount- 
Earl,) 

Leigh,  L. 

Lvttelton,  L. 

Methuen,  L. 

Monck,L.  (r,Monek,) 

Monson,  L.    [lelkr,'] 

Monteagle  of  Bran- 
don, La, 

Mount  Temple,  L. 

0'Hagan,L. 

Ponsonby,  L.  {E,  Beee- 
borougnA 

Bamaay,  U  [E.  Dal- 
h^ueie,) 

Bibblesdale,  L. 

Re9oh>ed  in  the  afflmuUive. 

Further  Amendment  made  by  insert- 
ing after  the  word  ("  ao^niied  ")  the 
words  ("and  have  been  in  die  main 
upheld.^') 

On  Commons  Amendment  to  Lords 
Amendment,  in  line  9,  to  leave  out  ''or" 
and  insert ''  and." 

^  The  Masquess  of  SALISBUBY  in- 
vited the  Government  to  give  an  expla- 
nation of  it,  as  he  could  not  understand 
how  the  landlord  and  his  predecessor  in 
title— say  his  grandfather— could  have 
made  an  improvement  conjointly,  as 
the  words  required.  He  did  not  wish 
to  quarrel  with  the  grammar  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment;  but  he  must 
formally  move  the  restoration  of  the 
word  *'  or." 

Moved,  *'  That  this  House  doth  dis- 
agree with  the  Oommons  in  the  said 
i^endment." — {Th$  Marquea  of  JSalii- 

LoBD  OABLINGFOBD  explained 
that  the  objection  to  the  wora  "  or " 
was  that,  if  it  were  used,  then  if  one  of 
the  predecessors  of  the  landlord  had 
made  and  maintained  any  improvements 
— ^no  matter  how  long  back — ^the  tenancy 
would  be  excluded  horn  the  full  benefit 
of  the  Bill,  although  the  improvements 
might  never  since  have  been  maintained 
by  the  landlord.  The  whole  idea  of  the 
Government  was  to  preserve  the  oonti- 
nuity  of  the  improvements. 

The  Mabqttess  of  SALISBUBY  said, 
the  logical  and  grammatical  blunder  of 
the  Government  was  not  one  into  whidi 
it  was  likely  the  Oourt  would  fall; 
and,  therefore,  he  must  press  the  Mo- 
tion. 

On  question  ?  iisagrood  to. 
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Xioids  Amendment,  in  pag^  2,  line 
16,  to  insert  ("  op  paid  fop  "),  to  which 
the  Oommons  have  disagpeed. 

^  Jfovsd,  "  That  this  House  doth  not  in- 
sist on  the  said  Amendment  to  which  the 
Oommons  have  disagpeed."— (2%tf  Lord 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBUET 
asked  fop  some  intelligible  peason  fop 
omitting  the  wopds.  T^at  was  to  hap- 
pen in  a  case  whepe  the  landlopd  had 
paid  the  tenant  fop  the  imppovements  he 
nad  made— was  the  landlopd  to  have  no 
Talue  fop  imppovements  so  made  and 
paid  fop  ?  If  objection  wepe  taken  to 
the  inseption  of  the  wopds  at  the  place 
in  question,  he  should  insept  them  at 
some  othep  place.      

ThbLOBD  OHANCELLOE  explained 
that  the  wopd  ''made"  met  the  case 
completely,  because  it  comppehended  all 
imppovements  effected  by  pepsons  em- 
ployed by  the  landlopd,  and  who,  of 
ooupse,  peceived  payment  fop  theip  la- 
boup. 

On  question?  rMohed  in  tiie' affirmative. 

Moved,  In  page  2,  line  18,  aftep 
("  title  ")  to  insept  ("  op  have  been  paid 
fop  by  the  landlopd  op  his  ppedecessop  in 
title."— (7%<»  Mar^uMi  of  SaUehury.) 

On  question  ? 

The  LOBD  OHANOELLOE  objected 
to  the  Amendment,  as  it  was  penectly 
deap  that  the  landlopd  had  made  the 
imppovements,  if  he  had  paid  fop  them. 

LoED  LEOONFIELD  stated  that 
the  Amendment  would  give  mope  secu- 
rity to  the  imppoving  landlopds,  and 
maintained  that  it  womd  affect  his  own 
imppovements. 

Thb  Mabqttbss  of  SALISBUEY  ad- 
mitted that ;  but  he  consideped  the  clause 
would  be  unsafe  without  the  Amend- 
ment. 

LoBD  OAEUNGFOED  pefused  to 
give  way. 

On  the  House  being  deaped  fop  the 
division, 

Eabi.  OEANVILLE  said,  the  Oovepn- 
ment  would  not  give  theip  Lopdships  the 
trouble  of  dividing. 

£esohed  in  the  affirmative. 

Lopds  Amendment  in  page  2,  line  28, 
to  which  the  Commons  have  disagpeed. 

Moved,  "That  this  House  doth  not  in- 
lift  on  the  said  Amendment  to  which 


the  Commons  have  disagpeed." — {The 
Lord  Privy  Heal.) 

Tor  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that, 
having  moved  it  originally,  he  wished 
to  sav  a  few  wopds  on  that  Amendment, 
and  he  hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to 
make  a  ppoposal  with  pegapd  to  it.  He 
pegpetted  it  had  not  been  affpeed  to,  at 
least  in  a  modified  fopm,  because  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  as  it  stood  did  a 
wrong  and  an  injustice  fop  which  this 
House  ought  to  ppovide  a  pemedy.  He 
would  simply  pead  the  dause  of  the  Act 
of  1870  which  ppovided  fop  the  nupchase 
of  the  tenant  pight.  It  pan  as  follows : — 

"Where  a  landlord  has  pnrchafled  or  ao- 
quired,  or  shall  hereafter  purohase  or  acquire, 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom,  such  holding 
shall  henceforth  cease  to  be  suhject  to  the 
Ulster  tenant  right  custom." 

Many  landlopds  might  have  been  in- 
duced by  that  distinct  guapantee  on  the 
papt  of  the  Legislatupe  to  free  theip 
holdings  from  the  ITlstep  tenant  piffht 
custom,  and  to  expend  considepable 
sums  with  that  object.  It  might  be  said 
that  the  Bill  did  not  subject  mese  hold- 
ings to  the  nistep  Custom.  This  was 
litepally  and  technically  tpue;  but  it 
subjected  them  to  the  powep  of  sale, 
which  was  the  heapt  and  soul  of  the 
nistep  Custom ;  and  unless  some  ppovi- 
sion  wepe  made  to  meet  the  case,  thepe 
would  be  almost  a  bpeach  of  faith  on  the 
part  of  Fapliament,  f  op  that  money  would 
be  confiscated  undep  the  ppesent  Bill  as 
it  stood.  The  Amendment  he  had  ppo- 
posed,  and  which  theip  Lopdstdps 
adopted,  was  intended  to  obviate  that 
hapoship.  The  ppecise  fopm  of  Us 
Amendment  was  anothep  mattep.  It 
was  most  desipable  that  that  House 
should  exhibit  the  viptue  of  ppomptitude 
in  the  tpansaction  of  Pubhc  Business; 
but  he  had  some  peason  to  complain  of 
the  haste  with  which  the  Bill  had  been 
passed  thpoug^h  the  Committee  stage. 
Theip  Lopdships  had  onl^  had  a  few 
houps  to  consid!ep  the  details  of  a  most 
complicated  measupe,  which  undepwent 
altepation,  having  been  hacked  about, 
and  amended  in  evepy  sopt  of  way  pos- 
sible up  to  the  last  moment  in  the  othep 
House.  Consequently,  they  had  had 
little  time  to  considep  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  papticulap  wopds  with  pegapd  to 
ppovisions  of  this  kind.  He  was  bound 
to  admit  that  the  House  of  Commons,  in 
the  Beasoni  th^  had  given  for  disagree- 
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ing  with  his  Amendment — namely,  on 
tlie  ground  that  cases  of  hardship  might 
arise  in  which  the  occupying  tenant, 
who  was  quite  unconnected  with  the 
transaction  between  the  former  tenant 
and  the  landlord,  might  suffer — had  hit 
a  blot  in  the  particular  words  he  pro- 
posed to  insert,  for  under  them  there 
would  have  been  no  possibility  of  the 
tenant  selling  the  remainder  of  the  ten- 
ant right,  which  might  have  been  left  to 
him  after  an  increment  of  rent.  It  was 
also  pointed  out  that  by  other  parts  of 
the  iSill  the  object  he  had  in  view  was 
provided  for;  but  he  still  believed  the 
Amendment  to  be  necessary,  though  he 
was  willing  to  put  it  in  a  modified  form. 
The  landlord,  after  buying  the  tenant 
right,  might,  no  doubt,  recoup  himself 
by  increment  of  rent ;  aiid,  in  that  case, 
of  course,  there  could  be  no  question  of 
repaying  him  for  his  outlay  on  the  sale 
of  the  tenancy.  He  was  not  prepared, 
therefore,  to  insist  on  the  particular 
words  of  his  Amendment.  If,  however, 
the  Government  had  wished  to  meet  the 
case,  they  might  easily  have  suggested, 
in  '*  another  place,"  words  which  would 
have  avoided  the  injustice  that  he  de- 
sired to  prevent.  As  they  had  not  done 
80,  he  now  moved  to  add,  after  the  1st 
paragraph  of  this  9th  sub-section,  these 
words — 

'*  And  where  the  holding  is  sold  for  the  first 
time  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  the  land- 
lord may  apply  to  the  Court  to  apportion  to  him 
Buch  piurt,  II  any,  of  the  purchase  money  as  may 
seem  to  the  Court  to  be  just  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case ;  and  the  Court  may  so 
apportion  such  part  accordingly." 

He  could  not  help  thinking  that  his 
Amendment  was  really  in  accordance 
with  the  intentions  of  tiie  Government. 
The  words  which  he  had  suggested 
would  give  direction  to  the  Court  to 
consider  the  particular  circumstances  in 
reference  to  each  case;  and  he  could  not 
help  saying  that  unless  Government 
adopted  some  such  words  there  would 
be  a  positive  breach  of  faith  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  those  individuals 
who  had  purchased  the  tenant  right. 

Moved,  To  insert,  in  lieu  of  the  Amend- 
ment made  by  the  Lords  to  which  the 
Oommons  have  disagreed,  the  following 
words : — 

("Where,  before  the  passing  of  this  Act,  the 
landlord,  or  any  of  his  predecessors  in  title,  has 
purohaaed  or  acquired  the  Ulster  tenant  right 
coftgin,  or  tbe  b«n«fit  <A  a  imge  oom&poa&ig 

The  Duk0  of  Argyll 


to  the  TTIstflr  tenant  right  coitan  to  wfaioh  any 
holding  was  subject,  uid  such  holding  has,  in 

Ctuance  of  section  cme  or  section  two  ol  tha 
dlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870, 
ceased  to  be  subject  to  snoli  custom  or  usage ; 
and,  where  the  holding  is  sold  for  the  fint  tuns 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  the  landlord 
may  apply  to  the  court  to  apportion  to  him 
such  part,  if  any,  of  the  purchase  money  aa  may 
seem  to  the  court  to  be  just  under  all  tha  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case ;  and  the  court  may  so 
apportion  such  part  accordingly/') — (The  iMt$ 
ofArgyU,) 

LoBD  WAYSNET,  in  supporting  tho 
Amendment,  quoted  from  the  letter  of  n 
gentleman  of  great  experience  the  fol- 
lowing account  of  the  difficulties  of  land- 
lords in  the  matter  of  tenant  right : — 

« I  purchased  seyeral  fiurms  at  prices  vuyinff 
from  £10  to  £15  per  statute  acre,  ik  most  oase^ 
threw  down  the  houses  and  added  the  land  to 
the  adjoining  farm.  In  case  of  the  enlaxged 
farm  changing  hands,  which  has  taken  plaoe  in 
more  than  one  instance,  I  protect  mys^  by 
allowing  only  the  tenant's  right  of  the  on- 
ginal  portion  to  be  sold,  the  new  teumt 
becoming  my  tenant  for  the  land  purchased  by 
me  on  the  same  terms  as  the  man  m»n  whom  bs 
purchases  the  original  portion — ^that  is,  he  hat 
tenant  rifht  only  m  the  &rm  originally  owned 
by  the  seller  and  none  in  that  purohaaed  by  me. 
Nor  can  I  see  how  he  can  luistly  acquire  that 
right,  imless  by  paving  me  the  money  I  paid, 
less  the  capital  yalue  of  any  additional  rent 
placed  on  the  land  in  consequence  of  that  pur- 
chase. This  latter,  however,  is  small,  aa  in  no 
case  can  a  landlord  get  a  rent  equal  to  his  rent 
proper  and  interest  on  his  puronase  of  tenant 
riffht.  Under  the  Land  Bui  my  tenant  could 
sell  both  portions,  my  purchase  would  merge  in 
the  sale,  and  I  should  lose  all  not  ooyffl«d  by 
higher  rent.  Now,  I  haye  the  right  to  resume 
possession  if  not  satisfied  with  any  proposed 
new  arrangement,  and  could  recoup  myaclf  by 
restoringthe  original  conditions  of  two  amaU 
farms.  The  landlord's  compensation,  it  is  said, 
in  case  of  a  sale  of  a  tenant  right  by  a  tena^ 
who  had  taken  a  farm,  the  tenant  xiflht  of  which 
had  been  purchased  by  the  landlora  and  after- 
wards sola,  would  come  out  of  the  wrong  per- 
son if  then  daimed.  This  is  wrong.  The  sdler 
would  be  selling  that  for  which  he  neyer  paid, 
and  would  suffer  no  injury  by  being  obliged  to 
hand  oyer  the  proceeds  of  the  siue,  leas  his 
claim  for  improyements,  if  any,  to  the  landlord 
to  whom  the  property  belongs,  and  the  bnyer 
would  suffer  no  injury  by  paying  the  rightful 
owner  instead  of  the  tenant,  who,  by  a  lucky 
chance  of  law,  was  selling  what  did  not  belong 
to  him.  A  ffreat  injustice  will  be  done  to  those 
who  haye  freely  spent  money  in  ^e  hope  of 
raising  the  condition  and  ttatui  of  the  smaller 
tenantry.  Had  I  taken  adyantage  of  the  law  at 
it  stood,  I  might  haye  enlarp^  the  holdings  by 
ejecting  those  too  small  to  hye  by  fazming,  and 
paid  nothing  by  way  of  compenaation  wSxsn 
1870." 

He  trusted  that  the  injustioe  pointed  out 
by  the  noble  Doke  (the  Duke  of  Aigyll) 
would  be  provided  for  bgr  thA  Ooyecft- 
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nwnt  accepting  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment. If  some  saoh  pioviBion  were  not 
made,  a  great  i^juelice  would  be  done  to 
a  large  number  of  landlords. 

LosD  OASUNOFOBD  boped  their 
Lordflhips  would  not  insist  upon  this 
Amendment,  He  should  like  to  remind 
file  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  of 
what  was  done  in  this  matter  by  the  Act 
of  1870.  No  doubt,  the  Act  said  that 
in  Ulster  fiurm,  once  hee  of  the  Ulster 
Oofltom,  should  remain  free  from  it.  But 
what  more  did  it  do  ?  Side  bv  side  with 
Aat  provision,  it  subjected  the  holding 
to  all  the  other  g^eral  provisions  of  the 
Act  And whatwere  they?  Theyinduded 
eompensation  for  disturbance,  and  in  his 
(Lsra  Oariingford's)  view,  as  a  matter  of 
principle,  that  comi>ensation  for  disturb- 
ance was  a  harder  measure  to  the  land- 
Inda  than  anything  the  Oovemment 
were  doing  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Ast  In  the  case  of  tenant  right  he 
leoeived  some  tangible  value ;  but  the 
payment  of  compensation  for  disturb- 
anoe  was  not  a  payment  which  repre- 
sented any  value  whatever.  It  was 
partly  a  payment  in  the  nature  of  a  pen- 
si^,  ana  partly  in  the  nature  of  a  com- 
pnlaorypoor  law  to  relieve  the  tenant. 
in  point  of  principle,  indeed,  he  main- 
tained that  it  was  a  very  strong  measure 
to  require  every  landlord  in  Ireland,  in- 
dnding  those  who  had  bought  up  the 
XTlster  Oustom,  to  submit  to  we  general 
provision  of  compensation  for  oisturb- 
SDoe.  He  only  mentioned  that  to  re- 
mind tiliem  of  what  had  been  done  by  the 
Ast  of  1870.  As  to  the  question  now 
before  them,  the  Oovemment's  view 
with  reference  to  the  noble  Duke's  pro- 
posal that  a  lump  sum  should  be  given 
D^  a  tenant  in  the  case  of  the  tenant 
nght  having  been  purchased  was  that  it 
would  be  a  practical  injustice.  They 
were  oonvincea  that,  in  practice,  the  only 
mode  in  an^  case,  supposing  Ihere  haa 
been  no  legislation  at  all  on  the  subject, 
in  which  a  landlord  could  have  recouped 
himself,  would  be  in  the  way  of  increased 
rent,  representing  the  full  interest  of  the 
expenditure  whi(£ — in  his  (Lord  Carling- 
fora's)  opinion  foolishly — he  had  made. 
If  he  had  not  so  increased  the  rent  upon 
the  tenant  right  payment  which  he  had 
himself  made,  indudinff,  of  course,  valu- 
able improvements  on  me  holding — ^if  he 
had  not  done  so,  it  was  a  case  of  great 
indulgenoe ;  and  he  would  be  onlv  in  the 
poiitioii  as  any  other  indulgent 


1664 

landlord  in  Ireland.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  had  fixed  his  rent  according  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  ca&u- 
lated  it  upon  the  tenant  right  payment, 
he  would  have  lost  nothing  by  the  trans- 
action. That  was  how  the  question  stood. 
There  might  be  cases  of  hardship  of  that 
kind.  They  could  not  be  helped  as  re- 
garded the  past;  but  in  future  they 
could  not  arise,  as  the  Bill  would  in  all 
cases,  either  by  agreement  or  the  inter- 
vention of  the  Oourt,  insure  to  the  land- 
lord a  fair  rent.  What,  then,  would 
be  the  position  of  the  tenant  ?  There 
would  be  an  increase  of  rent  equivalent 
to  the  capital  sum  expended  by  the  land- 
lord, and  that  increase  of  rent  would 
continue  after  a  new  tenant  entered  upon 
the  holding.  Therefore,  if  the  landlord 
had  fixed  his  rent  according  to  the  oir« 
cumstances  of  the  case,  would  it  be  rea- 
sonable to  ask  the  tenant  in  occupation, 
who  might  have  been  paving  the  fuU 
value  of  the  farm,  to  pay  the  landlord  a 
lump  sum  in  respect  to  tenant  right,  as 
suggested  ?  The  effect  would  be,  if  the 
tenant  had  to  sell  his  tenant  riffht  on 
that  increased  rent,  the  value  of  ms  in- 
terest would  be  largely  decreased,  and  it 
was  quite  evident  that  it  would  be  pre- 
posterous and  impossible  to  require  that 
he  should  not  only  pay  the  capital  sum 
to  his  landlord,  but  also  that  the  in- 
creased rent  calculated  upon  that  capital 
sum  should  continue  upon  the  holding, 
and  that  he  should  be  required  to  sell  on 
the  diminished  value.  If  that  were  to 
be  done,  it  would  be  essential  that  the 
Court  should  reduce  the  rent  before  the 
man  sold.  If  the  landlord's  tenant 
right  payment,  which  might  have  been 
paid — God  knows  when — were  to  be  re- 
paid by  the  actual  tenant,  then  the  rent 
of  that  farm  must  be  reduced  accord- 
ingly. It  must  be  reduced  to  the  figure 
at  which  it  would  have  stood  if  the 
landlord  had  not  so  bought  the  tenant 
riffht,  and  the  tenant  must  be  able  to 
sell  it  at  that  reduced  figure  of  rent.  It 
was  impossible  that  the  landlord  should 
receive  that  sum  from  the  tenant,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  go  on  obtaining  to  the  end 
of  time  a  hifh  rent  calculated  upon 
another  condition  of  things.  These 
were  some  of  the  difficulties  which  they 
would  have  to  meet  if  they  attempted  to 
make  any  provision  such  as  his  noble 
Friend  (^e  Duke  of  Argyll)  had  pro- 
posed. The  su^^stion  now  made  by  no 
means  differed  in  effect  from  the  words 
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already  standing  in  the  original  Amend- 
ment. The  Government  were  convinced 
that,  although  the  Bill  was  a  strong  and 
severe  interference  with  the  action  of  the 
landlord,  it  did  not,  in  the  matter  at 
issue,  subject  him  to  any  money  loss. 
The  Government  admitted,  to  the  fullest 
extent,  that  the  Bill  would  defeat  and 
overrule  the  policy  and  the  system 
adopted  by  the  few  landlords  now  in 
question ;  but  beyond  that  they  did  not 
go.  They  were  convinced  that,  in  these 
cases,  the  landlord  would  have  just  the 
same  means,  as  a  matter  of  money,  of 
recouping  himself  for  his  expenditure  as 
he  would  have  had  if  there  had  been  no 
new  legislation  whatever,  that  means 
being  the  obtaining  of  a  rent  calculated 
upon  the  circumstances  of  the  holding. 

The  Mabquess  of  S AUSBUEY  said, 
that,  while  believing  that  the  original 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  was  not  properly  open 
to  objection,  he  believed  that  this,  as 
now  improved,  would  be  the  most  elastic 
and  natural  method  of  removing  any 
misapprehension  as  to  the  effect  of 
honouring  the  promise  made  by  Parlia- 
ment in  1870.  The  arguments  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  were  of 
two  kinds.  In  the  first  place,  he  pointed 
out  the  ffreat  enormity  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1870,  and  said  that  the 
Government  had  done  nothing  in  this 
Bill  at  all  so  bad  as  that.  But  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  could  not  aomit 
that  the  noble  Lord's  appeal  to  his  own 
wrong  constituted  any  justification  for 
any  wrongs  which  he  might  in  the  fu- 
ture attempt  to  commit.  But  then  the 
noble  Lord  went  on  to  say  that  if  the 
landlord  suffered  by  reason  of  having 
bought  the  tenant  right,  and  never  get- 
ting value  for  it,  at  least  he  was  paid  by 
the  increase  of  rent  which  was  the  result 
of  the  absence  of  the  tenant  right.  But 
if  there  was  one  thing  more  than  an- 
other which  the  noble  Lord  had  laboured 
to  impress  upon  the  House,  it  was  that 
there  was  no  connection  between  the 
growth  of  tenant  right  and  the  amount 
of  rent  paid.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  would,  if  he  might  make  use 
of  a  trivial  simile,  say  that  he  could  not 
understand  under  wluch  thimble  the  pea 
now  was.  He  could  not  understand 
whether  the  noble  Lord  had  pinned  his 
faith  to  the  doctrine  that  the  money  pay- 
able by  an  incoming  tenant  and  the  rent 
to  be  exacted  were  to  be  twin  sisters. 

Lard  CarUngford 


growing  up  side  by  side,  but  indepen- 
dently, or  whether  they  were  to  be  de- 
pendent upon  each  other,  the  one  rising 
as  the  other  fell.  Li  some  of  the  debates 
that  had  taken  place  the  noble  Lord  had 
taken  the  first  view ;  but  now  his  ^^'^• 
ment  was  based  upon  the  second.  What 
was  the  position  of  the  tenant  who  would 
be  affected  by  the  Amendment,  and  who 
was  the  subject  of  so  much  commisera- 
tion, out  of  the  result  of  whose  free  sale 
it  was  proposed  that  the  first  compensa^ 
tion  of  the  landlord  would  come  ?  He 
had  come  into  the  farm  entirely  without 
the  payment  of  any  purohase  money 
whatever.  He  was  in  the  coantnr  of 
Ulster  tenant  right,  and  surrounded  by 
farms  every  one  of  whose  occupants  had 
paid  a  heavy  sum  before  occupation  of 
the  farm,  and  he  had  enjoyea  idl  the 
benefits  of  the  tenant  right,  all  the  bene- 
fits conferred  on  the  farm  by  the  perma- 
nent buildings  erected  by  his  predeces- 
sors in  title,  and  enjoyea  them  without 
paying  the  price  for  them ;  and  before 
he  could  exercise  the  right  of  sale  which 
the  surrounding  tenants  possessed,  he 
was  bound  to  come  on  a  level  with  tfiem 
in  respect  of  the  sacrifices  which  thej 
had  made  in  the  purchase  of  the  tenant 
right.  He  must  purchase  that  which  he 
desired  to  sell  as  the  others  had.  The 
difference  between  the  Ulster  Custom 
and  the  tenant  right  of  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land no  doubt  caused  considerable  diffi- 
cultv  in  dealing  with  the  matter.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  had  re- 
peatedly spoken  of  the  man  who  had 
p\irchased  his  tenant  right  as  a  foolish 
man.  But  he  was  induced  to  do  so  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  instrumental  in  passing. 
In  Ulster  a  landlord  had  bought  up  the 
tenant  right.  He  did  so  under  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  now  it  was  proposed  by 
Parliament  that  it  should  be  taljien  from 
him,  and  given  to  the  tenant.  His  (Uie 
Marquess  of  Salisbuxy's)  view  of  the 
matter  was  that  the  Government  had, 
by  their  Bill,  been  guilty,  with  respect 
to  the  whole  of  the  lemdloxds  of  Ireland, 
of  something  which  was  very  like  nK>lia- 
tion  as  re^aras  their  Oommon  Lawnghts; 
and  in  this  particular  case,  in  addition  to 
spoliation  as  regards  their  Common  Law 
right,  they  were  committing  a  special 
spoliation  as  against  the  guarantee  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament. 

Thb  Eabl  of  DUNBAVEN  &iled  to 
see  any  valid  objection  on  the  part  of 
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{he  GoTemmeiit  to  the  proposal  to  give 
the  Oonrt  iK)wer  to  apportion  a  certain 
•mount  ox  the  pnrohase  money  to  the 
landlord,  if  it  snonld  be  satisfied  that 
lie  had  not  been  repaid  for  his  expendi- 
ture in  any  other  way.  As  he  under- 
stood the  noble  Duke's  ^the  Duke  of 
Argyll's)  Amendment,  eacn  case  would 
be  sabmitted  to  the  Oourt,  and  the  Court 
would  apportion  what  belonged  to  the 
landlord  and  what  belonged  to  the  ten- 
ant, if  he  waa  entitled  to  tenant  right. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  understand  the 
difficulty  of  the  Government.  Why 
dumld  not  a  landlord  who  had  bought 
up  the  tenant  right  be  recouped  out  of 
fbe  money  obtained  on  the  first  sale  of 
flie  tenant  under  this  Bill  ?  The  land- 
lord who  had  purchased  the  tenant  riffht 
would  be  oomi>elled  eitiier  to  lose  his 
money  or  to  charge  a  sufficient  incre- 
ment of  rent  to  pay  him  interest  on  it. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
said  that  that  was  what  he  ought  to  do ; 
but  in  many  cases  it  would  be  practically 
impossible  for  him  to  do  so.  He  had 
riven  such  a  large  sum  for  tenant  right 
fhat  he  would  be  most  unwilling  to 
charge  sufficient  interest  in  the  way  of 
rent.  So  far  as  he  knew,  the  reason 
why  many  landlords  had  bought  up  the 
tenant  right  was  for  the  express  purpose 
of  insuring  that  men  should  not  be  over- 
burdened by'rent  and  interest  on  tenant 
xighf ;  and  if  they  charged  interest  on 
themselves,  they  would  be  defeating  the 
very  end  for  wmch  they  had  bought  it. 
It  would  be  compelling  the  landlords  to 
raise  their  rents  in  order  to  pay  them- 
selves. That  would  be  a  most  injudi- 
caoua  thing  to  do';  and  he  confessed  he 
could  not  understand  why  they  should 
not  be  allowed  to  go  to  Oourt  if  they 
could  show  to  ite  satisfaction  that  they 
had  not  been  repaid  by  increased  rent 
or  in  any  other  way.  He,  therefore, 
supported  the  Amen£nent  of  his  noble 
Enend  (the  Duke  of  Argyll). 

ThsEablof  KIMBEBLEY  contended 
that  the  methods  of  repaying  the  land- 
lord which  seemed  to  be  popular  with 
aomenoble  Lords  could  not  be  considered 
just.  What  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Dunraven)  had  just  said  showed  the 
extraordinary  positions  into  which  the 
Question  woula  be  brought  if  they  per- 
sisted in  the  Amendment.  The  noble 
Earl  had  said  truly  that  if  the  landlords 
bought  the  tenant  riffht  they  never  ex- 
pected to  get  it  bacJk  in  rent.    If  they 


could  not  get  it  back  in  rent,  then  it  ap- 

E eared  to  him  that  they  would  be  repaid 
y  the  tenant  who  happened  to  occupy 
the  farm.  Though  his  noble  Friend 
never  expected  to  get  recouped,  and 
merely  had  the  pleasure  of  knowing  he 
was  freed  from  the  shackles  which  the 
Ulster  tenant  right  imposed  as  to  the 
selection  of  the  tenant,  yet  his  noble 
Friend   supported  an  Amendment   for 

Sayment  by  the  tenant,  who  had  not 
erived  any  advantage  from  the  outlay. 
He  should  like  to  know  how,  if  the  land- 
lord could  not  expect  to  get  an  equivalent 
in  rent  for  his  capital,  he  could  expect  to 
get  the  capital  itself  ? 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  explained 
that  his  present  Amendment  was  not  the 
same — as  it  was  said  to  be  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal — as  that 
formerly  under  consideration.  The  words 
of  his  former  Amendment  were  a  specific 
and  direct  order  to  the  Oourt  to  do  some- 
thing ;  they  ordered  that  monev  paid  by 
the  landlord  for  the  tenant  right  should 
be  repaid  to  him  ;  the  present  Amend- 
ment merely  said  there  were  circum- 
stances under  which  they  were  to  con- 
sider— that  was,  it  would  leave  the  Court 
free  to  judge  of  the  whole  circumstences 
of  the  case.  Why  should  the  Govern- 
ment not  accept  the  suggestion  if  they 
had  entire  confidence  in  their  own  Oourt? 
It  was  a  very  fair  one,  and  one  that 
should  be  accepted  by  them. 

The  LOBD  OHANOELLOR  said,  he 
could  not  understand  what  was  supposed 
to  be  the  difference  between  the  position 
of  those  who  had  bought  up  the  Ulster 
tenant  right,  under  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
the  position  of  those  who  would  exercise 
the  right  of  pre-emption  under  the  1st 
clause  of  the  Bill.  What  those  who 
exercised  that  right  would  pay  would  be 
exactly  what  those  would  pay  who  had 
bought  up  the  tenant  right  under  the 
Act  of  1870.  The  tenant  would  only 
get  the  value  of  his  own  improvements 
and  his  own  goodwill  in  a  sale,  and 
every  person  that  made  such  a  purchase 
under  this  Bill  would  be  able  to  sell  it 
again.  The  Bill  placed  that  particular 
class  of  persons  in  a  position  in  no  way 
different  from  that  of  those  who  exer- 
cised the  right  of  pre-emption.  The 
landlord  had  got  the  improvements,  and 
they  could  no  longer  be  charged  against 
him  for  rent  or  other  purposes ;  and  if 
he  did  not  choose  to  recoup  himself  by 
adding  to  the  rent,  or  having  the  rent 
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asseMed  b j  the  Oourty  tliat  was  simply 
because,  for  some  reason  or  other,  he 
did  not  think  fit  to  exercise  his  right  in 
the  way  that  he  could.  He  could  not 
for  the  life  of  him  see  any  injustice  in 
it,  and  it  was  no  reason  that  the  tenant 
should  therefore  be  deprived  of  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  Bill.  It  would  be  better 
to  leave  the  landlord  at  liberty  to  recoup 
himself  by  charging  a  hieher  rent.  The 
matter  should  be  left  to  me  Oourt.  The 
Oovemment  could  not  agree  to  the  former 
or  present  Amendment. 

£abl  OAntNS  said,  they  knew,  prac- 
tically, that  purchases  of  tenant  rieht 
had  not  been  made  bv  the  landlords  ^mth 
a  view  to  increase  the  rents,  but  with 
the  object  of  getting  rid  of  the  incon- 
veniences the  system  mflicted,  and  giving 
the  landlord  the  right  to  choose  his  ten- 
ants. The  question  their  Lordships  had 
to  deal  with  was  a  short  and  simple  one, 
and  the  landlord's  riffht  of  pre-emption 
under  the  1st  clause  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  it.  The  landlord  had 
bought  up  the  tenant  right  under  the 
Act  of  1870,  for,  say,  £1,000,  thatbeinp^ 
its  selling  value  in  the  market.  If  it 
again  brought  £1,000  aftor  this  Bill 
passed,  it  would  have  to  be  decided  to 
whom  this  £1,000  belonged.  It  did  not 
belong  to  the  tenant,  because  he  paid 
nothing  whatever  for  it.  It  was  the 
landlord  who  had  paid  the  money.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  there  might  not 
be  circumstances  with  regard  to  subse- 
quent improvements  ;  but  it  should  be 
for  the  Oourt  to  say  how  much  of  that 
£1,000  should  be  contributed  to  the 
landlord  with  reference  to  the  purchase 
he  had  made,  and  how  much  to  the  ten- 
ant in  consequence  of  subsequent  im- 
provements or  any  other  item.  If  the 
Court  was  considered  competent  to  settle 
the  rents  that  should  be  paid  all  over 
Ireland,  surely  it  mi^ht  be  trusted  with 
the  decision  of  this  simple  matter. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  said, 
it  would  be  a  great  advantage  if  their 
Lordships  distinctly  knew  what  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment  was.  The  version 
given  by  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  and  that  given  by  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  on 
behalf  of  the  Gbvernment  differed.  He 
(the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  was  in  fa- 
vour of  the  decision  of  all  land  ques- 
tions, whether  raised  by  the  landloid  or 
the  tenant  being  left  to  the  Courts  and 

Th$  Lord  Chancelhr 


should,  therefore,  vote  for  tbe  Amend* 

ment. 

The  Mabqttxss  ow  LANSDOWNB 
said,  he  rose  merely  for  the  purpoae  of 
noticing  an  observation  made  oj  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  the  Lo^  Oluui* 
cellor,  who  stated  that  the  case  of  the 
landlord  who  had  bought  up  the  tenant 
right  under  the  Act  of  1870  was  on 
very  much  the  same  footing  as  that 
of  the  landlord  who  might  hereafter 
exercise  the  right  of  pre-emption.  But 
was  there  not  this  very  great  dis« 
tinction?  The  landlord  who  after  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  exercised  the  ziaiht 
of  pre-emption  would  do  so  with  hk 
eyes  open,  and  would  make  sueh  aa  ad- 
justment of  rent  to  the  dronmstanoaa  of 
the  holding  as  he  might  think  neeee- 
sazy .  But  the  landlord  who  had  boii|^ 
up  the  tenant  right  relying  on  the  en- 
gagement enter^  into  by  Parliament  in 
1870  did  not  do  so  with  his  eyes  open. 
He  was  hoodwinked  by  the  Aot  of  1870. 
He  contended,  in  answer  to  the  argu- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  (the  Eazl  of 
Eimberley),  that,  in  these  oaeee  where 
the  tenant  right  had  been  bought  vp, 
the  landlords  had,  as  a  rule,  not  been 
recouped  by  increase  of  rent ;  ihev  had 
bought  up  the  tenant  ri^t  in  order  to 
relieve  the  tenancy  of  an  inoubus,  and 
the  tenants  who  had  occupied  their  hold- 
ings without  having  to  pay  a  large  sum 
for  "  goodwill,"  in  addition  to  a  yearly 
rent,  had  clearly  gained  by  the  arrange- 
ment. It  was  perfectly  reasonable,  in 
his  opinion,  that  the  Court  should  be 
allowed  the  discretion  of  awarding  to 
the  landlord  what  sum  he  ooold  fairly 
show  he  was  entitled  to. 

On  question?  Their  Lordships  iMmiM: 
--Contents  171 ;  Not-Contents  46  :  Ma- 
jority 126. 
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Northumberland,  D. 
Portland,  D. 
Somerset,  D. 

Abercom,  M.  {D,  AhW' 

com.) 
Abergavenny,  M. 
Bath,  M. 
Bxistol,M. 


Exeter,  M. 
Hertford,  M. 
Lansdowne,  IL 
Salisbury,  M. 
Wincherter^tf. 

AnneflleT,E. 
Bandon,  E. 
BathuTfll,  E. 
Beanchmmp,  B. 
BEadfonl»£. 
Cadogan,  E. 
Gaims,  E. 
Oaledon,E. 
CattperdowM,  X. 
0marT«B,8. 
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Ohmmelly  B. 
Ooyentryy  B« 

De  La  Warr,  Bt 
DcnlMe^SL 
Derby,  £. 
DoYon,  B. 
Eldon,  E. 
BUdBOMre,  E* 

Fererrfkiam,  E. 
Fozteecue,  E. 
Oaiziaboroaglvl!* 
Hftddington,  E. 
Hndwioke,E 
Jkhestor,  E. 
Jeiaey,  E. 
Laneebarough,  E. 
Lathom,  E.    [TfUsrA 
Levea  and  Meltille,  £. 
liQoanyB. 
Lyttoii,  E. 
Itaoolesaeld,  E. 
Manaaeld,  E. 
Manvets,  B. 
MintcsE. 

Mcmnt  Edgcmiibai  E. 
Nelson,  £. 
PembiPoko  and  Mont* 

gomeiry*  E. 
Badnor,  E. 
Ttotntioy,  B. 
RoaaOjE. 

SondstyE. 

8tanliope,E. 

Bofiblk  and  Berkshire, 

E. 
YaDe,E    ( Jf .  Lofufan- 

YerQ]un,E. 

Olancarty,  V.  (E.  Clan^ 

Granbrook,V. 
Doserail^  V. 
Oouffli,  V. 
Hardiiige,  T. 
Haw&n,T.  [IV^.] 
Hereford,  V. 
Hood,  V. 
Hntchineon,    Y.      (^. 

2)ofi0M0Af}ior«.) 
litod,Y. 
]felTille,Y. 
fiharhrookvY. 
Sldmoiith,  ¥• 
Templetown,  Y. 

Londoik,  L.  Bp. 

Anaaly,  L. 
Ardilaon,  L. 
Amndell  of  Wardonr, 

L. 
Aifal6rd,L.(r.SMfy.} 
Biteman,  L. 
Blaokbimi,  L. 
Bottbwick,  L. 
Botre«iiz,L.    (^.Xotf- 

Mboaxme^Ii, 


Biaaoapelhy    L.     (CT. 

Brodrick,L.(r.Jfft<^- 

ton.) 
Oalthorpe,  L. 
OarysfortyL.  (17.  Carps* 

fort.) 
Castlemamei  1h 
Chelmsford,  L. 
dements,  L.    (^.  X#»- 

trim.) 
Clinton,  L. 
dononrry,  L. 
Colchester,  L. 
Colville  of  CnlrosS,  L. 
Cottesloe,E. 
Crofton,  li. 
DeL'Isle  and  Dudley, 

li. 
Denmaxi,  L. 
Digby,  L. 
Donington,  L. 
Donsandle  and  Qan- 

oonal,  L. 
Donsony,  L. 
EUenborongb,  L. 
Elphinstone,  L. 
Ettrick,  L.  (L.  Napif.) 
Foxford,  L.  {B,  Lme- 

riek.) 
Gage,  L.    [V.Qag$.) 
Gormanston,  L.    (K. 

Oormantt<m,) 
Grey  de  Baddiffe,  L. 

(r.  0reyd9  WilUm,) 
Harlech,  L. 
Hartismere,  L.  (X.  Sen* 

niker.) 
Hatherton,  L. 
Howard^  de  Waldan,  L. 
Inchiquin,  L. 
Kenlis,  L.    ( Jf.  Mead- 

fort.) 
Eenry,  L.  {JLDunrtwtn 

and  Jfount'Earl.) 
Eer,  L.  (Jf.  Lothian.) 
Lamington,  L. 
Leoonfleld,  L. 
Massy,  L. 
Monteagle,    L.     (Jf. 

Sli^o^ 
Moore,  L*    (Jf.  JDroa-' 

heda.) 
Mowbray,  L. 
Napier,  Ij. 
N(»ihwiok,  L. 
Norton,  L. 
O^eill,  L. 
Ormonde,  L.    ( Jf.  Or« 

monde.) 
Planket,L. 
Poltimore,  L. 

Ranforly,  L.  (B.  Ban- 

furly.] 
Eayleigh,  L. 
Bowton,  L. 
Saokyille,  L. 
Saltersfocd,    L.       (J?. 

Courtoum,) 
Baltonn,  L. 
Shate, L.  (r.  Barfing* 

Urn,) 


Sa6he6ter,L.(^X(Mif. 

ford.)  ^ 

SomerhilLL.  (Jf.CTfNi- 

rioarde.) 
Somerton,  L.  (E.  Norm 

manton.) 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  L* 
Stewart  of  Garlies,  L. 

{B.  Galhway.) 
Stratheden  and  Camp- 
bell, L. 
Stoathspey,  L.  (E,  Bea-- 

JMd.) 
Sundridge,  L.  {B.  Ar* 

gyU.) 
Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 
Templemore,  L* 


ToUemaohe^  L. 

Tredegan  L. 

Trevor,  t. 

Truro,  L. 

Tyrone,  L.  (Jf .  Water* 

ford.) 
Yentry,  L. 
Yemen,  L. 
Yivian,  L. 
Walsingham,  L. 
Waveney,  L. 
▼▼ent worth,  L. 
Willoughby  de  Broke, 

li. 
Wimbome^  L. 
"Windsor,  L. 
Wynford,L. 


NOT-OONTENTS. 


Selbome,  L.  (X.  Okan* 
eeUor.) 

Ailesbnry,  M. 

GimnTille,  E. 
Kimberley,  E. 
Morlev,  E. 
NOTthbrook,  £. 
Shaftesbuj^,  E. 
Spencer,  E. 
Sydney,  E. 

Fahnouth,  Y. 
Gordon,  Y.    {S.  Aber- 
deen.) 
Powerscourti  Y. 

Exeter,  L.  Bp. 

Ampthill,  L. 

Boyle,  L.  {S.Cork  and 

Orrery.)    [TelUr.'] 
Braye,  L. 
Breadalbane,  L.     {E. 

Breadalbane.) 
Carlingf ord,  L. 
Carrington,  L. 
Churchill,  li. 
dennont,  L. 
Clifford  of  Chudleigh, 

li. 

JRssohed  in  the  afirmatfve. 

Amendments  made  by  the  Commons 
to  Lords  Amendments  in  page  3,  Unes 
8  and  4  of  sub-section  15,  smHng  out 
the  words  "  shall  be  deemed  to  be  made 
by  the  tenant ; "  and  in  Clause  (A), 
lines  5  and  6,  striking  out  the  words, 
*'  Any  act  done  by  the  tenant  in  contra- 
vention of  this  provision  shall  be  abso- 
lutely void,"  not  insisted  on. 

Lords  Amendments  in  page  4,  line  9, 
leave  out  from  (''  tenant " j  to  the  end  of 
the  clause;  and  line  25,  after  (''ten- 
an(^,^')  insert  (''after  giving  to  the 
lanoloi^  the  prescribed  noti^"}  dis- 
offresd  to  by  tne  Commons,  not  insisted 
on. 


De  Mauley,  L. 
FingalLL.  {S.EiHpan.) 
Foley,  L. 
Granard,  L.    (S.  Ora* 

nard.) 
Greyille,  L« 
Eenmare,  L.  (E.  Een* 

mare.) 
Leigh,  L. 
LYttelton,L. 
Methnen,  L. 
Monck,L.  (r.JfoM^Ar.) 
Monson,L.    [I>/X#r.] 
Mount  Temple,  L. 
O'Hagan,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  [E.  Beet* 

borouffk.) 
Bamsay,  L.    (E.  DaU 

houeie.) 
Eibblesdale,  U 
Bosebery,  L.  {E*  Bose- 

hery.) 
Sandhurst,  L. 
Straff<»d,  L.    (V.  En* 

field.) 
Sudeley,  L. 
Saffield,L. 
Thurlow,  L. 
Wolverton,  L. 
Wrottesley,  L. 
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Lords  Amendment  in  pase  5,  line  10, 
leave  out  from  ("  soil ")  to  tne  end  of  tiie 
paragraph,  disagreed  to  by  the  Commons. 

The  Makquess  of  WATERFORD 
said,  that  an  important  change  had  been 
made  in  the  Bill  since  it  left  their  Lord- 
ships' House  with  reference  to  the  de- 
terioration of  holdings,  which  rendered 
it  necessary  that  he  should  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Commons'  Amend- 
ments. He  wished  to  leave  ont  the 
words  '*  the  deterioration  of  the  soil "  in 
one  part  of  the  clause,  and  insert  them 
at  the  end,  which  would  indicate  more 
clearly  what  was  intended.  There  might 
be  no  objection  to  the  landlord  havmg 
to  give  notice,  or  beine  obliged  to  do  so 
bv  the  Bill,  in  case  of  the  deterioration 
of  the  soil,  which  was  a  matter  already 
covered  by  the  clause ;  but,  as  the  words 
stood  now,  they  affected  the  q^uestion  of 
buildings,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  landlord  in  all  cases  to  five 
notice  of  the  deterioration  of  buildmgs 
to  the  tenant.  The  tenant,  for  instance, 
might  destroy  a  building,  and  how  could 
the  landlord  be  aware  of  the  fact  until 
it  was  done  ?  Again,  there  were  many 
thatched  houses  in  Ireland,  and  a  tenant 
might  bum  down  such  a  building ;  but 
how  was  the  landlord  to  be  on  the  spot 
and  give  the  tenant  the  notice  which 
was  required  of  him  ?  The  notice  should 
only  refer  to  the  soil,  and  should  have 
no  application  to  buildings. 

Moved,  In  page  5,  line  10,  leave  out 
("the  deterioration  of  the  soil,")  and  in 
line  18,  after  ("notice,")  insert  ("by 
the  deterioration  of  the  soil.") — {The 
Marquess  of  Waterford,) 

Lord  CARUNGFORD  said,  the  Go- 
vernment thought  it  better,  if  tJie  notice 
was  to  be  given  at  all,  that  the  Bill 
should  stand  as  it  was,  because  the  land- 
lord would  be  in  no  way  injured  by  it. 
In  cases  such  as  the  noble  Marquess 
referred  to,  the  landlord  would  simply 
have  to  give  the  notice  and  then  proceed 
under  the  powers  given  him  by  the  statute. 
Any  continuance  of  waste  after  the  no- 
tice was  given  would  be  sufficient  for 
the  landlord  to  act  upon ;  and  he  believed 
that  the  power  given  would  tend  to  nar- 
row the  controversy  between  the  two 
parties.    Unless  the  notices  were  to  be 

fiven,  hard  cases  might  arise,  because 
e  could  imagine  an  owner  lying  by  and 
allowing  the  tenant  to  go  on  in  waste 


without  notice,  and  then  saddenlj  rtep 
in  and  exercise  his  rights  under  the  BilL 

Eabl  cairns  said,  that  a  tenant 
might  pull  down  a  house  and  the  land- 
lord might  not  hear  of  it  until  next  year. 
How  then  could  he  give  the  tenant 
notice  ?  Everyone  would  admit  that  the 
grossest  case  of  waste  would  be  that  of 
the  tenant's  own  house ;  and  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  be  accepted. 

VisooTOT  POWERSCOURT  asked 
whether  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
(Earl  Cairns)  had  ever  heard  of  a  tenant 
pulling  down  his  house  ?  He  n^aoount 
r^owerscourt)  never  had ;  and  even  if 
he  had,  he  should  have  no  objection  to 
such  a  proceeding.  What  they  oom- 
plained  of  was  that  the  tenant  built  too 
many  houses,  such  as  they  were. 

The  Eabl  of  EJMBERLET  said, 
that  in  case  of  dilapidation  by  polling 

mid  ]■ 


down  a  house  the  landlord  con 

that  the  tenant  should  put  it  up  again. 

On  question  ?  resohed  in  the  afhrwuMM. 

Amendments  made  by  the  Oommons 
to  Lords  Amendment,  in  page  5,  line  15, 
by  striking  out  in  Hne  4,  the  words  ''  in 
addition  to,"  and  inserting  "  otherwise 
than  in  substitution  for;"  and  in  line  6, 
leave  out  from  "nor"  to  "landlord'' 
in  line  8. 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  doth  agree 
to  the  Amendments  made  by  tiie  (Sum- 
mons in  the  said  Amendment." — {Th$ 
Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

On  question  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  that  this  provision,  requiring  ih» 
consent  of  the  landlord  to  sub-letting, 
had  been  altered  by  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons in  two  respects.  The  Amendment 
which  he  proposed,  and  which  was  ac- 
cepted by  their  Lordships,  provided  that 
no  dwelling-house  should  be  erected  on 
the  holding  in  addition  to  those  already 
existing.  That  Amendment,  which  was 
destined  to  prevent  over-crowding,  from 
which  the  people  in  certain  parts  of 
Ireland  su£ferea  so  much,  had  been  al- 
tered by  the  Commons  in  such  a  way  as 
now  to  make  it  read  to  the  effect  that 
no  such  house  should  be  erected,  except 
as  allowed  by  the  Act,  otherwise  than 
in  substitution  for  those  already  on  the 
holding.  He  had  no  objection  to  that; 
indeed,  he  considered  it  an  improve- 
ment, because  it  was  never  contem- 
plated that  the  tenant  should  be  pre- 
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vented  from  pulling  down  a  bad  house 
and  bnilding  a  better  one  in  its  place.  On 
the  contrary,  he  was  most  desirous  to  pro- 
mote such  an  arrangement  as  that.  He 
regretted,  however,  that  the  other]House 
had  struck  out  the  words  prohibiting  any 
building  from  being  used  as  a  dweOing- 
house  which,  at  the  time  of  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  was  not  so  used.  This  was 
meant  only  to  prevent  the  tenantry  from 
making  use  of  buildings  unfit  for  occu- 
pation as  dwelling-houses.  It  was  said 
that  the  words  left  out  would  have  given 
ihelandlordsopportunities  of  prying  into 
the  private  affairs  of  their  tenants.  All 
he  could  say  was  that  it  was  rather  hard 
that  landlords  who  did  not  pay  attention 
to  these  matters  should  be  accused  of 
indifference,  and  that  if  they  did  they 
should  be  set  down  as  Paul  Prys  and 
inqiusitors.  He  would  not  press  the 
point,  however,  and  would  assent  to  the 
Gommons'  Amendment. 

Thb  Mabqusss  of  WATEEFOED 
said,  that  he  must  move  the  restoration 
of  the  words  struck  out  by  the  Oom- 
mons,  if  the  noble  Marquess  would  not 
do  so.  As  the  Bill  stood,  a  tenant  was 
not  allowed  to  build  for  his  son,  his 
daughter,  or  a  lodger;  but  he  must 
lodge  them  in  the  pigstye.  That 
was  the  most  extraordinary  provision 
he  ever  heard  of.  The  tenant  was 
prevented  from  building,  and  yet  he 
should  lodge  them  in  some  building 
on  the  farm,  buildings  on  Irish  farms 
not  being  very  numerous  or  very  con- 
venient. He  believed  that  the  Irish 
landlords  had  generally  tried  to  improve 
the  class  of  dwellings  occupied  by  the 
tenants;  but  the  Bill  encouraged  the 
families  of  Irish  tenants  to  remain  on 
the  farm,  but  compelled  them  to  live  in 
pigstyes  and  hovels  in  the  farm-yards 
if  they  did  so.  He  was  sure  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  desire  such  a  state  of 
things  to  exist,  and  hoped,  therefore, 
they  would  consent  to  replace  the  words 
which  had  been  struck  out. 

Moved,  "That  this  House  doth  dis- 
agree with  the  Amendment  made  by  the 
Commons  in  line  6  of  the  said  Amend- 
ment."—(Tift^  Marquess  of  Waterford.) 

Lord  CARLINOFOED  said,  he  would 
remind  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Waterford)  that  there 
were  ample  statutory  provisions  to  meet 
the  case  referred  to ;  and  they  must  re- 
member that  every  breach  of  these  cob- 

TOL.  OQLXiy.    [thxbd  ssbibs.] 


ditions,  large  or  small,  might  be  visited 
with  the  sentence  of  loss  of  the  holding 
by  eviction  from  it.  The  Amendment 
would,  he  thought,  tend  to  make  the 
subject  more  involved,  especially  when 
they  remembered  that  if  another  familv 
came  to  live  on  the  farm,  and  a  fresh 
house  was  built,  or  a  stable  was  turned 
into  a  dwelling,  from  that  moment  an 
act  of  sub-division  had  taken  place  in 
the  eye  of  the  law.  The  whole  subject 
required  to  be  very  carefully  handled, 
where  nothing  less  than  the  forfeituroof 
the  tenancy  was  involved. 

The  Mabqtjess  of  SALISBUEY  said, 
the  object  of  the  Government  seemed  to 
be  to  enact  statutory  conditions  for  en- 
couraging sanitary  offences  and  over- 
orowcung,  as,  while  they  would  allow  a 
man  to  Hve  in  a  pigstye,  a  cow-house, 
or  a  bam,  they  would  not  let  him  build 
a  new  house.  He  thought  they  were 
very  ill-advised  in  adhering  to  this 
Amendment,  because  it  intensified  and 
exaggerated  one  of  the  worst  evils  to 
which  the  Irish  peasant  was  exposed. 
But  for  the  clause,  it  would  be  possible 
for  the  tenant  to  build  an  additional 
dwelling-house,  if  one  were  required, 
for  a  married  son,  or  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  an  increasing  family ;  but  it 
was  now  proposed  to  adopt  an  imprac- 
ticable vid  tnedutf  and  neither  to  drive 
away  the  surplus  population,  nor  to  per- 
mit the  tenant  to  provide  additional 
dwellings. 

The  Mabqttbss  of  BATH  said,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  worth  while  to  wrangle 
over  an  Amendment  of  that  nature. 

On  question  ?  rosohed  in  the  negative. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  5,  line 
32,  after  ("  title")  insert  (**  and  which 
the  tenant  at  the  time  of  tne  passing  of 
this  Act  may  be  entitled  by  law  to  cut 
and  remove ; ")  and  in  Hne  34,  leave  out 
("may  be  required")  and  insert  ("the 
tenant  may  be  entitled  to  cut  in  ex- 
ercise of  any  right  enjoyed  by  him  im- 
mediately before  the  commencement  of 
the  statutory  term,")  to  which  the  Com- 
mons have  disagreed,  not  insisted  on. 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  5,  line 
38,  after  ("game")  insert  ("as  de- 
fined for  the  purposes  of  the  Act  twenty- 
seventh  and  twenty-eighth  Victoria,  chap- 
ter sixty-seven  ") ;  and  in  line  41,  after 
("game")  insert  ("as  defined  for  the 
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purposes  of  tbe  Act  twenty-seyeiifh  and 
twenty-eightb  Victoria,  chapter  sixty- 
seven,")  to  which  the  Commons  have 
disagreed,  not  insisted  on. 

Amendment  made  by  the  Oommons  to 
the  Lords  Amendment,  in  page  5,  line 
43,  agreed  to. 

The  Marquess  op  WATERFORD 
moved  to  add  wild  duck,  widgeon,  and 
teal  to  the  description  of  game  to  be 
preserved  for  the  landlords.  That  would 
only  be  placing  them  in  the  position 
they  now  occupied,  and  the  Government 
had  stated  that  they  had  no  desire  to  un- 
duly interfere  with  the  landlord's  rights. 
This  was  a  much  more  important  matter 
than  some  people  thought,  because  in 
some  parts  of  Ireland  wild  duck,  wid- 
geon, and  teal  were  the  only  wild  game 
to  be  found,  and  if  the  landlord's  right 
to  preserve  them  was  taken  away  it 
would  be  a  serious  matter.  He,  there- 
fore, hoped  the  Government  would  ac- 
cept the  Amendment. 

Moved,  In  last  line  of  said  Amendment, 
to  leave  out  (* 'snipe,")  and  insert  ( "snipe, 
wild-duck,  widgeon,  and  teal.")— (7%* 
Marquess  of  Waterford.) 

The  Earl  op  KEMBERLEY  said, 
that  the  birds  mentioned  were  not  con- 
sidered in  the  Game  Act  of  England  as 
game. 

The  Marquess  op  WATERFORD 
said,  they  were  considered  as  game  in 
Ireland,  and  were  always  reserved  in 
Irish  leases. 

On  question  ?  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  6,  line  1, 
leave  out  (**  persistently '*),  disagreed  to 
by  the  Oommons. 

The  Marquess  op  WATERFORD 
moved  to  omit  the  word  "  persistently," 
and  insert  instead  thereof  the  word 
*'  unreasonably."  The  dause  as  it  stood 
would  enable  a  number  of  tenants  to 
combine  together  and  obstruct  the  land- 
lord, although  they  did  not  persistently 
do  so. 

Moved,  To  leave  out  the  word  (''per- 
sistently ")  in  the  said  Amendment,  and 
insert  ("unreasonably.")— (2%^  Marquess 
of  Wat^r/ord.) 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  opposed 
0ie  alteration.     He  thought  the  word 


"persistently"  was  maoh  better  than 
the  word  "unreasonably." 

The  Marquess  op  SALISBURY  said, 
there  might  be  a  conspiracy  amongst 
several  tenants  to  commit  this  offence, 
and  the  word  "unreasonably"  would 
strike  at  that,  while  "persistently" 
might  not. 

On  question  ?  resohed  in  the  negative. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Privy 
Seal  Lords  Amendment  not  insisted  an. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  6,  lines  8 
and  4,  after  ("  sub-section,")  insert — 

(*<  Daring  the  contintuinoe  of  a  statatory  tearmy 
all  mines  and  minerals,  coal,  and  ooiu  pitst 
quarries  of  limestone  and  other  stone  and  slate, 
gravel  and  sandoits,  woods  and  underwoods, 
and  all  bogs  and  bog  timber,  turbaries  for  cut* 
ting  turf,  and  rights  of  turbary,  except  such  of 
the  said  rights  as  the  tenant,  under  the  contract 
of  tenancy  subsisting  immediately  before  the 
commencement  of  the  statutory  term,  was  law- 
fully entitled  to  exercise,  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
exclusively  reserved  to  the  landlord,"} 

— disagreed  to  by  the  Commons. 

The  LOKD  OHANOELLOE,  in  mov- 
ing that  the  House  do  not  insist  on  the 
Amendment,  said,  it  was  open  to  the 
objection  that  it  was  not  desirable  to  put 
in  the  Bill  that  which  was  entirely  un- 
necessary in  point  of  law. 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  not  insist 
on  the  said  Amendment  to  which  tiie 
Oommons  hath  disagreed."— (7^  Zord 
Chancellor.) 

The  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
moved  that  so  much  of  the  Amendment 
as  related  to  mines  and  minerals,  ccmls 
and  coalpits  should  be  retained  in  tihe 
Bill.  As  regarded  the  remainder  of  the 
Amendment,  he  did  not  think  it  was 
necessary. 

Moved,  To  leave  out  from  C' coalpits,"} 
in  line  3,  of  the  said  Amendment,  to 
("  shair')  in  Une  S.—iThe  Marquess  of 
Waterford.) 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  could 
not  understand  what  was  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's reason  for  making  such  a  pro- 
posal. There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  landlord's  property  was  fully  pro- 
tected, and  that  these  words  were  wholly 
unnecessary. 

On  question?  resohed  in  the  ajjkrwuh 
tive. 

Lords'  Amendment,  as  amendedy  mi* 
sisted  on. 
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Lords  Amendment,  in  page  6,  line  8, 
leave  out  (^<  conseqaent  on  an  increase 
of  rent  bj  the  landlord  "),  dUagrHd  to 
by  the  Commons. 

THBMABQXTESsopSAIISBtrBY  moved 
that  the  House  insist  on  the  Amendment. 
If  the  words  were  left  out,  the  only 
e£Fect  would  be  that  those  landlords  who 
had  not  gone  through  the  qualifying 
process  of  asking  an  increase  of  rent 
would  bave  the  same  privileges  in  re- 
spect of  resumption  which  were  oon- 
feired  by  tbe  clause  as  those  would  have 
who  bad  gone  through  that  process. 
He  was  unable  to  understand  why  the 
fact  of  a  landlord  having  raised  the 
rent  sbould  be  regarded  as  a  special 
qualification  for  the  resumption  of  his 
holding,  or  any  ]^rtion  of  it,  for  the 
purposes  specified  in  the  sub-section. 

Moved,  To  insist  on  the  Amendment 
in  page  6,  line  8,  to  which  the  Commons 
have  disagreed. — (1^  Marfusss  of  Salts- 
hmy.) 

LoBB  OARUNGFOBD  said,  that  the 
Government  could  not  consent  to  the 
omission  of  the  words.  Their  appear- 
ance in  the  place  where  they  were  found 
in  the  dause  was  a  mere  matter  of  draft- 
ing  to  make  a  neoeesaiy  reference  to 
the  7tb  dause.  They  had  no  force  in 
connection  with  the  place  where  they 
appeared,  any  fiirther  than  pointing  out 
where  the  real  question  they  were  in- 
tended to  deal  with  was  situated.  If 
necessary  at  aU,  that  was  not  the  proper 
place  to  make  such  an  Amendment  as 
that  desired  by  the  noble  Marquess. 

Thb  Mabqttbss  of  SALISBUBY 
thought  the  clause  would  read  perfectly 
wen  without  them. 

On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided : 
— Gontento  113;  Not-Oontents  87  :  Ma- 
jority 76, 
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Braboume,  L. 
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Castlemaine,  L. 
Chelmsford,  L. 
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Digby,  L. 
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Dunsany,  L. 
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Foxford,  L.  {fS.  LimC" 
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Massy,  L. 
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Sliyo^ 
Moore,  L.     (Jf.  Droy* 
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Mowbray,  L. 
Northwick,  L. 
Norton,  L. 
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Silchester,  L.  {E,L<my* 

ford.) 
Somerhill,  L.  (if.  CAmm 
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Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
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Strathspey,  L.  (J?.  Sea^ 
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Templemore,  L. 
ToUemache,  L. 
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Tyrone,  L.  (Jf .  Weier^ 
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Oaitington,L. 
Chnrcholl,  L. 
Emly,  L. 

Fingall.L.  {E.Fingatt.) 
Oranard,  L.    (i?.  Ora- 

nard,) 
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Greville,  L. 
Loigh,  L. 
Lyttelton,  L. 
Methuen,  L. 
Monson,  L.    [Teller,] 
Monteagle  of  brandon, 

Xi. 
O'Hagan,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  (JB.  Beat- 

borouffh.) 
Ramsay,  L.    (E.  Dal- 

hou8ie.) 


Ribblefldale,  L. 
Sandhnnt,  L. 
Somerton,  L.  (S,  Nbr^ 

manton.) 
Strafford,  L.    (V.  En^ 

Jield.) 
Sudeley,  L. 
Suffield,  L. 
Thurlow,  L. 
Truro,  L. 
Wolverton,  L. 
Wrottesley,  L. 


jResolved  in  the  affirmative. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Do- 
KouGHMORE,  Lords  Amendment,  in  page 
6,  line  27,  leave  out  from  ("as")  to 
(**  prohibits  ")  in  line  38,  disagreed  to  by 
the  CommonSi  insisted  an. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  6,  line  37, 
leave  out  from  ('aand")  to  (''From") 
in  page  7,  line  27,  disagreed  to  by  the 
Commons. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE  con- 
tended that  their  Lordships  should  in- 
sist on  amending  the  clause  in  the  direc- 
tion of  their  previous  Amendment  limit- 
ing the  scak  of  compensation.  He 
would,  therefore,  move  that  the  provi- 
sions regulating  the  higher  scale  of 
compensation  which  had  been  struck  out 
of  the  Bill  by  their  Lordships,  but  re-in- 
serted by  the  Oommons,  should  be  again 
struck  out,  with  the  intention  of  subse- 
quently moving  the  introduction  of  a 
more  moderate  scale. 

Moved,  To  insist  on  the  Amendment  in 
page  6,  line  37,  to  which  the  Oommons 
nave  disagreed. — (^The  Earl  of  Donough- 
more.) 

Lord  CAELINGFORD  said,  that, 
having  accepted  the  principle  of  com- 
pensation for  disturbance,  ne  did  not 
think  it  worth  while  for  the  noble  Earl 
to  insist  upon  this  particidar  Amend- 
ment, contesting  it  now.  Although  the 
Gt)vemment  expected  that  compensation 
for  disturbance  would  have  small  effect 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  as  it 
would  probably  not  affect  many  holdingSi 
they  desired  that,  whenever  for  any  rea* 
son  it  might  be  brought  into  operation,  it 
should  be  in  the  shape  now  proposed — 
that  was,  should  be  effective.  The  Go- 
vernment had  proceeded  on  the  authority 
of  many  of  the  Judges  who  administered 
the  law,  some  of  whom  recommended  a 
larger  increase  in  the  scale  than  was 
now  proposed. 


Thb  Easl  07  PEMBBOEB  asked 
whether  these  opinions  were  got  before 
or  after  the  intn>duction  of  the  present 
BiU? 

Earl  SPENCER  replied,  that  these 
opinions  were  given  in  the  evidence  be- 
fore the  Land  Commission. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  the  cases  to  which  the  Judges  had 
referred  were  cases  in  which  l^e  incom- 
ing tenant  had  ^induced  the  landlord  to 
get  rid  of  the  outgoing  tenant  hj  a  pro- 
mise to  pay  compensation.  ThsX  was 
to  say,  it  was  worth  the  incoming  ten- 
ant's while  to  pay  a  slight  additional 
rent,  and  also  compensation  for  the  dis- 
turbance induced  by  eviction.  It  was 
evident  that  under  the  present  Bill,  with 
the  right  of  free  sale  existing,  the  bar- 

fain  would  have  taken  place  directly 
etween  the  parties,  and  no  question  of 
eviction  would  have  arisen.  Those  opi- 
nions, therefore,  had  been  given  under  a 
totally  different  state  of  things  from  that 
which  would  arise  under  the  Bill.  He 
wished  to  add  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
upper  portion  of  the  proposed  scale  of 
compensation  was  wholly  uncalled  for 
by  the  present  state  of  Ireland.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  had 
confessed  that  the  provision  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  was  a  more  de- 
cided violation  of  principle  than  any- 
thing in  that  Bill. 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  explained  his 
statement  to  be  that  the  principle  of 
compensation  for  disturbance  was  in 
principle  a  greater  interference  with  the 
landlord  than  the  necessity  now  laid 
upon  him  of  recognizing  the  sale  of 
tenancies. 

On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided : 
—Contents  100;  Not-Contents  39  :  Ma- 
jority 61. 
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Fingall,  L.     (E.  Fin^ 
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Strafford,  L.  {V.  En-    Truro,  L. 
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Sudeley,  L.  Wolyerton,  L. 

ReBohed  in  the  affirmative. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Do- 
NouoHMOKB,  cUnse  amended  as  fol- 
lows : — In  page  6,  Hne  87,  insert — 

(*<  And  the  said  section  three  shall  hereafter  be 
read  as  if  from  such  section  were  omitted  the 
words  *  for  the  loss  which  the  Court  shall  find  to 
be  sustained  by  hira  by  reason  of  quitting  his 
holding,'  so  that  the  said  section  shall  be  read 
as  providing  that  the  tenant  therein  mentioned 
shall  be  entitled  to  such  compensation  as  the 
Court,  in  view  of  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  shall  think  just,  subject  to  the  scale  of 
compensation  heremaf  ter  mentioned* 

''The  compensation  payable  under  the  said 
section  three  m  the  case  of  a  tenant  disturbed  in 
his  holding  b^  the  act  of  a  landlord  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act  shall  be  as  follows,  in  the 
case  of  holdings — 

"Where  the  rent  is  thirty  pounds  or  under, 
a  sum  not  exceeding  seven  years'  rent ; 

<'  Where  the  rent  is  above  thirty  pounds  and 
not  exceeding  fifty  pounds,  a  sum  not  exceeding 
five  years*  rent ; 

"  Where  the  rent  is  fabove  fifty  pounds  and 
not  exceeding  one  hundred  pounos,  a  sum  not 
exceeding  four  years*  rent ; 

"Where  the  rent  is  above  one  hundred 
pounds,  a  sum  not  exceeding  three  years*  rent, 
but  in  no  case  shall  the  compensation  exceed 
five  hundred  pounds. 

"  Any  tenant  in  a  higher  class  of  the  scale 
may,  at  his  option,  claim  compensation  under  a 
lower  class,  provided  such  compensation  shall 
not  exceed  the  compensation  to  which  he  would 
be  entitled  under  such  lower  class  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  rent  of  his  holding  was  re- 
duced to  the  sum  (or  where  two  sums  are 
mentioned  the  higher  sum)  stated  in  such  lower 
dass.") 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  8,  line 
15,  leave  out  from  the  second  (''land- 
lord ")  to  (**  may  ")  in  line  17,  disagreed 
to  by  the  Commons,  not  insisted  on. 

Earl  GAIBNS  said,  that  the  Bill,  as 
it  was  originally  introduced,  did  not 
give  the  landlord  access  to  theOourt  un- 
less he  proposed  to  raise  the  rent.  Their 
Lordships,  however,  being  of  opinion 
that  both  parties  should  have  equal 
access,  made  the  Bill  read  that  the  Court 
might  be  approached  by  the  tenant,  or 
by  the  landlord  and  tenant  jointly,  or 
by  the  landlord  ;  and  the  Commons  had 
struck  out  the  addition  which  extended 
the  right  to  the  landlord.  It  was  pro- 
posed in  the  other  House,  at  a  time  ^en 
the  Amendment  could  not  be  entertainedj 
to  make  the  clause  read,  ''or  by  the 
landlord  if  the  parties  have  otherwise 
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failed  to  come  to  an  agreement ; "  and 
he  should  propose  to  make  that  Amend- 
ment now,  on  the  around  that  it  was 
necessary  to  do  equal  justice  to  landlord 
and  tenant.  It  was  a  most  invidious 
position  for  the  landlord  that  he  should 
nave  to  demand  an  increase  of  rent  be- 
fore he  could  have  access  to  the  Court, 
which  should  be  equally  open  to  him  as 
to  the  tenant.  Still  behaving  in  the 
justice  of  their  contention  he  hoped  the 
House  would  agree  to  his  present  pro- 
position. 

Moved,  To  leave  out  from  ('< after") 
in  line  15,  to  ("may")  in  line  17,  and 
insert  ("if  the  parties  have  otherwise 
failed  to  come  to  an  agreement.") — {^Ihe 
Earl  Cairni.) 

Eabl  SPENOEB  said,  that  in  the 
other  House  the  Government,  in  order 
to  put  the  landlord  and  tenant  on  a 
more  perfect  footing  of  equality,  had 
been  willing  to  insert  certain  words  vary- 
ing somewhat  slightly  from  those  just 
proposed ;  but  considerable  importance 
was  attached  to  that  variation.  The 
Forms  of  the  House,  however,  prevented 
those  words  being  proposed;  but  he 
now  submitted  them — namely,  "  or  hav- 
ing otherwise  failed  to  agree  with  the 
tenant  as  to  what  a  fair  rent  is."  The 
view  of  the  Government  was  that,  in  the 
beginning,  the  parties  did  not  stand  on 
an  equal  footing ;  that  the  landlord  had 
considerable  advanta^s  over  the  tenants 
in  various  ways,  induding  the  advan- 
tage of  the  possession  of  a  large  purse, 
and  therefore  the  Government  admitted 
the  equity  of  the  position  taken  up  by 
the  Commons.  The  Government  were 
anxious  to  encourage  the  landlord  and 
tenant  to  settle  these  matters  out  of 
Court,  if  possible;  in  fact,  they  con- 
sidered it  was  only  a  part  of  the  land- 
lord's duty  to  do  so.  They  therefore 
proposed  that  they  should  do  so  by 
means  of  the  words  originally  inserted. 

The  Marquess  ofSALISBTJEY, 
while  sympathizing  with  the  Qt)vem- 
ment  in  their  desire  that  the  parties 
should  endeavour  to  arrange  without 
coming  to  the  Court,  preferred  the  words 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Earl 
Cairns),  in  order  to  meet  the  case  where 
the  tenant  was  in  a  state  of  hostility 
to  his  landlord,  excited  by  outside  par- 
ties 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  having 
spoken  in  fnvour  of  flie  original  words, 

jEarl  Cairm 


The  Makqusss  of  SALISBTTBT  said. 
he  thought  it  would  be  unfortunate  u 
the  Government  insisted  that  where 
landlord  and  tenant  could  not  oome  to  an 
agreement  in  consequence  of  some  ex* 
temal  influence  operating  on  the  tenant, 
the  landlord  should  be  forced  to  demand 
an  increase  of  rent  in  order  to  open  the 
doors  of  the  Court  to  himself.  It  would 
simply  add  unnecessarily  to  thebittemeas 
between  the  two  parties.  Affain,  there 
were  many  reasons  why  a  lan^ord  might 
like  to  have  his  rent  fi^ed  by  the  Oourt, 
although  he  did  not  want  to  increase 
his  rent.  For  instance,  he  might  wish 
to  have  it  fixed  for  purposes  of  sale. 

On  question  ?  rooked  in  the  affimtO' 
five. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  paffe  8,  line  20, 
leave  out  from  (''parties")  to  second 
(**  and")  in  line  21,  dUagreed  ^  by  flie 
Commons. 

The  Mabqttess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  must  now  ask  the  House  to  insist 
uDon  the  Amendment  in  the  7th  daiise^ 
Wnich  provided  that  a  tenant  of  a  pre- 
sent tenancy,  or  the  tenant  or  laadMrd 
jointly,  might  apply  to  the  Court  from 
time  to  time  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed, 
and  that  the  Court  might  fix  saoh  rent 
after  hearing  the  parties,  and  ''  having 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  landlord 
and  tenant  respectively."  The  matter 
was  one  to  which  considerable  import- 
ance  was  attached  in  Lreland.  He  pro- 
posed to  leave  out  the  words,  '*  having 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  landlcM 
and  tenant  respectively."  He  freely 
admitted  that  these  words  had  had  no 
special  sense  attached  to  them ;  and  if 
they  were  used  in  an  English  Bill  they 
would  not  excite  very  much  remark. 
But  there  was  no  doubt  that  when  they 
were  introduced  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, though  they  did  not  excite  vofy 
much  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  the  time,  ana  were  described  as 
being  merely  sentimental,  yet,  when  they 
became  more  generally  known,  it  was  fsft 
that  they  implied  something  more  than 
at  first  sight  appeared.  Tms  Bill  had, 
more  than  anv  other  Bill  with  which 
he  was  acquamted,  reference  to  public 
opinion  in  the  community  with  whidi 
it  had  to  deal ;  and  the  words  in  que6tio& 
were  to  be  viewed  not  onlv  wim  refer- 
ence  to  their  precise  le^al  e£E^  but 
also  with  reference  to  their  operation  in 
the  minds  of  those  to  whom  fhegr  sp- 
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pHed.  There  wae  no  doubt  that,  inno- 
cent as  these  words  appeared,  they  raised 
Teiy  considerable  apprehension  among 
the  landowners,  especially  in  the  North 
of  Irelandi  and  he  believed  all  over  the 
country,  that  when  brought  before  the 
Court,  and  when  they  had  to  operate 
on  the  minds  of  the  Judges,  they  would 
have  an  effect  most  prejudicial  and  de- 
trimental to  the  just  riffhts  of  the  land- 
lord in  the  way  of  reducing  his  ''fair 
rent"  The  beuef  entertained  was  that 
their  effect  would  be  to  establish  a  spe- 
dee  of  riffht  destructive  of  the  rights 
of  the  landlords  and  tend  to  mislead  the 
Judges.  They  were  in  the  nature  of  an 
instruction  to  the  Court  to  take  care  of 
the  interests  of  the  plaintiff  and  the 
defendant  respectively ;  and  such  a  re- 
commendation to  any  ordinary  Court  of 
Law  in  England  woiiJd  be  considered,  if 
not  as  an  insult,  at  least  something  more 
than  unnecessary.  It  was  dangerous 
to  make  provisions  which  the  state 
of  the  law  did  not  absolutely  require, 
and  in  which  an  occult  meaning  was 
sure  to  be  looked  for,  as  the  Govern- 
ment had,  in  the  course  of  these  discus- 
fflons,  perpetually  reminded  them.  It 
was  well  to  consider  this  in  dealing  with 
Commissioners  who  certainly  would  con- 
stitute a  very  remarkable  anomaly  in 
the  history  of  British  law,  and  it  was 
especially  wise  to  consider  it  in  dealing 
with  a  matter  so  delicate  as  that  of  the 
lights  of  landlord  and  tenant  respec- 
tivelv.  No  good  reason  could  be  shown 
for  uie  insertion  of  the  words ;  and  as 
the  landlords  would  be  put  in  a  very 
unusual  position  by  the  subjection  of 
their  rights  to  this  Qualification,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  tneir  Lordships 
would  do  well  to  adhere  to  their  Amend- 
ment. 

Moved,  To  insist  on  the' Amendment  in 
page  8,  line  20,  to  which  the  Commons 
have  disagreed. — {Ths Marquess  of  Salts- 
hrif.) 

LoBD  CAELINGFORD  said,  his 
thanks  were  due  to  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
l)ecause  he  had  made  his  (Lord  Car- 
lingford's)  speech  for  him.  The  noble 
Hfoquess  had  recognized  the  fact  that 
the  Government,  in  acceding  to  the  in- 
sertion of  those  words  in  the  clause,  and 
desiring  to  retain  them  now  as  a  con- 
venient exposition  of  the  general  direc- 
tions  given   to   the   C!lourt  as  to  the 
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way  it  was  to  deal  with  the  question, 
did  not  do  so  with  the  view  of  adding 
anything  to  the  parview  and  principle 
of  the  Kent  Clause.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess's argument  was  that  the  insertion 
of  the  words  excited  alarm  on  the  part 
of  the  landlords;  but  the  Government 
urged  that  their  omission  would  cause 
alarm  in  the  minds  of  another  and  much 
larger  class  in  Ireland — namely,  the 
tenants,  and  in  the  present  condition  of 
that  country  the  danger  of  alarm  was 
beyond  all  comparison  greater  in  the 
case  of  the  tenant  than  of  the  landlord. 
The  tenant  class  was  the  class  they  de- 
sired to  secure  and  calm,  not  only  by 
the  legal  provisions  of  the  Bill,  but  in 
feeling.  The  mind  of  the  groat  but 
poor  tenant  class  was  much  more  likely 
to  be  seized  with  groundless  alarm  than 
that  of  the  landlord  class.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  within  the  next  few  months 
this  groundless  panic  would  pass  away 
from  the  minds  of  both ;  but  if  there 
must  be  alarm,  it  was  far  safer  that  the 
tenant  class  should  not  be  the  class  to 
be  alarmed.  For  this  reason,  he  claimed 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  as  an 
argument  in  favour  of  retaining  the 
words,  in  order  to  escape  for  a  time  the 
alarm  which  would  be  attended  with 
the  most  serious  consequences. 

The  DuicE  of  ABEKCORN,  in  sup- 
porting the  Motion,  said,  he  thought 
the  retention  of  these  words  would  be 
followed  by  the  most  serious  conse- 
quences, and  that  the  alarm  of  the  land- 
lords was  by  no  means  groundless.  If 
the  Bill,  as  it  professed,  only  extended 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom  to  the 
rest  of  Ireland,  althoucph  that  would 
not  be  fair  to  those  landlords  on  whose 
estates  it  had  not  been  practised,  it 
would  be  less  open  to  objection ;  but  it 
enlarged  the  custom  into  unknown  quan- 
tities, and  extended  something  much  more 
injurious  to  the  landlords.  The  custom 
had  never  interfered  with  a  fair  rent ; 
it  had  been  a  thing  outside  the  rent ;  it 
did  not  affect  the  rent,  and  was  not 
affected  by  it.  True,  a  very  unfair  rent 
would  materially  affect  the  tenant  right 
of  a  farm  ;  but  a  very  unfair  rent  per  se 
without  reference  to  the  tenant  right 
could  be  satisfactorily  regulated  by  the 
Land  Court.  The  words  contained  in 
the  clause  were  contrary  to  the  whole 
spirit  and  principle  of  the  Ulster  tenant 
right  custom  ;  and  the  effect  of  it  might 
be  very  injurious,  in  that  the  rents  of 
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the  landlords  miglit  be  eaten  up.  The 
more  lenient  a  landlord  had  been  and 
the  lower  his  rents  had  been,  the  higher 
the  tenant  right  was  upon  his  estate, 
and  the  greater  would  be  the  fine  im- 
posed upon  him  in  the  diminution  of 
his  income.  The  clause  would  have  the 
effect  of  inducing  a  new  tenant  to  ^ve 
a  preposterous  price  for  the  tenant  right 
in  the  hope  that  that  might  induce  the 
landlord  to  reduce  the  rent.  The  words 
objected  to  were  not  in  the  Bill  origi- 
nally ;  they  were  accepted  by  Mr.  Glad- 
stone without  any  hesitation  whatever, 
on  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Russell),  who  was  a  strong  ten- 
ant right  advocate.  To  show  that  the 
idea  was  not  in  the  mind  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, but  that  it  was  contraiy  to  his 
views,  he  would  refer  their  Lordships 
to  a  speech  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  in  which 
the  Frime  Minister  said  it  would  be 
better  to  deal  with  the  tenants'  interest, 
without  mentioninfi^  the  landlords'  in- 
terest, and  to  deal  with  rent  without 
mentioning  the  tenants'  interest;  that 
if  they  were  mentioned  together  it  would 
give  rise  to  the  idea  that  they  were  op- 
posed to  each  other,  and  that  it  was 
their  business  to  prevent  the  growth  of 
the  mischievous  notion  that  there  was  a 
direct  conflict  between  the  landlord's  in- 
terest in  the  rent  and  the  tenants'  in- 
terest in  his  holding.  These  words  were 
in  accordance  with  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Marquess;  and  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  accepting  those  words  and 
putting  them  into  the  Bill,  under  pres- 
sure from  the  Irish  Members,  had  shown 
another  of  those  changes  of  front  of 
which  he  was  so  great  a  master.  At  the 
risk  of  wearying  the  House,  he  (the 
Duke  of  Abercom)  would  state  a  case 
which  had  actually  occurred  to  him,  and 
which  might  be  multiplied  elsewhere. 
On  a  farm  of  his,  a  tenancy-at-will,  at 
a  fair  moderate  rent — £94  a-year — an 
incoming  tenant,  two  or  three  years  ag^, 
gave  £2,700  for  the  tenant  right.  The 
interest  on  that,  at  the  lowest  rate,  was 
£  1 1 2  a-year.  The  tenant  came  and  said 
— *'  My  interest  on  my  holding  is  £112 
a-year.  The  interest  to  my  landlord  is 
£94."  What  would  the  landlord  receive 
in  that  case,  and  what  would  the  Court 
decide  under  the  words  of  the  clause  as 
to  the  rent  payable?  He  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  assent  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Marquess. 

The  Ihdi$  of  Ah§rmn 


The  LOBD  OHANOELLOB  said,  he 
had  heard  with  surprise  the  speeoh  of 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Aberoom), 
and  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  his 
arguments  were  of  a  very  unfortunate 
description.  The  words  found  fault  with 
were  mat  the  Court  was — 

'*  To  take  into  account  all  the  drcumstanceB 
of  the  case,  and  amongst  other  thhun  to  have 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  landlora  and  ten- 
ant respectively ; " 

and  nothing  could  be  more  clearly  just. 
Did  the  noble  Di^e  mean  to  say  that 
the  tenant  had  no  interests  to  which 
regard  should  be  paid  ?  What  he  would 
have  a  right  to  was  his  improvements, 
and  he  would  also  have  a  rieht  to  the 
fixity  of  tenure  which  this  Bill  would 
give  him.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
should  have  thought,  therefore,  nothing 
was  more  clear  in  this  world  than  that 
the  tenants  had  rights  to  which  regard 
must  be  had,  as  much  as  to  the  interests 
of  the  landlord.  These  words — "  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  respectively,"  had  no 
tendency  whatever  to  define  the  interests 
of  the  tenant  any  more  than  the  interests 
of  the  landlord ;  to  put  them  in  any  way 
whatever  in  opposite  scales,  or  make 
them  in  any  degree  antagonistic  to  each 
other.  They  pointed  out,  in  the  only 
way  possible,  that  the  tenant  had  inte- 
rests as  well  as  the  landlord,  and  a  more 
baseless  argument  than  that  which 
seemed  to  deny  it  he  could  not  conceive. 
The  words  were  absolutely  legal,  strictly 
impartial,  and  entirely  just  so  far  as 
they  were  material;  in  fact,  he  was 
unable  to  conceive  any  that  were  more 
so,  and  to  insist  on  striking  them  out  was 
to  aid  and  feed  alarm  instead  of  re- 
moving it.  The  words  did  not  suggest 
ever  so  remotely  any  scale  in  which  the 
one  interest  was  to  be  put  against  the 
other.  They  merely  laid  down  the  duty 
of  the  Court,  to  look  impartially  to  both. 
That  appeared  to  be  perfectly  fair,  and 
he  owned  that  if  there  was  any  conceiv- 
able argument  against  the  words  it  was 
that  they  were  so  obviously  just  and 
right  that  their  insertion  was  xmneces- 
sary.  But  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Duke  showed  that  they  were  necessary, 
for  they  did  not  recognize  any  intereet 
of  the  tenant.  They  thought  it  absolutely 
wrong  to  do  so.    ["  No,  no !  "] 

The  Dtjkk  of  ABEROOkN  ex- 
plained that  he  had  plainly  recognized 
that  interest ;  but  he  objected  to  it  as 
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an  dement  in  the  determining  of  the 
rent. 

The  LOBD  GH  ANCELLOE  said,  that 
was  the  very  object  of  these  words — to 
eonsider  what  should  be  the  rent.  On 
the  one  hand,  the  landlord's  just  rights 
oo^ht  not,  in  his  (the  Lord  Chancellor's) 
opmion,  to  be  in  the  slightest  degree  cut 
down  or  derogated  from  by  the  greater 
or  leaser  amount  which  the  tenant  might 
be  able  to  get  in  the  market  without  the 
oonourrence  of  the  landlord ;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  in  his  humble  opinion,  it 
would  be  equally  unjust  to  increase  the 
rent,  because  the  tenant  was  able  to  bring 
to  the  markethis  tenant  right  as  a  market- 
able and  valuable  commodity.  On  tho 
one  side  and  on  the  other,  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  Court  not  to  lay  a  rent 
upon  the  tenant,  because  of  the  value  of 
tne  tenant  right  in  the  market ;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  not  to  deduct  from  the 
landlord  a  rent  justly  due,  because  of  the 
value  of  the  tenant  right  in  the  market. 
On  both  sides  it  did  appear  to  him  that 
these  words  pointed  to  nothing  but  the 
doing  of  pure  and  simple  justice  ;  and 
those  who  objected  to  them  suggested  to 
simple  minds  the  idea  that  pure  and 
simple  justice  was  not  acceptable  to  them. 
["  No,  no !  "  from  the  Opposition.!  It 
was  in  the  interests  of  noble  Lords  them- 
selvee  that  he  pointed  that  out,  as  no- 
thing was  more  likely  to  call  in  question 
their  motives  and  purposes.  It  might 
not  be  their  object ;  but  it  was  the  effect 
of  what  they  were  doinff.  He,  therefore, 
thought  that  it  would  be  veiy  unwise  on 
the  part  of  their  Lordships  to  leave  the 
words  out. 

Thk  Marquess  of  WATERFORD 
said,  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  had  stated  that 
the^e  words  should  be  retained  out  of 
simple  justice  to  the  tenant;  but  he 
would  tell  their  Lordships  that  they 
would,  if  retained,  result  in  the  very 
ffreatest  injustice  being  done  to  the  land- 
unds  of  Ireland.  The  tenants  were 
amply  protected  under  the  Bill.  His 
oomplamt  was  that  they  directed  the 
Court,  in  fixing  the  rent,  to  take  into 
consideration  the  tenant's  interest  in  his 
holding.  He  maintained  that  these 
words  would  force  the  Court,  after  find- 
ing out  what  a  fair  rent  was,  to  reduce 
it  by  the  interest  upon  the  amount  the 
tenant  had  paid  for  his  tenant  right; 
a  provifiion  that  would,  sooner  or  later, 
xeanoe  renta  to  a  minus  quantity.    The 


noble  Lord  (the  Lord  Privy  Seal)  had 
spoken  of  the  alarm  of  the  tenants; 
but  he  (the  Marquess  of  Waterford) 
could  answer  for  the  tenants  that  they 
could  feel  no  alarm  under  the  Bill, 
for  they  had  no  reason  to  fear;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  landlords  would 
have  great  reason.  Their  rents  would 
be  reduced  under  this  Proviso  by  the 
growth  of  the  tenant  right,  and  in  pro- 
cess of  time  they  would  be  completely 
ruined,  if  not  entirely  wiped  off  the  face 
of  the  earth,  because  each  time  a  statu- 
tory term  was  fixed  the  rent  would  be 
reduced,  and  the  tenant  right  increased ; 
and  the  lower  tho  rent  the  higher  would 
be  the  tenant  right.  If  no  directions  were 
introduced  the  Court  would  proceed  to 
settle  the  rent  according  to  the  usage 
in  Ulster,  where  the  amount  paid  for 
tenant  right  was  never  taken  into  con- 
sideration. He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  strike  out  the  words. 

Viscount  POWERSCOUET  opposed 
the  Amendment  on  tho  ground  that  it 
touched  not  only  the  tenant  right  intro- 
duced by  the  JBill,  but  also  the  tenant 
right  of  Ulster.  He  regretted  that  noble 
Lords  opposite  took  so  cynical  a  view 
of  tenant  right,  which  had  its  market 
price,  and,  instead  of  being  artificially 
restricted,  ought  to  be  left  to  the  ope- 
ration of  the  law  of  supply  and  de- 
mand. Unless  the  Bill  granted  ten- 
ant right,  and  unlimited  tenant  right, 
it  would  be  practically  useless.  Ireland 
wanted  quietness  and  peace,  and  to  at- 
tain this  state  depended  entirely  upon 
granting  an  unlimited  tenant  right  to 
the  Irish  tenant.  He,  therefore,  thought 
that  the  retention  of  the  words  would  be 
most  useful,  and  that  they  would  incur  a 
serious  re^onsibility  in  omitting  them. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  that  he  wished  to  say  a  very  few 
words  in  justification  of  the  vote  which 
he  should  give.  He  did  not  think  the 
words  could  fitly  be  called  neutral — far 
from  that  being  so,  they  had  a  distinct 
significance.  The  reference  to  the  land- 
lord's interest  was,  indeed,  little  more 
than  surplusage,  because  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  fix  rent  without  a  reference  to 
that  interest.  The  words  in  question, 
however,  were  inserted  with  the  object  of 
introducing  a  reference  to  the  tenant's  in- 
terest, and  they  would,  he  apprehended, 
be  regarded  by  the  Court  as  mandatory 
and  induce  it  to  create  an  interest  of  that 
kind,  even  where  such  an  interest  had 
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not  existed  hitherto.  He  pointed  that 
out  on  the  occasion  of  the  Bill  coming 
before  their  Lordships  for  a  second  read- 
ing. Since  then,  however,  the  Bill  had 
been  read  a  second  time,  and,  as  he  took 
it,  they  were  committed  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  as  a  tenant  right  Bill,  and 
indeed  something  very  like  an  unre- 
stricted tenant  right  Bill.  It  had  al- 
ways seemed  to  him  idle  to  suppose 
that  there  could  be  tenant  right  of  that 
description  without  its  existence  tending 
ultimately  to  diminish  the  rent  of  the 
landlord.  It  was  all  veiy  well  for  the 
Lord  Privy  8eal  to  assert  that  the  rent 
and  the  tenant  right  might  exist  side  by 
side.  They  might,  he  would  acknow- 
ledge, do  so  at  the  outset ;  but,  in  the 
long  run,  economical  forces  would  assert 
themselves,  and  it  would  be  found  that 
the  tenant  right  tended  to  prevent  the 
landlord  from  obtaining  a  legitimate  in- 
crease of  rent ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
if  there  were  a  fall  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce, the  effect  of  tenant  right  would  be 
to  throw  the  whole  of  the  loss  on  the 
landlord's  shoulders.  Those  were  the 
inevitable  consequences  of  the  creation 
of  tenant  right ;  but  they  had  created  it 
all  over  Ireland,  and  so  they  must  look 
the  matter  in  the  face.  It  was  idle  with 
one  hand  to  give  tenant  right  to  every 
tenant  in  Ireland,  and  with  the  other  to 
take  back  any  of  the  incidents  which 
properly  belonged  to  it.  They  should 
have  the  courage  of  their  opinions ;  and 
as,  by  voting  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  they  had  accepted  the  principle  of 
tenant  right,  they  ought  to  support  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  resisting  any 
attempt  to  deprive  that  custom  of  what 
he  believed  to  be  an  inseparable  inci- 
dent. In  77ie  Arabian  Nights,  a  story 
was  told  of  a  fisherman  who,  one  day, 
brought  up  from  the  sea  in  his  net 
a  carefully  stoppered  bottle.  He  took 
out  the  stopper,  and  there  emerged  an 
enormous  monster  who  had  been  impri- 
soned in  the  bottle  for  a  long  time, 
and  who  most  ungratefully  at  once 
threatened  to  destroy  his  liberator. 
The  fisherman  asked  as  a  last  favour  be- 
fore he  died  that  he  should  be  shown 
the  way  the  monster  got  into  the  bottle. 
The  monster  then  went  into  the  bottle, 
upon  which  the  fisherman  put  in  the 
Btopner,  and,  for  aught  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne)  knew,  it  had  remained 
there  ever  since.  Now,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 

The  Marquees  of  Zanedawne 


of  Salisbury)  and  his  Friends  opposite 
had  consented  to  take  out  the  stopper 
and  had  liberated  the  monster;  but 
there  was  this  difference  between  that 
particular  monster  and  the  monster  of 
the  present  day,  that  the  latter  would 
not  go  back  into  the  bottle.  They  most, 
therefore,  submit  with  the  best  grace 
they  could  to  the  consequences  of  what 
they  had  done ;  and,  having  that  opinion, 
he  should  support  the  Government  in 
resisting  the  Amendment. 

The  Eakl  of  ANNESLEY  said,  he 
had  been  informed  that  the  opinion  of 
one  of  the  most  eminent  Queen's  Coun- 
sel in  the  North  of  Ireland  was  that  if 
these  words  were  retained  they  would 
bring  ruin  to  every  landed  owner  on 
whose  property  tenant  right  existed. 

The  MiitQUESS  of  BATH,  though  not 
attaching  much  importance  to  the  words, 
the  effect  of  whicn  he  considered  had 
been  over-rated,  could  not  help  thinking 
that  it  would  be  better  to  leave  them  out. 

On  question?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided : — Contents  133 ;  Not-Contents  61 : 
Majority  72. 
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Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  8,  line  23, 
after  ("  rent,")  insert — 

("  Provided  always,  that  where  application  is 
made  to  the  court  under  this  section  in  respect 
of  any  tenancy,  and  the  court  is  of  opinion  that 
the  tenant  of  the  holding  in  which  such  tenancy 
subsists,  or  his  predecessors  in  title,  has  or  have 
caused  or  suffered  such  holding  to  become  dete- 
riorated, contrary  to  the  express  or  implied  con- 
ditions constituting  the  contract  of  tenancy,  the 
court  may  refuse  tnc  application,  or  may  post- 
pone the  further  hearing  of  the  same  until  after 
the  performance  by  the  tenant  of  such  condi- 
tions as  the  court  may  think  proper,") 

— disagreed  to  by  the  Commons. 

The  Earl  of  PEMBEOKE,  in  pro- 
posing to  insist  on  the  Amendment,  said, 
he  proposed  to  leave  the  words  ("or  his 
predecessors  ")  and  (**  or  have  ")  out  of 
the  Proviso  on  this  occasion.  The  only 
objection  the  Qovernment  made  to  the 
Amendment  was  that  it  was  surplusage, 
its  object  being  already  provided  for  by 
the  general  powers  given  in  the  Equities 
Clause.  He  thought  the  suiplusage 
argument  came  badly  from  a  Govern- 
ment that  were  always  ready  to  indulge 
in  it  when  it  was  the  tenant's  interest 
that  required  protection.  And  he  could 
not  admit  that  it  was  unnecessary,  or 
understand  how  anyone  who  knew  the 
state  of  Ireland  could  believe  that  the 
Courts  woidd  have  to  refuse  a  man  a 
statutory  term  on  account  of  the  condi- 
tion of  his  farm,  merely  because  they 
were  permitted,  though  not  enjoined,  by 
the  Act  to  do  so.  But  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  right  in  their  view  on  this 
point,  they  were  more  than  ever  bound 
to  insert  the  proposed  provision  as  a 
warning  to  the  tenant,  who  would  other- 
wise go  with  light  heart  and  a  shabby 
farm  to  get  his  rent  fixed,  and  be  equally 
astonie^ed  and  disappointed  at  the  re- 
fusal by  the  Court  oz  a  statutoxy  term. 
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The  Irisli  landlords  had  a  right  to  claim 
protection  under  this  Bill  that  deprived 
them  of  the  power  to  protect  themselves. 
The  Bill  was  going  to  do  a  vast  amount 
of  harm.  Let  them,  at  least,  do  a  little 
good  ;  and,  seeing  the  amount  of  harm 
the  Bill  was  certain  to  do,  it  would  be 
a  great  relief  if  they  were  allowed  to 
do  a  little  good  by  the  insertion  of  the 
Amendment. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Pem- 
BROKE,  Amendment  amended,  by  leaving 
out,  in  line  5,  the  words  (**  or  his  prede- 
cessors in  title,")  and  (**  or  have.") 

Moved,  To  insist  on  the  Amendment, 
to  which  the  Conmions  have  disagreed, 
as  now  amended. — {The  Earl  of  Pern- 
broke,) 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  he 
thought  the  Amendment  was  unneces- 
sary, for  a  farmer  who  had  farmed 
badly  would  be  much  more  likely  to  get 
his  holding  into  good  condition  again 
when  he  had  obtained  a  statutory  term 
than  he  was  before,  in  order  to  avoid  the 
penalties  of  the  Act.  The  Government 
would  adhere  to  the  words  of  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  the  one  great  sin  in  agriculture  was 
allowing  a  holding  to  deteriorate.  There- 
fore, he  considered  this  a  very  important 
point.  They  ought  to  prevent  the  ten- 
ant from  deteriorating  his  farm  with  the 
view  of  getting  a  low  rent  fixed.  They 
were  redly  offering  a  direct  reward  to 
the  tenant  to  do  that  which  it  was  their 
policy  and  their  object  to  prevent. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  con- 
sidered that  the  8th  clause  gave  ample 
protection,  and  objected  to  fettering  the 
hands  of  the  Court. 

On  question  ? 

Lord  CARLINGFORD  said,  he  would 
not  put  their  Lordships  to  the  trouble  of 
dividing. 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  8,  line  35, 
leave  out  from  (**  landlord  ")  to  the  end 
of  sub-section  (**  3,")  disagreed  to  by 
the  Commons. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY,  in 
moving  that  the  Amendment  be  insisted 
on,  said,  he  proposed  to  further  amend 
it  by  the  omission  of  aU  words  after  the 
words  **  statutory  conditions"  in  line  34, 
as  he  considered  it  was  a  provision  that 

The  Earl  of  Pemhroke 


was  most  objectionablei  and  would  pre« 
vent,  in  many  oases,  the  resumption  of  a 
holding  by  a  landlord  for  the  space  of 
33  years.  If  the  Amendment  were 
agreed  to,  the  sub-section  would  read 
as  follows : — 

"Where  the  judicial  rent  of  any  preaent 
tenancy  has  been  fixed  by  the  court,  thon,  until 
the  expiration  of  a  term  of  fifteen  years  from  the 
next  rent  day,  such  present  tenancy  shall  bo 
deemed  to  be  a  tenancy  subject  to  statntorf 
conditions."  , 

The  following  part  of  the  sub-section 
would  be  omitted : — 

'*  And  having  the  same  incidents  as  a  tenancy 
subject  to  statutory  conditions  consequent  on  aa 
increase  of  rent  by  a  kmdlord,  with  this  modifi- 
cation, that,  during  the  statutory  term  in  a  pr»« 
sent  tenancy  consequent  on  the  first  determina* 
tion  of  a  judicial  rent  of  that  tenancy  by  the 
court,  application  by  the  landlord  to  aathonbe 
the  resumption  of  the  holding  or  part  thereof  by 
him  for  some  purpose  having  relation  to  (he 
good  of  the  holding  or  of  the  estate  shaJl  not  be 
entertained  by  the  court,  unless  {a)  sndb.  preeent 
tenancy  has  arisen,  at  the  expiration  of  a  judi- 
cial lease,  or  of  a  lease  existing  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  originally  nuda 
for  a  term  of  not  less  than  thirty-one  years ;  or 
{h)  it  is  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  conrt 
that  before  the  passing  of  this  Act  the  reversion 
expectant  on  the  determination  of  a  lease  of  the 
holding  was  purchased  by  the  landlord  or  his 
predecessors  in  title  with  the  view  of  letting  or 
otherwise  disposing  of  the  land  for  buil£nff 
purposes  on  the  determination  of  such  lease,  ana 
that  it  is  bond  fide  required  by  him  for  such 
purpose." 

The  expediency  of  the  clause  as  amended 
was  so  necessary  that  he  hoped  the  (Go- 
vernment would  not  think  it  necessary 
to  divide  the  House  against  it.  The 
landlord  ought  to  have  the  full  right 
of  resumption,  not  only  for  the  good  of 
the  country,  but  for  civilization  itself. 
He  cotdd  not  imagine  any  provision  more 
hostile  to  the  progress  of  the  eountiy ; 
and,  unless  the  Amendment  were  agreed 
to,  it  would  be  next  to  impossible  to  ex- 
tend what  were  now  growing  towns  in 
various  parts  of  Ireland  ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, earnestly  hoped  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  would  not  insist  upon  the  insertion 
of  the  words  which  would  in  verv  many 
cases  prevent  resumption  altogether. 

Moved  J  To  amend  the  said  Amendment 
of  this  House,  to  which  the  Oommons 
have  disagreed,  by  leaving  out,  in  addi- 
tion, all  the  words  after  ('*  statutoi^  con- 
ditions,") in  line  34;  and  to  insist  on 
the  Amendment  as  amended. — {^The  Mair* 
quess  of  SaUehurp.) 
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LoBD  OAEUNOFOBD  Baid,  the  Qo- 
Tominent  ooidd  not  agree  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Marquess. 

Ea&l  SPENGEB  said,  he  rose  to  point 
ont  die  great  difiEerence  between  the  Bill 
I  as  it  stood  at  present,  and  the  Bill  as  it 
came  up  from  the  Commons.  That  fact 
leemed  to  be  overlooked  during  the  dis- 
oussion.  The  modification  in  question 
had  been  introduced  to  meet  some  of  the 
hardflhips  which  had  been  brought  before 
their  liordships  a  few  evcDings  since, 
and  which  it  was  then  generally  ad- 
mitted ought  to  be  removed.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  what  the  noble  Mar- 
qaess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
Dozy)  wanted  was  that  the  landlord 
ihould  have  a  power  of  resumption  at 
any  time ;  but  he  (Earl  Spencer)  thought 
it  was  not  right  that  the  landlord  should 
have  the  power  of  resumption  in  all 
oases,  and  the  modifications  in  the  Com- 
mons showed  that  the  other  House  were 
willing  to  meet  the  views  of  that  House 
to  a  very  great  extent. 

•The  Mabqttess  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  the  Bill  admitted  that,  on  certain 
oonditionB,  the  landlord  should  have  a 
power  of  resumption,  and  while  he  was 
Borrv  thev  had  not  gone  a  little  farther, 
he  tnought  the  Amendment  of  the  Go- 
vernment a  fair  compromise,  and  one  of 
ffreat  value ;  and  he  would  not,  there- 
me,  push  his  opposition  to  the  clause 
any  nirther.  He  could  not,  however, 
quite  understand  the  position  of  the  Qo- 
vermnent  as  regarded  resumption,  for 
the  provision  referred  to  in  the  Amend- 
ment deprived  the  landlord  of  the  power 
of  resumption  for  15  vears,  and  that  de- 

K'vation  seemed  really  to  be  giving  to 
)  tenant  the  perpetmty  of  tenure  the 
existence  of  which  had  always  been 
denied  in  the  Bill. 

On  question? 

The  House  being  cleared  for  the  Divi- 


Easl  OBANVILLE,  remaining 
seated,  said,  he  would  not  put  their 
liordships  to  the  trouble  of  dividing.  It 
was  dear  that  noble  Lords  opposite  were 
prepared  to  follow  the  lead  of  the  noble 
karquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Balisbury)  wnenever  he  desired  it ;  and 
he  would  not,  therefore,  imposo  upon 
iheir  Lordships  a  needless  trouble.  He 
aaid  this  because  he  wished  their  Lord- 
ships to  understand  that  if  the  Govem- 
BMiit  did  not  divide  the  House  on  the 


Amendment  andonthenumerous  Amend- 
ments of  the  noble  Marquess,  it  was  not 
because  they  agreed  with  them,  but  be- 
cause it  was  useless  to  divide  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  House,  and  to  give  their 
Lordships  the  needless  trouble  of  walk- 
ing out  and  in  to  the  House  again  every 
few  minutes. 

Tub  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  the  remark  of  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Granville)  seemed  to  imply  that  his 
Friends  would  follow  him  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  blindly  in  the  course  he 
was  taking.  He  could  assure  the  noble 
Earl  they  were  as  incapable  of  following 
him  blindly,  as  he  was  incapable  of  act- 
ing without  due  consultation  with  them. 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  9,  line  14, 
leave  out  (**may,  if  it  think  fit,")  and 
insert  (**  shall,  if  the  landlord  so  re- 
quires, )  disagreed  to  by  the  Commons, 
not  insisted  on. 

Lords  Amendmenfc,  in  page  9,  line  16, 
amended  hyihQ  Commons  as  follows: — 
In  lines  6  and  7,  after  ''  made,"  insert 
''and  substantially  maintained;"  and 
after  **  landlord,"  leave  out  **  or,"  and 
insert  **  and." 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  Commons  Amendments  to 
the  said  Lords  Amendment  further 
amended,  by  substituting  the  words  ('*  or 
acquired,  and  have  in  the  main  oeen 
upheld  "  for  (*'  and  substantially  main- 
tained ;  ")  leaving  out  ('*  and,")  and  in- 
serting ("or;")  and  in  line  8,  after 
('*  not,")  inserting  the  words  (**  made  or 
acquired.") 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  9,  line  39, 
leave  out  from  (**  term  ")  to  ("  in")  in 
lino  41,  and  insert  (''and  on  any  such 
application  no  rent  shall  be  made  pay- 
able; ")  and  in  line  42,  after  (**  title,") 
insert  (**  during  such  statutory  term,") 
disagreed  to  by  the  Commons,  and  which 
were  farther  amended,  so  as  to  restore 
the  sub-section  (8)  as  follows: — 

**  No  rent  shall  be  allowed  or  inade  payable 
in  any  proceedings  under  this  Act  in  respect  of 
improvements  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  prede- 
cessors in  title,  and  for  which  in  the  opinion  of 
the  court,  the  tenant  or  hia  predecessors  in  title 
shall  not  have  been  paid  or  compensated  by  the 
landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title,*' 

— not  insisted  on. 

Moved  J  At  end  of  the  sub-section  add — 

(*'  Provided  that  the  court  shall  take  into  con- 

ddoratioa  the  time  during  which  such  tenant 
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may  liaTe  enjoyed  the  advantage  of  enoh  im- 
provements, and  also  the  rent  at  which  such 
holding  has  been  held,  and  any  benefits  which 
such  tenant  may  have  received  from  his  land- 
lord in  consideration,  expressly  or  impliedly,  of 
the  improvements  so  made.") — {The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,) 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  that  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  for 
nothing  was  more  important  in  the 
whole  range  of  the  Bill  than  that  secu- 
rity should  be  given  to  the  tenant  for  the 
value  of  his  improvements.  In  England 
they  could  scarcely  realize  what  was 
meant  by  an  Irish  tenant  making  per- 
manent outlay  upon  another  man's  land. 
For  the  interest  of  allparties,  everything 
should  be  done  to  induce  the  tenant  to 
invest  labour  and  capital  on  his  holding 
with  as  much  confidence  as  if  the  land 
were  his  own.  If  he  did  he  would  confer 
the  most  essential  benefits  not  only  upon 
himself,  but  upon  the  landlord  and  the 
country.  The  Government  believed  the 
provision  was  now  in  the  best  shape  by 
far  that  it  had  yet  attained,  and  they 
thought  it  better  not  to  confine  this  pro- 
vision for  the  security  of  tenants'  im- 
provements to  future  settlement  of  rents, 
but  to  apply  it  also  to  the  first  settlement 
under  the  Bill.  He  thought  the  words 
at  present  contained  in  the  Bill  were 
quite  sufficient  to  meet  the  object  in 
view,  and  they  fully  secured  the  landlord 
against  injustice. 

On  question?  resolved ia  the  affirmative. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  9,  after 
line  42,  insert  as  a  new  sub-section — 

"  (9.)  The  rent  of  a  holding  riiall  not  be  re- 
duced in  any  proceedings  under  this  Act  on 
account  of  any  money  or  money's  worth  paid 
or  given  by  the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in  tiUe, 
otherwise  than  to  the  landlord,  on  coming  into 
the  holding," 

— disagreed  to  by  the  Commons,  not  in- 
sisted  on. 

The  Mabquess  of  8ALISBUEY  said, 
though  it  had  been  decided  against,  he 
still  remained  of  opinion  that,  in  some 
form  or  other,  the  principle  of  his 
Amendment  should  be  adopted.  He 
should,  therefore,  propose  to  move  some 
other  words,  which  he  thought  would 
place  in  more  precise  form  the  entire 
independence  which  he  wished  to  secure 
between  the  rent  and  the  price  g^ven 
for  the  holding.  The  point  he  wished 
to  secure  was  that,  apart  from  other 
considerations,  the  price  given  for  the 
holding  should  not  affect  the  rent  either 


one  way  or  the  otbof.  Let  the  impvove- 
ments  by  all  means  affect  the  rents  aa 
much  as  they  would ;  but  the  prioe  given 
for  the  holding,  whether  it  varied  up  or 
down,  ought  to  have  nothing  to  do  witb 
the  amount  which  the  landlord  had  the 
right  to  demand  for  judicial  rent,  and 
that  in  the  interest  of  the  tenant  nolen 
than  of  the  landlord.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  there  was  no  safety  for  either  party 
unless  these  two  elements  were  left  abso- 
lutely apart.  He  was  glad  to  observe 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  held  dis- 
tinctly the  language  that  the  rent  wonld 
not  be  affected  by  the  prioe  given  fixr 
the  holding.  That  might  be  to  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  no  lees  than  of 
the  landlord.  The  tenant  might  go  to 
the  landlord  and  say — ''  I  have  given  a 
great  deal  for  this  holding;  you  most 
reduce  my  rent  accordingly."  But  an- 
other operation  was  likely  to  ooonr. 
There  would  be  in  the  market  a  mass 
of  saleable  holdings ;  they  would  fetok 
less  than  hitherto;  and  the  landlord 
might  say  that,  as  a  tenant  paid  lees 
than  hitherto  for  his  holding,  he  ou^t 
to  have  his  rent  raised  acoordingly.  He 
wished  to  ezdude  that  operation  jost  as 
much  as  the  other.  He  would  therefore 
move  an  Amendment  to  the  efiiBet  that 
the  amount  paid  for  the  holding  should 
not  of  itself,  apart  from  other  oonsidera- 
tions,  be  deemed  to  be  a  ground  for  in- 
creasing or  reducing  the  rent. 

Moved,  To  insert,  in  lieu  of  the  new 
sub-section  inserted  by  the  Lords  after 
line  42,  to  which  the  Oommons  have 
disagreed,  the  following  words : — 

("  The  amonnt  of  money  or  money's  worth 
that  may  have  been  paid  or  given  for  the  tenancy 
of  any  holding  by  a  tenant  or  hia  predecesMin 
in  title  otherwise  thsui  to  the  lamUord  or  fail 
predecessors  in  title  shall  not  of  itaelf  apart  from 
other  considerations  be  deemed  to  be  a  giound 
for  reducing  or  increasing  the  rent  o?  tucfa 
holding.")—(rAd  Marquess  of  aaUsbury.) 

Lord  CAELINGFOED  said,  he  must 

Eoint  out  to  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
[arquess  of  Salisbury)  that  under  those 
words  there  would  still  be  cases  in  whieh 
it  might  be  the  duty  of  the  Ooortto  con- 
sider, as  a  part  of  the  facts  of  the  case, 
the  price  that  the  tenant  had  given  to 
his  predecessor.  He  did  not,  of  oonrse, 
mean  that  the  rent  was  to  be  reduced, 
because  the  tenant  inquestioii  hadehosen 
to  give  any  extravagant  or  any  partioukr 
price  to  his  predecessor  fnr  the  tenant 
light ;  but  those  pajrments  would  cqik 
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■teatl^  oofar  and  repretent  the  perma- 
nent impzoTemenis  on  the  farm;  and, 
takinff  it  in  that  way,  it  misht  be  quite 
poaiiUe  that  nnleBS  they  took  the  utmost 
oue  in  framing  thoee  words  they  should 
oontradiot  their  own  oonviotions  with 
zespeot  to  the  sanotity  of  the  tenant's 
improvements.  If  he  had  bought  them 
of  nis  predecessor,  he  was  in  uie  same 
position  as  if  he  had  made  them  himself. 
it  was  oonoeiyable  that  the  rent  might 
ifterwarda  be  raised  so  as  to  confiscate 
these  improTements.  The  Oourt,  in  fact, 
might  filnd  that  the  existing  rent  had 
been  in  part  a  charge  wpon  the  value  of 
those  improvements.  It  was  difficult  to 
frame  an  Amendment  of  this  kind,  and 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Oovemment  it  was 
totally  unnecessary.  They  meant  to 
adhere  to  their  own  form  of  words.  The 
noUe  Marquess  had  not  dealt  with  the 
ease  formerly  put  to  him  of  a  payment 
being  made  by  the  incoming  tenant  with 
the  fistinct  privity  of  the  kndlord. 

On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided: 
—Contents  138;  Not-Oontents  61 :  Ma- 
jority 77. 
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Resohed  in  the  affirmative. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  11,  line 
12,  leave  out  from  ("  and^')  to  Q*  con- 
sidering**) in  line  14,  disagreed  toDj  the 
Commons,  insisted  on. 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  13,  lines 
81  and  32,  leave  out  (^<  imm^ate  land- 
lord for  the  time  being,")  and  insert 
(**  landlord  beine  a  limited  owner"); 
and  in  line  34,  leave  out  (''next  su- 
perior"), and  after  (** being")  insert 
("succeeding  to  himin  estate  "),rfwa^rMi 
to  by  the  Commons. 

Eabl  cairns,  in  moving  that  the 
Amendments  be  insisted  on,  maintained 
that  as,  on  the  termination  of  a  lease, 
the  tenant  ouffht  to  give  up  possession 
to  the  landlord,  still  more  did  that  prin- 
ciple apply  to  middlemen,  under  whom 
other  persons  were  in  possession  of  the 
land. 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  doth  insist 
on  the  said  Amendments  made  by  this 
House,  to  which  the  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed."—(27w^ar/  Cairns.) 

Lord  CARLINGFOED  said,  it  was 
quite  impossible  to  except  sub-tenants 
from  the  whole  of  the  provisions  and 
protection  of  the  Bill,  which  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment.  The  sub- 
tenants in  question  would  have  been 
lawfully  created  under  leases  which  did 
not  forbid  sub-letting ;  and  the  superior 
landlord  in  these  cases  would,  by  his 
own  act,  have  been  a  party  to  the  creation 
of  sub-tenants. 

The  Makqxtess  of  SALISBURY  re- 
marked, that  the  Government,  by  their 
arguments,  seemed  to  proceed  on  the 


assumption  that  the  interests  of  the 
landlord  were  of  the  very  smallest  im- 
portance, and  need  not  be  considered. 
When  those  leases  were  originally 
granted,  what  was  there  to  induce  the 
landlord  to  believe  that,  in  1881,  there 
would  arise  such  a  political  power  as 
woidd  force  the  Government  to  abandon 
all  principles  of  political  economy,  and 
set  aside  the  rights  of  property  which 
had  hitherto  been  held  good  ?  It  was 
impossible  that  he  could  have  foreseen 
such  a  contingency  and  taken  precan- 
tions  against  it.  Therefore,  the  superior 
landlora  was  dealt  with  in  a  peculiarly 
hard  manner  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  for  acts  which  had  beenc  ommitted 
by  the  middlemen. 

Easl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
reproached  Her  Majesty's  Gkyvemment 
with  not  considering  the  interest  of  the 
landlords.  He  was  bound  to  say,  on 
behalf  of  his  Collea^es  in  ''  anoiher 
place,"  that  they  had,  in  the  late  dis- 
cussions, tried  to  draw  a  just  balance 
between  the  landlords  and  the  tenants, 
and  had,  in  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lords, opposed  a  great  many  propositions 
which  were  made  against  them.  On 
the  other  hand,  he  (Earl  (Granville)  waa 
not  aware  that  the  noble  Marquess 
had  moved  a  single  Amendment  or  de- 
livered a  single  speech  in  favour  of  the 
tenants. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
he  thought  it  would  be  unwise  to  re- 
ject the  Commons'  proposal.  The  only 
argument  which  they  had  heard  from 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  in  favour  of  the 
Amendment  was,  that  when,  many  years 
ago,  the  leases  were  created,  the  landlord 
did  not  foresee  that  any  such  Bill  as  this 
would  be  introduced  into  Ireland.  Of 
course,  they  did  not ;  but  political  cir- 
cumstances which  until  that  evening,  he 
thought,  had  been  recognized  by  the 
majority  of  their  Lordships,  had  made 
it  seem  necessary  for  the  social  good  of 
that  countiy  that  the  occupying  tenants 
should  have  the  advantages  int^ded  for 
them  by  this  Bill ;  and  what  their  Lord- 
ships were  really  asked  to  do  was  to 
take  a  large  number  of  tenants  holding 
under  middlemen  leases  entirely  out  of 
the  benefit  of  the  Act.  To  omit  a  large 
class  of  these  occupying  tenants  was  to 
exhibit  a  total  f  orget^lness  of  all  the 
objects  and  principles  of  the  Bill.    He 
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amoerdj  hoped  their  Loidshipe  would 
not  peneyere  with  this  Amencuieiit. 
On  question  ?  reioh^d  in  the  negative. 

Oommons  Amendments  to  Lords 
Amendment,  in  page  14,  after  Clause  15, 
insert  GUuse  (B),  and  whioh  Amend- 
ments were  as  follows : — In  line  2,  insert 
<<in  oommon  with  other  persons;"  in 
lines  3  and  4,  leave  out  ''in  common 
with  other  persons; "  in  lines  5  and  6, 
leave  out  **  which  right  is  in  this  section 
referred  to  as  a  common  right;"  and 
in  line  14,  insert  ''  express  or  implied  " 
— agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  14,  line  13, 
leave  out  firom  (''the")  to  the  end  of 
the  clause,  and  insert — 

(M  Portion  of  any  holding  00  let  does  notex- 
oeed  half  an  aore  in  each  oaae,  and  that  the 
total  number  of  luoh  lettings  of  portiom  of  a 
holding  doee  not  exceed  one  for  every  twenty- 
fire  acres  of  tillage  land  contained  in  the  hold- 
ing*'). 
— net  imieUd  on. 

JjoardB*  Amendment,  in  page  16,  leave 
out  sub-section  (8),  not  inmted  on. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  16,  line  9, 
leaveout  from( "  Provided  "^  to("  that "), 
in  line  14,  dieagreed  to  bv  the  Oommons, 
and  section  restored  with  Amendments, 
as  follows : — 

**  Provided  that  at  the  expiration  of  snch  exiit- 
iag  leaaeathelei0eea,if  bona  fide  in  occupation  of 
thair  holdingt,  diall  be  deemed  to  be  tenants  of 
pwacnt  ordinary  tenanciea  from  rear  to  year,  at 
the  rentf  and  tubject  to  the  oonoitions  cf  their 
leasea  reepectiyely,  so  far  as  such  conditions  are 
applicable  to  tenanciea  from  year  to  year ;  but 
thia  provision  diall  not  apply  where  a  rever- 
iiooairT  lease  of  the  holding  has  been  bonA  fide 
made  oefoare  the  paiwing  of  thia  Act ;  and  pro- 
vided alao  that  where  it  shall  appear  to  the 
iatia&U!tion  of  the  Ooort  that  the  landlord  de- 
ares  to  reaome  the  holding  for  the  bon&  fide 
uurooee  of  occupying  the  same  as  a  residence 
lor  titmsalf,  or  aa  a  home  farm%  oonnexion  with 
haa  reaJdeooe,  or  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
residence  for  some  memoer  of  hia  fiunily,  the 
Court  may  authorise  him  to  resume  the  same 
aoootdingfy,  in  the  manner  and  on  the  terms 
provided  bv  the  fifth  section  of  this  Act  with 
zesMct  to  the  resumption  of  a  holding  by  a  land- 
lord :  Provided  always,  that  if  the  boldin^^ 
resumed  shall  be  at  any  time  within  fifteen  yeam 
after  snch  resumption  relet  to  a  tenant^  the  same 
shall  be  subject,  from  and  after  the  time  of  its 
bsisff  so  relet,  to  all  the  provisioiia  of  thia  Act 
wfaaea  are  applicable  to  preasnt  tenancies." 

Thb  Mabquxss  of  LANSDOWNE, 
in  moving  to  insist  on  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ment, said,  he  would  remind  their  Lord- 
ships he  had  moved  it  when  the  Bill  was 
in  Committee,  and  he  saw  no  sound 

VOL.  OOLXIY.    [thibp  sxans.] 


reason  why  it  should  not  be  insisted 
upon.  If  a  landlord  wished  to  covenant 
in  his  lease  fbr  a  right  of  re-entry  at 
the  expiration  of  the  term,  he  should  be 
aUowM  to  exercise  that  right,  and  deal 
with  the  tenancy  in  such  a  manner  as 
appeared  just  to  him  in  the  interests  of 
the  estate. 

Moved,  To  insist  upon  the  said  Amend- 
ment to  which  the  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed.— {The  Marqueee  of  Lanedoume,) 

Lord  CABLINOFOBD  said,  he  wished 
to  remind  their  Lordships  of  the  changes 
which  the  Government  had  introduced 
into  the  provision  under  consideration. 
The  matter  had  been  very  carefully  con- 
sidered with  a  view  to  provide  against 
the  difficulty  of  hard  cases  that  mieht 
arise  as  agamst  the  landlords,  and  what 
they  had  done  was  this. — ^They  had, 
first  of  all,  attached  to  these  cases  the 
landlord's  right  of  resumption  for  rea- 
sons founded  on  the  good  of  the  holding 
or  estate,  or  for  public  nurposes  as  de- 
fined in  the  Bill ;  but  they  had  gone 
further  than  that,  because  they  now 
proposed  to  provide  that  the  landlord, 
at  tne  termination  of  the  existing  lease, 
should  have  the  right,  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Court,  to  resume  the  farm, 
either  for  the  purpose  of  his  own  resi- 
dence, or  for  the  purpose  of  a  home  farm, 
or  for  the  use  of  any  member  of  his 
family.  They  believed  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  conceive  a  case  of  hardship  which 
would  not  be  sufficiently  met  by  the 
clause  in  its  present  form.  He  thought, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment was  persisted  in,  a  great  injustice 
would  arise  under  certoin  circumstances. 

Thb  MiiRQUBss  of  SALISBITBY  said, 
be  should  vote  with  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  if  he  per- 
sisted in  his  Motion.  He  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury^  wished  to  point  out  that 
there  were  tnree  objects  which  a  lessor 
might  desire  in  reference  to  his  land 
when  a  lease  fell  in.  He  might  desire 
to  take  the  management  of  the  land  into 
his  own  hands ;  he  might  desire  to  have 
it  for  building  purposes ;  or  he  miffht 
desire  to  re- arrange  and  re-let  it,  with  a 
view  to  its  being  cultivated  in  a  more 
remunerative  manner.  He  could  not 
allow  that  the  clause,  even  with  the  altera- 
tions that  had  been  introduced  into  it 
as  regarded  the  landlord's  power  of  re- 
sumMion,  satisfied  the  just  daims  of  the 
landlords.     It  was  said  that  the  ten- 
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ants  of  Ireland  were  in  a  condition  of 
status f  and  not  in  one  of  contract, 
and  by  1±iat  statement  the  Government 
justified  their  interference  in  the  re- 
lations between  landlord  and  tenant. 
But  the  tenants  who  would  be  affected 
by  the  Amendment  had  deliberately 
taken  themselves  out  of  the  condition  of 
status  and  put  themselves  into  that  of 
contract,  most  of  them  being  as  compe- 
tent to  contract  as  the  Members  of  that 
House.  To  give  in  these  cases  special 
rights  of  occupancy  to  persons  who  had 
solemnly  engaged  to  restore  the  land  to 
the  lessor  at  the  end  of  their  leases 
would  be  very  unjust.  Words  might 
possibly  be  introduced  into  the  Bill  by 
which  to  distinguish  between  landlords 
who  would  suffer  hardship  under  this 
clause  and  those  who  would  not. 

The  Makquess  of  WATERFORD 
thought  there  were  two  points  of  view 
from  which  this  clause  must  be  looked 
at — one,  the  Imperial  point  of  view,  and 
the  other  the  Irish.  As  regarded  the 
Imperial  point  of  view,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  that  it  was  iniquitous  that 
contracts  entered  into  between  parties 
able  to  contract  should  be  allowed  to  be 
broken  up,  and  that  the  right  of  re-entry 
at  the  termination  of  a  lease  should  be 
done  away  with.  However,  from  an 
Irish  point  of  view,  the  great  difficulties 
and  injustices  which  the  clause  presented 
would  be  got  over,  more  or  less,  by  the 
arrangement  now  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, because  a  landlord  would  not 
be  prevented  from  regaining  possession 
of  a  holding  at  the  end  of  a  lease,  if  he 
wished  to  do  so  for  his  own  occupation, 
and  would  only  be  prevented  from  doing 
so,  if  he  wished  to  let  the  holding  to  a 
tenant  with  a  view  of  makinfi^  him  a 
future  tenant.  For  himself,  he  coidd 
not  see  any  great  difference  between  a 
present  and  a  future  tenant ;  and,  there- 
lore,  he  hoped  that  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  would  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  if  the  Amendment  were  adopted 
their  Lordships  would  be  refusing  to 
lessees  out  of  Ulster  rights  analogous  to 
those  which  would  still  exist  in  the  Pro- 
vince. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  he  was  in  favour 
of  the  Lords'  Amendment  to  the  clause. 

The  KiBL  of  COTJRTO  WN  supported 
the  Government. 

J%e  Marquess  of  SMshiry 


On  question?  resohed  in  the  aflrwuh 

tive. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  10,  leave 
out  lines  24  to  36  inclusive,  disagreed  to 
by  the  Commons,  not  insisted  on. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Eabl  Oaibks, 
the  following  Amendment  added  to  the 
end  of  sub«seotion  as  restored : — 

('*  Any  person  aggrieved  by  the  dedaon  of 
the  Court  in  any  proceedings  under  this  section 
may  appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Appeal 
in  Ireland,  and  the  decision  of  such  Court  of 
Appeal  shall  be  final  and  conduaiye.") 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  19,  line 
12,  leave  out  from  ("  who  ";  to  ("  pay  ") 
in  line  14,  disagreed  to  by  the  Conunons, 
not  insisted  on. 

On  Commons  consequential  Amend- 
ment:— ^line  18,  at  the  end  of  sab-section 
(3)  insert — 

("The  condition  as  to  three-fourths  of  the 
number  of  tenants  may  be  relaxed  on  special 
grounds  with  the  consent  of  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners of  the  Treasury,  but  so  that  in  no 
case  less  than  half  the  number  of  tenants  shall 
be  able  and  willing  to  purchase.") 

Eabl  CAIBNS  said,  the  neoessity  for 
the  consent  would  hamper  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  he  looked  upon  this  part  of 
the  Bill  as  illusory,  because  there  was 
another  clause  which  made  the  Treasoiy 
masters  of  the  subject.  They  knew  very 
well  that  the  Treasury  would  not  grant 
the  money.  The  provision  that  a  certain 
number  of  tenants  should  agree  to  pur- 
chase was  also  a  pure  delusion ;  because 
if  the  Commissioners  went  and  asked 
the  tenants  if  they  desired  to  buy,  they 
would  naturally  ask  the  price  they  would 
have  to  pay,  and  the  Conmiissioners 
would  not  be  able  to  tell  them. 

Lord  CAEUNGFOBD  said,  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  (Earl  Cairns)  had  made 
a  new  discovery — namely,  that  the  ad- 
ministrative words  in  Uie  Bill  which 
were  intended  to  give  certain  powers  to 
the  Treasury  gave  it  the  power  to  dic- 
tate. Were  they  to  be  told  that  this 
part  of  the  Bill  had  been  made  illusoiy 
and  fictitious  on  purpose  ?  Such  a  sue- 
gestion  was  one  that  ought  not  to  be 
made  in  that  House.  The  Qt)vemment 
intended  that  this  part  of  the  Bill  should 
be  as  operative  as  any  other  part  of  it 
They  regarded  it  as  a  very  important 
matter,  and  great  care  had  been  taken 
in  framing  Sie  clause.  It  was  not  to 
be  supposed  that  the  Qovemment  woaI4 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1701 


LmiLmff 


iAxJGVST  12,  1881J 


{^eland)  Bitt.        1702 


allow  the  Trearazy  to  dictate  to  them 
the  policy  thej  were  to  ptirsae. 

The  1IUBQT7E88  OF  SAlJSBUBY  said, 
no  imputatioiis  were  made  as  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Goyemment;  but  what 
they  said  was  that  the  Treasorj,  in  the 
exercise  of  the  power  given  to  them, 
would  practically  defeat  the  object  of 
the  clause.  If  he  was  not  misti&en,  it 
was  the  Treasury  who  defeated  the 
Bright  Glauses  in  the  last  Land  Act, 
for  thoT  were  rendered  inoperatiye  by 
the  jealousy  of  the  Board  of  Works  in 
Ireland,  wmch  Board  was,  in  reaUty, 
under  the  control  of  the  Treasury.  The 
OoTomment  might  be  superior  to  the 
power  of  the  Treasury;  but  he  doubted 
it  very  much,  and  he  should  watch  with 
great  interest  how  they  worked  these 
clauses.  They  might  not  desire  to  make 
these  clauses  illusory;  but  they  cer- 
tainly had  not  shown  much  zeal  in  their 
efforts  to  make  them  effective.  It  was 
only  by  creating  a  large  number  of  ten- 
ant proprietors  in  Ireland  that  they 
oould  create  that  conseryative  feeling 
which  was  so  greatly  wanting;  and 
unless  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  could 
ap^aoh  the  subject  in  a  spirit  worthy 
ox  its  importance,  he  feared  they  would 
never  advance  a  single  step  towards  the 
end  thev  had  in  view — namely,  making 
the  Irish  people  attached  to  the  English 
Government. 

Eabl  SPENCEE  said,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  attached  as  much  import- 
ance to  the  Purchase  Clauses  as  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  seemed  to  do,  and  they 
had  shown  their  earnestness  by  what 
they  had  done  on  this  subject.  He 
hoped  that  these  clauses  would  be  more 
operative  than  the  Bright  Clauses  of  the 
Act  of  1870,  and  he  believed  that  that 
would  be  the  case,  as  the  purchases 
would  not  be  made  in  the  ordinary  way 
in  the  Encumbered  Estates  Court.  One 
of  the  reasons  why  the  Bright  Clauses  of 
the  last  Act  failed  was  because  there  was 
nobody  properly  appointed  to  make  pur- 
chases which  had  to  be  effected  through 
the  Landed  Estates  Courts.  Under  the 
Irish  Church  Act  no  such  difficulty 
arose,  and  he  should  be  very  much  sur- 
prised if  the  Treasury  succeeded  in  de- 
feating the  objects  the  Government  had 
in  view. 

Oommons'  consequential  Amendment 


Lords  Amendment,  in  paee  25,  leave 
out  sub-section  (I)  and  (2)  of  Clause  31, 
disagreed  to  by  the  Commons. 

Lord  EMLY  asked  how  the  Court 
could  possibly  satisfy  itself  as  to  the  pros- 
pects of  the  purchasers,  and  moved  to 
omit  the  words  after  the  word  "  loss." 

Moved,  That  this  House  doth  not  insist 
on  the  Amendment  made  by  this  House 
in  page  25,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
disagreed,  but  propose  in  line  16,  to 
leave  out  fifom  (*' loss")  to  the  end  of 
the  sub-section. — (  The  Lord  Emly.) 

On  question?  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive . 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  31,  line  1, 
after  (**  may  ")  insert — 

(  **  In  case  it  thinks  fit,  permit  any  party 
aggrieved  by  the  decision  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion in  any  proceedings  to  appeal  in  respect  of 
any  matter  arising  in  such  proceedings  to  Her 
Majesty's  Court  of  App^  in  Ireland  and 
may;") 

and  in  line  7,  after  ("such")  insert 
("matter  or"),  disagreed  to  by  the  Com- 
mons. 

Moved,  That  this  House  doth  not  insist 
on  the  said  Amendments  made  by  this 
House  in  page  31,  to  which  the  Com- 
mons have  disa^eed,  but  propose,  as  a 
consequential  Amendment,  in^  line  6, 
after  ("  Ireland,")  to  insert — 

('*  The  Land  Commission  may  also,  in  case  it 
thinks  fit,  permit  any  party  aggrieved  by  the 
decision  of  the  Land  Commission  in  any  pro- 
ceeding's to  appeal  in  respect  of  any  matter 
arising  in  such  proceedings  to  Her  Majesty's 
Court  of  Appeal  in  Ireland ;  provided  tnat  no 
appeal  from  the  Land  Commission  to  the  Court 
01  Appeal  in  Ireland  shall  be  permitted  in  re- 
spect of  any  matter  arising  under  Part  V.  of 
tiiis  Act,  or  in  respect  of  smy  decision  as  to  the 
amount  of  fair  rent,  or  any  question  of  value  or 
of  damages,  or  any  matter  left  in  the  discretion 
of  the  Land  Commission.")— (2%«  Lord  Chan- 
eellor.) 

On  question  ?  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  37,  line 
31,  leave  out  from  (**  Act  ")  to  ("  and  ") 
in  line  34,  disagreed  to  by  the  Commons, 
not  insisted  on. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  37,  leave 
out  lines  22  to  30,  disagreed  to  by  the 
Commons ;  and  which  sub-section,  hav- 
ing been  restored,  had  been  amended  as 
follows : — 

"  Whenever  within  six  months  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act  any  action  or  other  proceed* 
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Ing  ahall  be  pending  or  be  instituted  against  a 
tenant  to  recover  a  debt  or  damaf^es  before  or 
after  an  application  to  fix  a  judicial  rent,  and 
shall  be  pending  before  snch  application  is  dis- 
posed of,  the  court  before  wMch  such  action 
or  proceeding  is  pending,  if  satisfied  that  such 
judicial  rent  will  be  fixed  within  a  reasonable 
time,  not  exceeding  in  any  case  three  months, 
shall  haye  power,  upon  such  terms  and  condi- 
tions as  the  court  may  think  fit,  to  stay  the 
sale,  under  any  writ  of  execution,  or  any  pro. 
oess  in  such  action  or  proceeding,  of  the  ten- 
ancy in  respect  of  which  such  application  is 
pending,  until  the  termination  of  tne  proceed- 
ings to  fix  such  judicial  rent,  or  the  expiration 
of  three  months,  whicheyer  shall  first  happen.'* 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUET,  in 
moving  that  their  Lordships  should  dis- 
agree with  the  Amendment  as  amended, 
said,  it  was  the  last  Amendment  with 
which  their  Lordships  had  to  deal  when 
in  Committee  upon  the  Bill,  and  it  was 
the  Amendment  known  as  Mr.  Pamell's, 
with  respect  to  suspending  proceedings 
until  after  the  fixing  of  a  judicial  rent. 
That  Amendment  had  been  somewhat 
modified  in  the  House  of  Commons ;  but 
it  had  not  affected  the  objectionable 
character  of  the  clause  itself.  Under 
the  clause  six  months  were  allowed,  and 
no  one  who  owed  money  and  who  claimed 
a  judicial  rent  could  beproceeded  against 
within  that  period.  But  how  was  the 
Court  in  which  the  debt  was  sued  for  to 
know  where  the  tenant  might  be  ?  In 
the  first  place,  it  meant  that  all  creditors 
would  have  to  go  without  their  money 
for  nine  months,  which,  in  many  cases, 
would  be  a  great  trial;  and  the  other 
result  would  be  that  for  the  first  six 
months  the  Court  would  be  blocked  by 
those  who  asked  for  a  indicia!  rent 
simply  to  delay  payment  of  these  debts, 
and  that  whether  they  were  entitled  to 
a  reduction  or  not.  There  was  nothing 
in  the  clause  to  compensate  for  these 
monstrous  evils,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  disagree  with  the  Commons' 
Amendment. 

Moved,  ''That  this  House  doth  insist  on 
the  said  Amendment  to  which  the  Com- 
mons have  disagreed." — (  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,) 

LoBD  CAELINGFOED  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  merits  of  this  proposal 
ought  to  be  prejudiced  by  attaching  to 
it,  as  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  had  done,  the  name  of  Mr. 
Pamell.  Ke  thought  it  was  a  mistake 
to  give  colour  to,  and  prepare  a  bad  re- 
ception to,  a  proposal  that  came  from  the 


other  House  by  attaching  to  it  the  name 
of  a  Member  of  that  House. 

The  Mabquem  of  SALISBUET  ex- 
plained that  he  had  no  intention  of- 
securing  for  the  proposal  either  a  good 
or  a  bad  reception  by  mentioning  the 
name  of  Mr.  Tamell.  He  mentioned 
Mr.  Pamell's  name  just  as  he  had  men- 
tioned Mr.  Bright's  name  in  connection 
with  other  clauses,  as  a  convenient  way 
of  indicating  a  well-known  clause. 

Lord  CAltLINGFORD  said,  the  Go- 
vernment believed  the  dauae  rested  on 
a  reasonable  foundation,  especially  now 
that  the  term  during  which  die  Court 
might  delay  processes  bad  been  limited 
to  three  months.  It  was  merely  iq»- 
plying  to  processes  in  the  Superior 
Courts  a  principle  which  their  Lord- 
ships  had  already  accepted  with  re- 
ference to  proceedings  in  the  Inferior 
Courts.  The  provision  which  the  Go- 
vernment wished  to  see  retained  in  the 
Bill  amounted,  as  far  as  the  landlord 
was  concerned,  to  nothing  more  than  a 
postponement.  There  was  no  queation 
of  a  loss  of  rent.  Nay,  it  was  hu^hly 
probable  that  the  landlord  would  be 
more  likely  to  be  paid  the  arrears  doe 
to  him  if  die  provision  were  allowed  to 
stand  than  if  it  were  not. 

Eael  CAIBNS  said,  that  the  provi- 
sion was  altogether  one-aided,  and  would 
work  much  injustice.  It  was  not  a  Ques- 
tion of  the  landlord  only,  but  of  au  the 
creditors,  and  having  to  wait  for  several 
months  might  be  bankruptcy  to  some. 
If  they  were  to  protect  Uie  tenant 
against  his  creditors,  they  ought  to  pro- 
tect the  creditors  against  other  suitors. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  if  the  fixing  of 
the  rent  were  delayed,  the  tenant  would 
be  unable  to  satisfy  any  of  his  creditors, 
and  a  decision  must  cost  money. 

On  question  ?  resolved  in  the  afimus* 
tive. 

Moved,  "That  a  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  prepare  Reasons  to  be  offered 
to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords  disagreeing 
to  certain  of  their  Amendments,  and  in- 
sisting on  certain  of  the  Lords  Amend- 
ments."—(2^  Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

EiLRL  GRANVILLE:  Her  Mi^'esty's  . 
Government  agree  to  the  Motion  whioh 
has  been  made  by  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbuiy),  and  wnioh 
will  be  a  matter  of  course  in  consequence 
of  the  proceedings  of  this  evening.  I 
think  that  perhaps  your  Lordships  wouKt 
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oonsidor  it  presamptuous  on  my  part— 
and  I  do  not  know  whether  I  should  be 
doing  any  good — if  I  were  to  insist  much 
on  my  own  great  regret,  not  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  GhTomment,  but  as  an  indi- 
yidual  Member  of  this  House,  at  the 
constant  and  continuous  manner  in  which 
your  £x)rdships  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  have  shown  tnis  eyening  how 
Httle  you  have  been  influenced  on  this 
great  and  important  question  by  the  de- 
clarations of  the  opinions  of  the  immense 
majority  of  the  Kepresentatives  of  the 
constituencies  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
But  I  may  be  allowed  to  say,  and  this  is 
more  agreeable  to  me,  that  I  have  de- 
riyed  considerable  satisfaction  from  the 
fact  with  regard  to  several  of  my  noble 
Friends  behind  me — Peers  who  have 
been  strongly  opposed  to  this  measure, 
which  has  caused  considerable  difficulty 
to  the  Gt)Yemment  in  promoting  it,  and 
who  have  expressed  their  views  with 
great  ability — that  at  this  stage  of  the 
Bill  their  conduct  has  been  in  marked 
contrast  to  that  of  the  noble  Marquess 
and  of  noble  Lords  opposite.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  their  conduct  has 
been  more  lo^cal,  more  consistent  with 
the  course  which  your  Lordships  began 
by  taking — more  consistent,  in  fact,  with 
the  reasons  which  the  noble  Marquess 
himself  adduced  in  support  of  the  con- 
tention that  your  Lordships  should  give 
a  second  reading  to  this  Bill,  and,  I  may 
add,  more  Conservative  in  the  true  sense 
of  the  word. 

The  Maequbss  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  consis- 
tent with  the  ordinary  practice  of  your 
Lordships'  House  that,  when  you  have 
come  to  resolutions  on  important  mat- 
ters, which  have  been  fully  debated,  and 
when  the  determination  of  your  Lord- 
ahipe  has  been  arrived  at  and  recorded, 
you  should  be  subjected  to  something 
which,  for  want  of  a  better  name,  I  can- 
not but  call  a  scolding  from  the  noble 
Earl  who  leads  this  Assembly.  My 
Lords,  I  believe  that  in  the  course  you 
have  taken  this  evening  you  have  acted 
in  strict  consistency  with  the  principles 
which  you  have  avowed  from  the  be- 
ginning. You  have  not  interfered  with 
me  main  principle  of  the  Bill.  You 
have  merety  sought  to  protect  indivi- 
duals and  individual  interests  £rom 
hardship  and  oppression  which  were 
tiireatoEied  amnst  them  by  the  action 
cf  •  the  BilL     xou  have  sought,  in  more 


than  one  instance,  to  make  the  Bill  more 
exactly  conformable  to  the  arguments 
by  which  it  has  been  recommended  to 
you  from  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  Co 
the  declarations  by  which  it  was  intro- 
duced. Above  all — and  this  has  been 
the  scope  of  nearly  all  the  Amendments 
on  which  your  Lordships  have  insisted 
— you  have  sought  to  Keep  the  Bill  in 
the  same  shape  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  on  their  own  responsibility, 
introduced  it  to  the  House  of  Commons 
as  a  Bill  to  which  they  had  then  given 
the  fullest  attention,  and  which  they  be- 
lieved to  be  adapted  to  meet  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  My  Lords,  your 
objections,  made,  as  I  think,  not  in  any 
spirit  of  antagonism  to  the  Bill,  have 
not  been  met  by  a  corresponding  spirit 
indicating  a  desire  either  to  respect  your 
Lordships'  opinions,  or  to  promote  an 
amicable  and  conciliatory  settlement  of 
the  question.  But  such  as  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  has  been  in  respect 
to  this  Bill,  and  such  as  the  conduct  of 
vour  Lordships  has  been,  the  conduct 
both  of  the  Gt)vemment  and  of  your 
Lordships  must  be  submitted  to  the 
judgment  of  the  country,  which  is 
superior  to  both,  and  the  country  will  re- 
cognize in  your  action  a  desire  to  protect 
individual  right  and  time-honoured  legal 
and  Constitutional  principles  against  vio- 
lent innovation  and  temporary  passion, 
which  has  been  the  principal  function 
from  the  first  of  your  Lordships'  Cham- 
ber, and  which  1  trust  to  the  end  you 
will  boldly  and  manfully  fulfil. 

On  question  ?    resolved  in  the  affirma* 
tive. 
The  Committee  to  meet  forthwith. 

CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT— OFFICERS  AT 
OUTPORTS.— QUESTIOX. 

The  Earl  of  MOUNT  EDGCUMBE 
asked.  Whether  a  memorial  signed  by 
100  collectors  of  customs  at  the  out- 
ports,  and  forwarded  to  tlie  Lords  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  20th  of  November  last, 
has  yet  been  taken  into  consideration ; 
and,  if  so,  when  the  memorialists  will 
probably  be  made  acquainted  with  their 
Lordships'  decision? 

Lord  THURLOW,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Treasury  had  so  recently  as  1879 
settled,  in  connection  with  the  Board  of 
Customs,  a  scheme  for  the  clerical  ser- 
vice of  the  ports.  The  Board  of  Cus- 
toms did  not,  however,  consider  it  neces- 
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sary,  as  a  part  of  that  reyision,  to  sub- 
mit to  the  Treasury  any  change  in  the 
salary  and  position  of  the  collectors. 
Their  present  appeal  to  the  Treasury 
was  founded  upon  the  alteration  made 
in  their  relative  positions.  The  cost  of 
the  clerical  service  at  the  ports  had  al- 
ready been  most  seriously  increased — by 
not  less  than  £1,000  a-year.  The  Trea- 
sury would  certainly  consider,  before 
they  presented  another  Estimate  to  Par- 
liament, whether  any  change  ought  to 
be  made  in  the  salaries  or  otherwise  of 
the  collectors ;  but  it  must  be  well  un- 
derstood that  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury 
would  be  ^ided  in  their  decision  by  no 
consideration  whatever  except  the  effi- 
ciency and  discipline  of  the  service — 
apart  from  whicn  they  could  rive  no 
weight  to  comparisons  between  what  was 
at  one  time  and  what  was  now  the  re- 
muneration of  different  classes.  He 
feared  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  give 
the  noble  Earl  any  farther  information 
on  this  subject ;  but  he  trusted  he  would 
gather  from  his  reply  that  the  Memorial 
to  which  he  had  referred  had  certainly 
not  escaped  the  serious  attention  of  the 
Department  to  which  it  was  addressed. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure  at 
12.15  a.m. 

House  resumed  at  12.55  a.m. 

The  Lord  Monson — Chosen  Speaker 
in  the  absence  of  The  Lobd  Ohanoellor 
and  The  Lord  Oommissionbb. 

LAND   LAW  (IRELAND)   BILL. 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  the  reasons  to 
be  offered  to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords  disa- 
greeing to  certain  of  their  amendments,  and  in- 
sisting upon  certain  of  the  Lords  amendments 
to  wmch  the  Commons  have  disagreed ;  read, 
and  agreed  to  ;  and  a  message  sent  to  the  Com- 
mons to  return  the  said  Bill  with  amendments 
and  reasons. 

REASONS  OF  THE  LORDS  FOR  DISAGREEING 
TO  CERTAIN  OF  THE  COMMONS*  AMEND- 
MENTS AND  FOR  INSISTING  UPON  CER- 
TAIN OF  THE  AMENDMENTS  TO  WHICH 
THE  COMMONS  HAVE   DISAGREED. 

The  Lords  disagree  to  the  Amendment  made 
by  the  Commons  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  in 
page  2,  line  5,  which  inserts  (**  and  substantially 
maintained  ")  for  the  followmg  Reason : — 

Because  the  words  "substantially  main- 
tained'* might  be  construed  to  exclude 
cases  to  which  it  is  apparently  tiie  desire 
of  both  Houses  that  the  Clause  should 
apply; 

LofdTlmhw 


but  the  Lords  propose  to  insert  in  lien  thereof 
the  words  ('*  or  acquired  and  have  in  the  main 
been  upheld  ")  ana  in  the  next  line  to  leave  out 
the  first  ("  and  ")  and  insert  "  or." 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  6,  lines  3  and  4,  to  which  the  Commons 
have  disagreed,  for  the  following  Reason : — 
Because  it  is  essential  that  there  should  be 
no  doubt  that,  during  the  continuance  of 
a  statutory  term,  mines  and  minerals, 
coals,  and   coal-pits  are  the  exclusive 
property  of  the  landlord,  and  that  the 
tenant  should  have  express  notice  th^eof ; 
but  the  Lords  propose  to  leave  out  from  (*<  coal- 
pits") in  line  3  of  the  said  Amendment  to 
("shall")inUne8. 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  6,  line  8,  to  which  the  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed, for  the  following  Reason : — 

Because  there  is  apparently  no  ground  for 

giving  any  preference  to  the  landlord 

who  is  desirous  of  increasing  his  rent. 

The  Lords  inslBt  on  their  Amendment  in 

page  6,  line  37,  to  which  the  Commons  have 

disagreed,  for  the  following  Reason : — 

Because  their  Lordships  consider  it  neces- 
sary to  impose  a  closer  limit  upon  sums 
to  be  given  as  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance. 
The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  8,  line  20,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
disagreed,  for  the  following  Reason : — 

Because  the  words  are  wholly  unnecessary 
for  the  purposes  of  the  clause ;  are  likely 
to  raise  uiuounded  expectations  in  the 
minds  of  some  classes  in  Ireland;  and 
may  give  rise  to  misapprehension  on  the 
part  of  the  Court 
The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amoidment  in 
page  8,  line  23,  to  which  the  Commons  have  dis- 
agreed, for  the  following  Reason : — 

Because  it  is  expedient  that  the   tenant 
should  be  made  aware  by  an  express 
declaration  that  in  the  case  of  his  causing 
or  suffering  his  holdisyg  to  become  de- 
teriorated, contrary  to  the  express  or 
implied  conditions  constituting  his  con- 
tract of  tenancy,  the  Court  may  refuse 
an  application  to  fix  a  fair  rent  uncon- 
ditionally or  conditionally ; 
but  propose  to  omit  from  their  Amendment  the 
words  (**  or  his  predecessors  in  title  "}  and  the 
words  ("  or  have  "). 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  8,  line  35,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
oisagreed,  for  the  following  Reason : — 

Because  it  is  very  desirable  that  the  power 

of  resumption  should  be  subject  to  as 

little  restriction  as  is  consistent  with  the 

interests  and  claims  of  the  occupiers ; 

and  propose  as  a  consec^uential  Amendment  to 

leave  out  from  ('*  conditions  ")  in  line  34  to  the 

end  of  line  35. 

The  Lords  disagree  to  the  Amendment  made 
by  the  Commons  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  in 
page  9,  line  16,  which  inserts  ("  and  subsUn- 
**  tially  maintained  ")  for  the  Reason  assigned 
for  disagreeing  to  the  Amendment  in  page  2, 
line  5. 

The  Lords  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  11,  line  12,  for  the  Reason  given  lor  in* 
■irtmg  on  the  Amendment  in  page  8,  line  20. 
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bring  in,  at  the  commencement  of  next 
Session,  a  short  Bill  to  place  the  owners 
of  small  tenements  in  the  same  position 
as  regards  Highway  Hates  as  they  now 
cure^  as  reffar£  Poor  Bates,  instead  of 
waiting  tor  a  larger  measure  which 
might  give  rise  to  long  debates  ? 

Mb.  DODSON:  Sir,  on  July  19  I 
stated  that  I  hoped  to  deal  with  the 
makinff  and  collection  of  rates  next  year. 
Should  this  be  found  impracticable,  I 
shall  not  be  indisposed  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  bringing  in  a  Bill  to  place 
the  owners  of  small  tenements  in  the 
same  position  in  relation  to  highway 
rates  as  they  stand  in  regard  to  poor 
rates. 


The  Ijordfl  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
^■^  16»  line  9,  to  which  the  Commons  have 
oiaagiuod,  for  the  following  Beason  :— 

Because  it  is  unjust  that  those  who  have 
covenanted  to  give  back  possession  of 
land  to  a  lessor  on  termination  of  a  lease 
■honld  be  relieved  by  Parliament  from 
the  obligation  of  doing  so  wiUiout  any 
compensation   being   provided   for  the 
lessor. 
The   Ixnrds  insist  on  their  Amendment  in 
page  39,  lines  22  to  80,  to  which  the  Conmions 
have  diaagreed,  for  the  foUowing  Beason : — 
Because  it  is  iaexpedient  and  unjust  to 
creditors  to  postpone  the  time  for  the 
recovery  of    their  just  debts  without 
relievixig  them  from  &e  public  or  private 
obligations  to  which  they  are  themselves 
liable. 
With  the  preceding  exceptions  the  Lords  do 
not  insist  on  their  Amendments  to  which  the 
Commons  have   disagreed  and   agree   to  the 
'Amendments  made  by  the  Commons  to  the 
•Lords*  Amendments  and  to  the  Oommons'  con- 
sequential Amendment  to  the  Bill. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock  a.ic., 

to  Honda  V  next,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday y  \2th  Auffusi,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  —  Resolution 
'  [August  11]  reported  —  Bolent  Navigation 
[Expenses]*. 

Ordered— Firtt  JUadin^—Volien  Fishing  (Ire- 
Lmd)*  [248]. 

Firtt  JSmmim^— Discharge  of  Contumacious  Pri- 
soners •  [260J. 

Committee-'Bfport—Eaii  Indian  Bailwa:^  (Be- 
demption  of  Annuities)  *  [244] ;  Consolidated 
Fund  (No.  4)  •. 

Committee  —  Riport  —  Third  Reding  —  Pedlars 
(Certificates)  [234],  and  patted. 

Third  Reading  —  National    Debt    [243],  and 


QUEBTIONa. 


HIGHWAY  BATES— ASSESSMENT  AND 
POWEB  OF  COMPOUNDING. 

Mb.  HIOKS  asked  the  Fresident  of 
the  Local  Govemment  Board,  Whether, 
having  in  view  the  loss  and  inconve- 
nience caused  to  Surveyors  of  Beads  hy 
the  repeal  of  the  13th  and  14th  Yic.  c. 
99,  by  which  owners  of  small  tenements 
have  been  liable  for  payment  of  Hiffh- 
wa^^  Bates,  he  will  not  reoonsider  his 
deoiflion,  announced  on  19th  July,  and 


POOR   LAW   (IRELAND)  — REMUNERA- 
TION OF  POOR  RATE  COLLECTORS. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Is  he  aware  that  the  Poor  Bate  collec- 
tors get  ninepence  in  the  potmd  commis- 
sion, while  efficient  collectors  could  bo 
had  for  fourpence  in  the  pound ;  is  the 
clerk  to  the  union  justified  in  refusing 
to  inform  a  guardian  when  asked  by 
him  at  the  sitting  of  the  Board  at  what 
time  the  poundage  was  raised  to  its 
present  rate;  and,  is  it  beyond  the 
power  of  a  majority  of  a  Poor  Law 
Board  to  supersede  a  Poor  Bate  collec- 
tor, or  to  lower  the  scale  of  payment  if 
the  guardians  consider  it  too  high  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Local  Government  Board  did  not 
know  of  any  case  in  which  the  Guardians 
paid  9d,  in  the  pound  commission.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  supply  him  with 
the  facts,  he  would  make  an  inquiry. 
The  last  part  of  the  hon.  Gentieman's 
Question  he  must  answer  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— ROMAN  CATHOLIC 
CHAPLAINS. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  position  of 
Boman  Catholic  chaplains  serving  the 
troops  in  India;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that,  in  addition  to  their  being  paid  on 
a  s<»le  very  much  lower  than  that  of 
their  Protestant  and  Presbyte^an  col- 
leagues, they  are  also  declared  disen- 
titied  to  any  leave,  whether  sick  leave 
or  privilege  leave,  or  furlough  whatso- 
ever; whether  this  regulation  is  so 
strictly  enforced   that,    when   ordered 
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from  one  station  to  another,  all  allow- 
ances cease  from  the  moment  of  depar- 
ture from  the  one  to  arrival  at  the  other; 
whether  there  is  any  parallel  for  snch 
treatment  amongst  any  of  the  civil,  mili- 
tary, or  uncovenanted  servants  of  Go- 
vernment in  India;  whether  it  is  also 
the  case  that  no  provision  is  made  for 
pension  or  retiring  allowance,  no  matter 
'  what  the  length  of  service  may  be ;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  remedy 
these  grievances  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  the  arrangements  for  the  perform- 
ance of  all  religious  services  for  the 
Boman  Catholic  soldiery  in  India  are 
made  by  the  Archbishop  or  other  Pro- 
vincial head  of  that  Church.  All  the 
personal  details  are  managed  by  him, 
and  it  is  he  who  deputes  the  several 
priests  for  the  duties.  For  this  superin- 
tendence and  for  the  maintenance  of  re- 
nsters  of  marriages,  burials,  &c.,  in 
Boman  Catholic  <mapels,  he  receives  a 
monthly  allowance  from  the  State,  and 
this  allowance  has  been  increased  within 
the  last  three  or  four  years.  The  exe- 
cutive duties  are  paid  for  according  to 
the  number  of  Boman  Catholic  soldiers 
and  Government  servants  in  the  garri- 
son. The  priests  employed  on  these 
duties  are  not  appointed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  they  are  liable  to  be  removed 
or  exchanged  by  their  Bishop  without 
any  form^  reference  to  the  Govern- 
ment. They  are  thus  on  a  totally  difiFe- 
rent  footing  from  Church  of  England  or 
Presbyterian  chaplains,  inasmuch  as  they 
belong  to  no  establishment,  and  are  not 
Government  servants,  either  covenanted 
or  uncovenanted.  No  comparison  can, 
therefore,  be  sustiiined.  The  services  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  priests  being  neither 
personally  continuous  nor  at  the  perma- 
nent disposal  of  the  State,  neither  leave 
rules  nor  pension  rules  would  be  appli- 
cable to  them.  The  non-application  of 
such  rules  cannot,  under  these  circum- 
stances, be  rightly  considered  a  griev- 
ance, neither  can  it  be  a  grievance  that, 
as  individuals,  they  receive  remunera- 
tion on  a  lower  scale  than  those  who 
are  bound  by  strict  conditions  to  the  ser- 
vice of  Government  in  India. 

CHINA— THE  OPIUM  TRADE. 

M&.  A.  PEASE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jes^'s   Gtovemment   have   infoxmotion 
Mr.  A.  M99r$ 


confirming  the  statement  of  the  ^'LondoiL 
and  China  Telegraph"  of  the  8ih  in- 
stant, that  the  Chinese  GK>vemment  have 
decided  to  increase  the  tax  on  foreign 
opium,  and  to  levy  a  tax  on  native 
opium;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Ghovemment  consider  that  the  Ohineae 
Gt)vemment  is  free  to  levy  what  duties  it 
pleases  upon  opium,  imported andnative? 
SiE  CHARLES  W.  DILBIE  :  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  GK>vemment  have  t»- 
oeived  information  that  an  increase  of 
inland  tax  on  opium  is  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Chinese  Government; 
but  not  that  such  increase  haa  been  de- 
cided upon.  They  have  no  information 
as  to  a  tax  on  Native  opium.  The 
Chinese  Government  are  free  to  levy 
what  duties  they  please  on  Native  opium. 
Foreign  opium,  after  it  has  left  the  imr 
porter's  hands  and  is  earned  inland  bj 
the  Chinese  purchaser,  is  liable  to  such 
a  taxation  as  the  Chinese  Government 
may  think  fit  to  impose  upon  it. 

POST  OFFICE— TELEPHONE  POSTS 
AND  WIRES. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General,  Whether  posts  and  wires 
erected  for  the  purpose  of  conveying 
telephonic  messages  under  the  Hcenoe  of 
the  Postmaster  General  are  under  his 
charge ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  local  authorities  to  see  that  no  nui- 
sance isj  created  by  the  erection  of  such 
posts  and  wires,  and  that  they  are  pro- 
perly maintained  ?  

The  ATTORNET  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  :  Sir,  the  licence  men- 
tioned in  the  Question  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  granted  by  the  Postmaster 
General  to  the  Telephone  Companies  for 
the  piupose  only  of  enabling  them  to 
convey  messages  for  payment,  without 
infringing  the  exclusive  right  of  the 
Postmaster  General  to  transmit  such 
messages.  No  doubt  there  is  power  in 
the  Postmaster  General  to  permit  by 
agreement  the  Telephone  Companies  to 
use  the  telegraphic  posts  and  wires 
vested  in  him  ;  but  at  present,  I  believe, 
no  such  agreement  has  been  entered  into 
— certainly  none  in  the  Metropjc^s.  The 
result  is  that  the  Telephone  Companies, 
not  having  any  protection  by  statutCi 
are  subject  to  the  Common  Law  liabUity, 
which  would  prevent  their  erecting  or 
maintaining  any  posts  or  wires  so  as  to 
constitute  a  nuisance  on  or  over  any 
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loffhway,  and  {he  dnty  of  proteoting  the 
public  interest  would  fall  on  the  local 
authority.  If  the  Postmaster  Oeneral 
should  hereafter  permit  the  Telephone 
Cknnpanies  to  use  any  posts  or  wires 
vested  in  him,  he  will,  of  course,  take 
eare  that  th^  are  properly  maintained, 
10  as  not  to  inconyenience  the  public. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 

RETURN  OF  AGRICULTURAL 

HOLDINGS. 

Me.  ANDERSON  (for  Mr.  Sebly) 
ssked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  dra¥m  to  the  statement  in  a  Paper 
presented  by  command  of  Her  Majesty 
to  Parliament,  entitled  "  The  Agricul- 
tural Statistics  of  Ireland  for  the  year 
1880,"  that  the  number  of  holdings  is 
574,222,  and  by  another  Paper  presented 
by  command  of  Her  Majesty  to  Parlia- 
ment, entitled  "  Eetum  of  Agricultural 
Holdingsin  Ireland  compiled  by  the  Local 
Goremment  Board  in  Ireland  from  Ee- 
tnms  fiimished  by  the  Olerks  of  the  Poor 
Law  Unions  in  Ireland  in  January  1881," 
the  total  number  of  agricultural  holdings 
is  stated  to  be  660,185  ;  and,  if  he  can 
ffive  the  House  any  explanation  of  the 
difference  between  these  two  Heturns  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  communicated  with  the  Kegistrar 
Gtoneral  with  respect  to  the  difference 
between  the  two  Heturns  referred  to, 
but  had  not  yet  received  the  required 
information.  Perhaps  the  Question 
would  be  repeated  on  a  future  day. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— RUSSIAN  ADVANCES. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  not  the  fact  uiat  Persia 
daima  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
tenitoiy  recently  annexed  by  Russia  in 
Central  Asia ;  whether  any  remonstrances 
on  the  subject  have  been  addressed  by 
Persia  to  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
and,  whether  it  is  true  that  Bussia  has 
refused  to  allow  any  representative  of 
tiiis  Country  to  be  present  at  the  ap- 
pioaohinff  delimitation  of  the  new  Eusso- 
Persian  frontier. 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  in 
answer  to  the  first  clause  of  the  Question, 
I  have  to  say  that  we  are  not  aware  that 
that  is  so.  No  remonstrance  on  the  sub- 
ject has  been  addressed  by  that  Power 
to  Her  liigeety's  Government ;  and  no 


proposal  has  been  made  to  Russia,  or 
refused  by  her,  for  the  presence  of  a 
British  Representative  at  the  delimitation 
of  the  new  Frontier. 

FOREIGN    LEGISLATIVE    ASSEMBLIES 
(OATHS  AND  PROCEDURE.) 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  would  instruct  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Representatives  abroad  to  report 
upon  the  political  oaths  or  affirmations 
exacted  from  the  Members  of  Foreign 
Legislative  Assemblies,  and  upon  the 
mechanical  modes  by  which  votes  are 
taken  in  Foreign  Legislative  Assemblies ; 
and,  whether  he  would  lay  these  Re- 
ports, when  obtained,  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir, 
there  will  be  no  objection  to  calling  for 
the  Reports  which  my  hon.  Friend  re- 
quires. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  — THE  EVIDENCE 
FURTHER  AMENDMENT  ACT,  1869— 
REFUSAL  OF  MAGISTRATES  AT  BIR- 
MINGHAM TO  ALLOW  A  WITNESS 
TO  AFFIRM. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  report  in  the  **  Birmingham  Gazette  " 
of  the  6th  instant,  of  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
W.  M.  Ellis  and  Mr.  John  Lowe,  in  re- 
fusing, when  sitting  as  magistrates  at  the 
Birmingham  Police  Office,  to  allow  a 
witness  to  give  evidence  because  he 
asked  to  be  allowed  to  affirm ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  contemplates  taking  any  notice 
of  this  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  afore- 
said magistrates  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  observed  that  an  almost 
similar  Question  was  asked  him  by  the 
Colleague  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  on  the  17th  of  August  last  year. 
He  must  repeat  the  answer  he  then  gave. 
This  Question  and  many  others  put  to 
him  were  founded  upon  an  entirely  er- 
roneous view  of  the  office  and  functions 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  Some  people,  and  he  was 
surprised  to  find  among  them  some  hon. 
Members,  had  a  notion  that  he  had  got 
a  general  power  to  direct  magistrates 
and  Judges  as  to  how  they  ought  to  con- 
duct judicial  investigations.  The  Home 
Secretary  had   no  suoh  power.     The 
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fandamental  principle  of  the  Oonstitution 
of  this  country  was  the  independence  of 
judicial  officers,  and  the  absence  of  any 
control  of  the  Executive  Government 
over  the  actions  of  the  Judicature  ;  and 
yet  he  was  constantly  asked  if  he  had 
seen  what  such  and  such  a  justice  had 
done,  and  if  he  would  undertake  to  set 
the  decision  aside.  If  he  undertook  any 
8uch  function  he  would  do  that  which  he 
was  forbidden  to  do  by  the  Constitution. 
The  only  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  to  advise  the  Crown  as  to  the  exer- 
cise of  the  prerogative  of  mercy.  He 
had  made  these  ooservations  generally, 
because  he  was  constantly  being  plied 
with  Questions  of  this  kind.  In  refer- 
ence to  this  particular  Question,  he  had 
to  say  that  if  any  magistrate  or  Inferior 
Court  admitted  evidence  which  oueht  not 
to  be  admitted,  or  refused  to  receive  evi- 
dence which  ought  to  be  admitted,  that 
was  a  matter  that  could  be  corrected,  and 
only  corrected,  by  a  Superior  Court  of 
Law,  upon  the  interpretation  of  the 
statute. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  whether  it 
was  not  the  case  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
could  dismiss  any  magistrate,  and  who 
was  responsible  in  that  House  for  the 
action  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  could  dismiss  a 
magistrate  for  proved  misconduct,  for 
conduct  of  a  corrupt  or  dishonest  charac- 
ter ;  but  he  could  not  do  so  for  an  error 
in  the  interpretation  of  the  law.  As  to 
who  was  responsible  for  the  action  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  that  was  a  Question 
which  he  was  not  prepared  to  answer 
off-hand. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  asked  whether 
ignorance,  when  it  amounted  to  the  ex- 
tent shown  in  his  Question,  was  not  a 
reason  of  itself  for  removing  a  magis- 
trate from  the  commission  of  the  peace  f 

[No  answer  was  returned.] 

EXPLOSIVES  ACT— REGULATION  AS  TO 
MINERS  MAKING  CARTRIDGES  IN 
THEIR  HOMES. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If,  considering  that  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  of  antagonism  in  many  of  the 
mining  districts  against  the  regulation 
under  the  Explosives  Act  prohibiting  the 
miners  from  making  cartridges  in  their 
dwelling^,  or  contiguous  uiereto,  for 
Sir  WilUam  Eareourt 


purposes  in  their  employment,  he  will 
direct  the  inspectors  of  the  various 
mining  districts  to  report  as  to  whether 
the  regulation  has  led  to  a  prevention 
of  the  destruction  of  life  and  limb  in 
their  respective  districts  ? 

Sib  WriiTiTAM  HAECOUET,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  he  had  received  aEeportfrom 
Major  Ford,  Inspector  of  Explosives,  on 
the  subject  of  this  Question,  from  which 
it  seemed  that  the  regulation  referred  to 
was  veiy  necessary,  and  that  serious  ac- 
cidents had  arisen  in  consequence  of  a 
neglect  of  it.  He  would  be  happy  to 
show  the  Eeport  to  the  hon.  Memoer. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— "BOYCOTTINO." 

LoBD  AETHTJE  HILL  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
there  are  hundreds  of  acres  of  meadow 
land,  which  are  so  called  ''  Boycotted,'' 
that  no  one  dare  work  on  these  meadows, 
no  matter  what  rate  of  wages  are  offered} 
and,  whether  the  Oovemment  intend  to 
take  any  measures  to  prevent  such  wan- 
ton waste  of  property  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  aware  that  there  was  what  was 
called  « a  strike"  among  t^e  agricul- 
tural  labourers  in  certain  parts  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  Government  had  directed 
their  close  attention  to  the  matter  with 
the  view  of  preventing  any  breach  of  the 
peace.  He  must,  however,  ask  the 
noble  Lord  not  to  put  general  Questions 
on  the  subject,  but  to  point  to  some  par- 
ticular case,  when  he  should  be  happy 
to  give  him  a  precise  answer. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— RETIRING 
OFFICERS. 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther Colonels  who  held  that  rank  before 
October  1877  will  receive  on  retirement 
the  fair  actuarial  value  of  their  pros- 
pective succession  to  an  Honorary  Colo- 
nelcy of  a  regiment ;  whether  it  is  tilie 
case  that  it  has  been  conceded  that 
Lieutenant  Generals  and  Major  Generals 
retired  for  non-employment  imder  the 
maximum  age,  for  remaining  on  the 
active  list  in  their  respective  ranks,  and 
whose  retired  pay  is  reduced  by  £10 
a-year  for  every  year  under  the  maxi- 
mum, will  be  permitted  to  receive  the 
full  rate  of  retired  pay  when  they  reaoh 
the  maximum  age ;  and,  whether  there 
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will  be  any  objection  to  Gtener&l  Officers 
retired  as  sucn  under  the  Warrant  of 
1877  on  account  of  their  having  reached 
the  a^  of  seyentj  being  allowed  the 
actuarial  value,  in  the  form  of  an  an- 
nuity, of  their  present  unattached  pay 
and  prospective  pay  as  Honorary  Oolonels 
of  a  resiment  ? 

Mb.  GHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
first  Question,  I  have  to  say  tiiat  the 
officers  referred  to  will  receive  the  fair 
actuarial  value  of  their  former  prospect 
to  succeed  to  the  unattached  pay  of  a 
general  officer,  and  ultimately  to  an 
nonoraiy  colonelcy,  less,  of  course,  their 
gains  under  the  new  Warrant.  My 
answer  to  the  second  Question  is  also  in 
the  affirmative  with  respect  to  lieutenant 
eenerals  and  major  generals  on  the  active 
Est  on  the  1st  of  Jiuy ;  but  this  rule  will 
under  no  circumstances  apply  to  general 
officers  retiring  voluntarily  or  to  future 
general  officers.  As  to  the  third  Ques- 
tion, I  have  well  considered  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend's  suggestion  ;  but  it 
aeems  to  me  that  it  might  raise  an  awk- 
ward precedent  to  alter  the  emoluments 
of  an  officer  who  has  actually  retired, 
and  whose  position  is  in  no  way  affected 
by  the  new  Warrant,  and  I  fear  it  can- 
not be  adopted. 

Bm  WALTEE  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
this  was  a  very  important  matter,  and 
he  hoped  the  rignt  hon.  Oentleman 
would  fldve  it  his  serious  attention. 

Mb.  CHUDEES  :  That  I  will  promise 
to  do. 

ABMT  PROMOTION— COMBATANT 
OFFICERS. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he  would 
explain  why,  as  combatant  officers  have 
recentiy  been  promoted  in  large  num- 
bors,  without  calling  for  Reports  of 
General  Officers  on  their  efficiency,  such 
a  course  was  considered  necessary  in  the 
case  of  Quartermasters  only  ? 

Mb.  GHILDERS :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
{he  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel,  I  have  to 
inform  him  that  there  was  no  difference 
made  as  to  the  Reports  on  combatant 
officers  and  on  quartermasters.  Refer- 
ence was  at  first  made  to  the  annual  con- 
fidential Reports,  and  where  they  raised 
any  doubt  special  Reports  were  called  for 
in  the  cases  of  some  regiments  abroad 
by  telegraph.  The  result  was  that  all 
the  promotions  of  combatant  officers 
ware  settled  in  Th$  GautU  of  July  26, 


and  the  appointments  of  quartermasters 
to  the  rank  of  captain  will  be  shortly 
gazetted.  As  I  said  yesterday,  the  pro- 
motion of  these  quartermasters  will  date 
j&x)m  the  1st  of  July. 

THE  ADMIRALTY- THE  FIRST  LORD 
OF  THE  ADMIRALTY. 

SirH.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  consider 
the  expediency  of  transferring  the  func- 
tions of  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to 
a  gendeman  enjoying  the  confidence  of 
the  Government,  together  with  a  seat  in 
this  House,  so  as  to  avoid  the  inconve- 
nience occasioned  by  the  absence  of  the 
responsible  head  of  a  principal  spending 
Department  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Estimates  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  understand 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  sub- 
stantially to  come  to  this — whether  it  is 
possible  to  make  it  an  absolute  rule  in 
the  construction  of  the  Administration 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
should  be  a  Member  of  this  House? 
Now,  that  is  certainly,  on  the  whole,  and 
as  a  general  rule,  desirable ;  but  it  is 
not  so  far  desirable,  and  has  not  com- 
monly been  judged  desirable,  to  such  a 
degree  as  to  make  it  right  that  this 
should  be  an  absolute  rule.  Of  course, 
I  need  not  say  that  an  absolute  rule  of 
this  kind  can  only  be  applied  to  a  limited 
extent  in  the  formation  of  the  Govern- 
ment, because  personal  qualifications 
must  govern  the  distribution  of  offices 
on  the  whole ;  and,  therefore,  I  can  only 
go  half-way  towards  meeting  the  hon. 
Member.  I  am  quite  sure  that  there 
are  many  who  sit  in  this  House  and  who 
can  recollect — it  would  not  be  g^d 
manners  to  refer,  in  his  presence,  to  the 
present  Secretary — many  instances  in 
which  the  business  of  the  Admiralty  has 
been  very  efficientiy  conducted  by  a  Se- 
cretary, both  on  this  side  of  the  House 
as  well  as  on  the  other. 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that,  as  his  Question  was  founded  upon 
the  dictum  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
when  in  Opposition,  he  should  call  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  and  move  a  Reso- 
lution. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)-DEATH 
OF  MR.  HONE. 
Mr.  GIBSON  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
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Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  recent  lamentable  death  by  poi- 
soning of  Mr.  Hone  in  Limerick ;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  have  a 
thorough  and  satisfactory  investigation 
into  the  occurrence,  so  as  to  discover 
who  is  liable  for  the  carelessness  which 
caused  it,  and  to  prevent  a  possible  re- 
currence of  similar  catastrophes  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  have  seen 
an  account  of  this  very  sad  occurrence. 
I  need  not  inform  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  the  law  provides 
for  the  investigation  of  sach  cases  in  two 
ways— one  by  a  coroner's  inquest,  and 
the  other  by  the  magistrates — on  any 
persons  being  brought  before  them  on  a 
criminal  charge.  An  inquest  has  been 
held  on  Mr.  Hone,  and  the  verdict  was 
that  death  was  occasioned  by  poisoning, 
carbolic  acid  having  been  administered 
instead  of  black  draught.  The  jury  ap- 
pended to  their  verdict  an  expression  of 
opinion  that  in  all  medical  establish- 
ments poisonous  drugs  should  be  kept 
safely  under  lock  and  key.  I  need  not 
say  that  that  is  an  opinion  in  which  I 
fmly  concur.  Although  the  verdict  of 
the  jury  did  not  incmpate  any  person, 
the  porter  of  the  establishment  was  not 
considered  free  from  blame.  He  was, 
therefore,  arrested  and  brought  before 
the  magistrates,  who  investigated  the 
case  on  two  days,  and  finally  discharged 
the  prisoner.  I  have  received  a  Report 
stating  that  affcer  having  heard  the  evi- 
dence they  were  of  opinion  that  death 
was  clearly  the  result  of  accident.  Under 
these  circumstances,  though  I  deeply 
deplore  what  happened,  I  do  not  see 
that  I  could  take  any  further  steps  in 
the  matter. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  desired  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  thought  there  should  not  be  a  more 
thorough  and  complete  inquiry  into  the 
whole  matter  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  wiU  make 
further  inquiry  into  the  case. 

NAVY-OFFICERS  ON  LEAVE. 
CoLONBL  KENNARD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  an  officer  serving  in  a  harbour 
ship  at  home  is  allowed  the  privilege  of 
six  weeks  leave  of  absence  from  his  ship, 
whereas  the  same  privilege  is  denied  to 
an  officer  serving  m  a  harbour  ship  at 
Malta;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state 
til*  reason  of  the  differenoei  or  give  any 

Mr.  eOton 


assurance  that  the  ineqnalitj  wOl  be 
remedied  in  future  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  Sir,  officers 
serving  at  home  can  be  granted  the  ox 
weeks'  leave  of  absence  referred  to  in 
the  Question  if  their  services  can  be 
spared,  though  leave  is  an  indulgence 
to  be  granted  or  withheld  as  circum- 
stances make  it  expedient.  With  regard 
to  officers  serving  abroad,  whether  in 
harbour  ships  or  any  other  class  of  shIpSy 
there  are  no  regulations,  except  the 
article  in  the  Queen's  Regulations  (747), 
which  prescribes  that — 

**  Commanden-in-Chief  will  on  their  respeo- 
tive  statioxiB  give  such  orders  relative  to  leave  as 
the  climate  or  local  circuinBtaneeB  may  nuJce 
expedient." 

It  must  be  remembered  that  officers  on 
foreign  stations  have  a  right  to  a  week's 
full  pay  leave  for  every  six  monthsf 
service  after  their  appointment  ceaseBy  a 
right  which  is  not  enjoyed  in  the  case  of 
home  appointments. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— PAY  AND  ALLOW- 
ANCES OF  FIELD  OFFICEES. 

LiETTTENAjrr  Colonel  MILNE  HOME 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  the  arrangements  have  yet  been 
completed  between  the  War  Office  and 
the  Indian  Government  for  the  pay 
and  allowances  of  the  field  officers  who 
were  added  to  the  Army  on  July  Ist 
when  on  service  in  India ;  and  especially 
if  the  two  senior  Majors  of  each  Lafantry 
battalion  in  India  will,  as  in  England, 
draw  the  full  pay  and  allowances  of  a 
field  officer? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  a  final  de* 
cision  on  this  subject  has  not  been  ar- 
rived at— that  is,  as  to  the  rates  to  be 
drawn  by  field  officers  under  three  years^ 
service ;  but  a  very  early  decision  may 
be  expected,  and  the  rate,  whatever  may 
be  decided,  will  have  efEect  from  the  Ist 
of  July,  1881.  The  conditions  laid  down 
in  the  Boyal  Warrant  with  respect  to 
bringing  the  two  senior  majors  of  In- 
fantry of  the  Line  on  the  full  rate  of  pav 
of  majors  after  three  years'  service  wiU 
be  observed  in  India. 

LAW   AND    JUSTICE— SENTENCES    Df 
CRIMINAL  CASES. 

Mb.  M'OOAN  asked  the  Secret^  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
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ther  hiff  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
caae  of  Mary  Palmer,  who,  for  haying 
ezDoaed  and  slightly  wounded  her  infant 
chud,  was  last  week  sentenced  at  the 
Old  Bailey,  by  Mr.  Justice  lindloy,  to 
fleren  years'  penal  servitude,  and  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  all  the  pitiable  circum- 
Btanoes  of  the  case,  and  of  the  jui^'s 
itronff  reoommendation  to  mercy,  which 
was  disregarded  by  the  Judge,  he  will 
leoonaider  the  sentence  thus  passed; 
ind,  whether  his  attention  has  been 
otiled  to  the  sentence  of  eighteen  monlhs' 
imprisonment,  with  hard  labour,  which 
was  passed  at  the  same  Sessions  by  the 
8sme  Judge,  upon  Charles  Strutten  for 
Wliiig his  wife? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT:  Sir, 
ID  far  as  the  Question  points  to  a  miti- 

Sition  of  the  sentence,  I  have  asked  for 
e  opinion  of  the  learned  Judge  who 
tried  Qie  case,  and  I  cannot  say  anything 
untQ  I  receive  his  opinion.  As  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  which  points 
to  an  aggravation  of  sentence,  I  have 
already  several  times  intimated  that  I 
have  no  authority  to  interfere  in  such 
matters. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— 
"EXAMINEES." 

Sot  DAVID  WEDDERBURN  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  If  he 
would  explain  why  the  title  of  ''  Exa- 
miners," a  name  given  originally  to 
University  men  appointed  to  set  ezami- 
aation  papers,  should  be  retained  in  the 
Education  Department,  the  scholastic 
work  having  been  transferred  to  the 
« Inspectors ; "  and  why^this  highly  paid 
dass  of  "Examiners"  has  been  in- 
ereased  to  the  number  of  twenty-seven ; 
andy  whether^the  work  usually  done  by 
Ae  ''Examiners,"  could  not  be  done 
more  economically  and  equally  well  by 
ordinary  derks,  such  as  are  employed 
in  the  Treasury,  Board  of  Trade,  and 
other  Public  Offices? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  preparation  and  revision 
of  examination  papers  formed  but  a 
small  part  of  the  duties  of  the  Examiners 
at  the  time  of  their  original  appointment 
in  1847.  The  scholastic  work  of  these 
officers  is  lighter  than  it  was  at  first ;  but 
in  justification  of  the  title  given  them, 
I  may  say  that  they  examine  the  He- 
ports  of  the  Inspectors,  and  have  to  de- 
oide  whether  the  conditions  of  annual 
lid  a^  fulfilled  by  each  school  reported 


on  and  what  grant  shall  be  paid  to  it. 
They  also  conduct,  under  the  secretary 
and  Assistant  Secretaries,  the  whole  of 
the  Correspondence  of  the  Office,  which, 
since  the  passing  of  the  English  Act  of 
1870,  and  the  Scotch  Act  of  1872,  has 
increased  enormously  and  is  increasing. 
In  1869,  23,076  letters  and  11,178  Re- 
ports were  received  and  dealt  with.  In 
188C  the  registered  letters  were  76,684, 
and  22,612  Reports  were  dealt  with. 
The  number  of  Examiners  has  neces- 
sarily grown  with  the  growth  of  the 
work  of  the  Department.  No  increase 
has  been  made  since  we  came  into 
Office.  The  Examiners  must  be  on  a 
par  with  the  Inspectors,  whose  work 
they  supervise  and  control,  and  none 
of  these  duties  could  be  intrusted  to 
ordinary  clerks  such  as  are  referred  to 
in  the  Question  ;  and  the  emoluments  of 
the  Examiners  are  not  in  excess  of  those 
of  the  gentlemen  who  discharge  corre- 
sponding duties  at  the  Treasury  and 
other  high  class  offices.  I  have  had 
occasion  to  employ  some  of  these  gen- 
tlemen on  missions  of  the  most  difficult 
and  delicate  character,  and  on  a  variety 
of  other  work,  which  could  only  be  per- 
formed by  men  possessing  their  know- 
ledge and  attainments ;  and  I  can  as- 
sure the  hon.  Member  that  they  have 
uniformly  discharged  their  duties  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Department  and  to  the 
advantage  of  the  Public  Service. 

RAILWAYS  (IRELAND)— THE  DUBLIN, 
WICKLOW,  AND  WEXFORD  RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  is  aware  that  the  public  rights 
are  being  largely  infringed  upon  by  the 
manner  in  which  the  Dublin,  Wicklow, 
and  Wexford  Railway  Company  are 
carrying  out  the  work  of  widening  their 
line  at  Kingstown  by  which  a  large  portion 
of  the  road  space  has  been  taken  from  the 
public ;  and,  whether  this  is  being  done 
with  the  consent  of  the  Board  of  Works, 
in  whom  it  is  said  the  roadway,  &c.  is 
vested ;  and  if,  so,  will  he  issue  orders 
to  that  Board  to  insist  on  the  entire 
Railway  being  bridged  over,  as  it  was 
formerly,  and  take  other  measures  to 
have  the  Dublic  rights  preserved  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  as  this  and  the  next  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  relate  to  the  Board  of 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1728 


JBducation 


(OOMMONS) 


DtpoHmeiU. 


1724 


Works,  I  have  to  answer  them  on  behalf 
of  the  Treasury.  The  works  on  the 
Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  line 
referred  to  in  the  Question  are  being 
carried  out  under  the  authority  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament ;  but,  in  transferring 
the  ground  under  the  compulsory  powers 
of  that  Act,  the  Board  of  Works  have 
done  their  utmost  to  guard  the  interest 
and  secure  the  conyenience  of  the  public. 
It  is  not  thought  necessary  to  require 
the  railway  to  be  covered  in  to  the  same 
extent  as  formerly ;  but  I  am  assured 
that  it  is  amply  so  for  all  the  require- 
ments of  the  public. 

IKELAND— GRE8HAM  GARDENS, 
KINGSTOWN. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
If  he  be  aware  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  public  garden  in  Kingstown,  known 
as  *^  Gresham  Gardens,''  which  is  vested 
in  the  care  of  the  Board  of  Works,  is  at 
present  used  as  a  kitchen  garden,  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  public ;  whether  it  ie 
by  an  official  of  the  Board  of  Works 
that  this  garden  is  being  so  cultivated ; 
and,  if  he  will  take  steps  to  restore  the 
portion  of  the  gardens  to  their  original 
public  purpose  ? 

LoKD  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  ground  referred  to  as  Gresham 
Gardens  is  not  vested  in  the  Board  of 
Works,  that  Board  having  in  1866  trans- 
ferred the  residue  of  the  lease  of  it  to 
the  Hoyal  Marine  Hotel  Company  on 
condition  that  it  should  be  used  only 
as  ornamental  pleasure  grounds  at- 
tached to  the  hotel.  The  forming  part 
of  the  ground  into  a  kitchen  garden  is 
at  variance  with  the  conditions  under 
which  the  transfer  was  made,  and  the 
attention  of  the  Hotel  Company  wLLl  be 
drawn  to  the  subject.  The  public  never 
had  access  to  the  ground  while  held  by 
the  Board  of  Works,  as  it  was  only  re- 
quired in  connection  with  the  harbour 
works. 

STATE    OF   IRELAND  — THE    MAGIS- 
TRACY—MR. A.  E.  HERBERT,  J.P. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  decision  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
arrived  at  respecting  the  language  used 
by  Mr.  Herbert,  J.P.  on  the  Bench  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  Sir,  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  has  not  yet  received 

Urd  tiredmck  CiW0Hdkh 


sufficient  information  on  the  matter  to 
enable  him  to  come  to  a  decision  on  the 
subject  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  — THE  RE- 
VISED  CODE,  1881. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (for  Viaoonnt 
Sandon)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
Uie  Council,  Whether,  considering  the 
very  grave  additionid  inconvenienoe 
which  will  be  caused  to  all  the  schools 
of  the  Country  by  a  long  uncertainty  as 
to  the  financial  efiPects  of  the  proposals 
for  the  revision  of  the  Oode,  which  in 
themselves  must  seriously  unsettle  for 
many  months  to  come  every  school,  and 
the  aesirability  that  both  mose  who  axe 
responsible  for  the  maintenance  of  flie 
schools  and  the  teachers  of  the  sohoob 
should  have  ample  time  for  their  con- 
sideration, he  will  make  pubHo  during 
the  autumn  the  rate  at  which  each  itrai 
of  the  grant  will  be  assessed ;  wheUier 
he  will  publish  a  fresh  edition  of  the 
proposab  for  a  revised  Oode,  showing, 
by  Italics,  which  portions  of  the  Code 
are  old  and  which  are  new ;  and,  whe- 
ther, considering  that  all  alterationB  in 
the  Code,  on  account  of  thair  wide 
spreading  financial  effects,  are  obliged 
to  be  made  by  the  Education  Depart- 
ment in  concert  with  the  Treaaozy,  he 
can  inform  the  House  at  once,  or  before 
the  close  of  the  Session,  whether  the 
effect  of  the  revision  of  the  Code  is 
estimated  to  lead,  in  any  sensible  de- 
gree, either  to  an  increase  or  diminution 
of  the  general  Vote  for  Public  Elemen- 
tary Education  ? 

Mb.  MIJNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  cannot  see 
how  any  inconvenience  can  arise  to  any- 
body from  the  proposals  which  I  have 
laid  on  the  Table.  I  have  received 
numerous  communications  on  the  sub- 
ject from  managers  and  teachers,  all 
more  or  less  approving  them,  and  not 
one  expressing  the  apprehensions  indi- 
cated in  the  Question.  The  changes 
proposed  to  be  made  in  the  Code,  whe- 
ther educational  or  financial,  will  appear 
in  the  Code  of  1882,  but  will  not  take 
effect  at  once,  or  until  ample  time  has 
been  given  for  their  consideration  and 
approval  by  Parliament.  These  changes 
will  be  indicated  in  the  usual  manner, 
as  prescribed  by  the  Code  itself.  I 
have  already  stated,  and  it  is  distinoily 
set  forth  in  Article  3  of  our  proposals, 
that  the  average  rate  of  aid  will  be 
maintained,  and  I  do  Aot  anticipate  tiuit 
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ihe  general  Vote  for  Pablio  Elementary 
Edacation  will  be  afiEected  by  the  changes 
▼e  have  proposed,  except  so  far  as  they 
may  reduce  the  cost  of  inspection  and 
administration. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  whether 
there  were  any  means  of  obtaining 
printed  Papers  setting  forth  the  changes 
propoeed  to  be  made  in  the  Code  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  The  proposed 
changes  are  in  the  hands  of  the  printers, 
and  shortly  the  Papers  will  be  distri- 
buted to  Members  of  Parliament. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  BHiL. 

Mb.  J.  O.  HUBBARD  asked  the 
Prime  Minister  whether  he  would  with- 
draw the  3rd  clause  of  the  National 
Debt  Bill? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  could  not 
do  so. 

PABLLAMENT— ARRANGEMENT  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mb.  QLADSTGNE  said,  he  thought 
it  right,  looking  at  the  state  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House,  that  the  Ooyemment 
should  inform  Members  as  well  as  they 
oould  what  course  they  intended  to  take. 
It  was  understood  that  the  disouBsion 
upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
with  respect  to  Commercial  Treaties 
would  occupy  a  very  large  part  of  the 
evening;  and  if  they  could  get  into 
Supply  by  11  o'clock,  they  proposed  to 
go  on  with  the  Navy  Estimates  and 
with  other  Estimates — ^that  was  to  say, 
with  the  Vote  for  the  Transvaal,  and 
the  remaining  Votes  of  Class  lY.,  the 
Post  Office  Estimates,  and  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates.  If  they  could  not 
get  into  Supply  by  11  o'clock,  they 
wished  to  maike  progress  with  the  Or- 
ders of  the  Day.  Then,  to-morrow,  it 
was  nnderstood  that  they  would  take 
the  Lords'  Amendments  to  the  Irish 
Laud  Bill,  whatever  they  might  be. 
There  was  no  means  of  knowing  whether 
tbmr  consideration  was  likely  to  last  for 
any  leng^  of  time ;  but  if  they  should 
be  disposed  of  by  2  o'clock,  they  pro- 
posed then  to  go  on  with  the  Navy 
flstimates.  But  if  those  Amendments 
were  not  disposed  of  by  2  o'clock, 
they  would  proceed  with  the  other 
EatimateSy  including  the  Transvaal  Vote, 
|)ut  not  including  the  Irish  Estimates, 


which  were  the  subject  of  a  special  ar- 
rangement. If  there  was  time,  they 
wished  to  go  forward  with  the  Orders 
of  the  Day;  but  that  would  be  a  mat- 
ter for  the  convenience  of  the  House. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
when  the  Navy  Estimates  would  be 
brought  on,  if  they  were  not  proceeded 
with  that  evening  or  to-morrow  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  diffi- 
cult at  the  present  moment  to  answer 
that  Question.  It  would  depend  upon 
the  situation  and  circumstances  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  In  any  case, 
the  Navv  Estimates  will  not  be  taken 
to-night? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  it  would  be  al- 
most impossible  to  discuss  the  Post  Office 
Votes  without  having  in  hand  the  An- 
nual Report  of  the  Department. 

Mb.  FAWOETT  said,  the  Report  had 
been  out  of  his  hands  more  than  a  week, 
and  he  had  trusted  that  the  printers 
would  have  it  ready  to-morrow.  Yester- 
day they  told  him  it  would  be  impossible 
to  get  it  ready  for  to-morrow,  although 
it  was  a  very  short  Report.  They  as- 
sured him  it  would  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  on  Tuesday  morning. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  the  Post  Office 
Vote  should  be  postponed  until, the  Re- 
port was  in  the  hands  of  Members. 

Mb.  R.  N.  FOWLER  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  he  had  any  idea  when 
the  Indian  Budget  would  be  brought 
forward  ? 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked 
when  the  Irish  Votes  would  be  brought 
forward  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Irish 
Votes  would  be  proceeded  with  after  the 
Navy  Estimates.  With  regard  to  the 
Indian  Budget,  his  noble  Friend's  in- 
tention was  to  bring  it  forward  on  the 
first  day  after  the  close  of  Supply. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  asked 
whether  the  Sitting  to-morrow  would  be 
prolonged  beyond  the  usual  hour,  and 
whether  it  was  understood  that  no  other 
Business  than  Government  Business 
would  be  taken  to-morrow  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  thought  that  to- 
morrow  no  other  Business  would  be 
taken  than  Government  Business.  The 
Sitting  to-morrow  would  probably  not 
be  prolonged  beyond  6  or  7  o'clock.  He 
could  not  say  at  what  particular  time 
the  Sitting  would  terminate. 
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Captadt  ATLMER  asked  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  arrangements  would 
be  made  next  Session  for  bringing  for- 
ward the  Estimates  and  the  Indian 
Budget  at  an  earlier  period  than  that 
at  which  they  were  generally  con- 
sidered  r 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  that 
would  form  part  of  the  question  which 
the  Oovemment  would  next  Session 
consider  with  regard  to  the  Business  of 
the  House. 

ARMY— THE  ROYAL  MARINES- 
AFFRAY  AT  BANTRY. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  he  has  made  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  the  Marines  at  Ban- 
try  on  drd  August ;  and  whether  he  can 
state  the  result  to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  OHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  I  have  to  state  that  for 
many  months  after  the  Marines,  who 
are  an  extremely  well-conducted  body 
of  men,  were  stationed  at  Bantry  no 
quarrels  took  place  between  them  and 
the  roughs  of  the  town ;  but  in  May 
last  a  marine  of  the  name  of  Kenny  was 
knocked  down  and  brutcdly  kicked  by  a 
man  named  Patrick  O'Leary ;  and  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  he  died  of  his  injuries. 
O'Leary  was  committed  at  the  coroner's 
inquest  to  take  his  trial  for  manslaughter 
at  the  Cork  Assizes,  but  was  acquitted. 
He  returned  to  Bantry  and  boasted  of 
having  killed  this  unfortunate  man, 
applying  to  him  an  epithet  which  I  will 
not  repeat.  On  the  1st  instant  another 
marine  was  knocked  down  without  the 
slighest  provocation  and  seriously  in- 
jured; and  the  repetition  of  this  bru- 
tality so  exasperated  the  Marines  that 
on  the  following  day  a  body  of  them 
undoubtedly  acted  most  improperly  in 
sallying  out  of  barracks  with  a  view  of 
fighting  the  roughs,  and  especially  of 
thrashing  Patrick  O'Loary,  if  they  comld 
find  him.  Patrick  O'Leary  seems  to 
have  effected  a  series  of  very  masterly 
retreats,  and  nothing  more  appears  about 
him  in  the  report  of  the  proceedings; 
but  the  collision  with  the  roughs  took 
place,  and  the  Marines  cleared  the 
streets.  I  need  not  say  that  this  act 
was  most  reprehensible ;  and  after  deal- 
ing with  the  men.  Sir  Thomas  Steele  very 
properly  ordered  that  the  Marines  should 
be  removed  from  Bantry.  I  may  add 
that  I  have  received  a  copy  of  a  resolu- 
tion adopted  at  a  meeting  of  the  Bantry 


magistrates,  expressing  their  miiiioii 
that  the  original  attack  on  the  Maiiiies 
was  most  unprovoked,  that  thw  had 
punished  one  of  those  proved  to  be  en- 
gaged in  it,  and  adding  their  genend 
testimony  to  the  uniform  good  behaviour 
up  to  that  time  of  the  men,  and  their 
regret  at  their  removal. 

PARLIAMENT-PUBLIC  BUSINESS- 
IRISH  CHURCH  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Mb.  OALLAN  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  Whether  it  was  in- 
tended to  take  the  Oommittee  on  the 
Irish  Church  Act  Amendment  Bill  at  the 
Sitting  to-day? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  it  was 
important  that  he  should  at  that  peribd 
of  the  Session  take  dve^  opportunity  of 
bringing  on  that  Bill.  The  Irish  Qhuidi 
Commission  had  nearly  completed  its 
labours,  and  it  was  not  desirable  that 
the  salaries  of  persons  employed  under 
it  should  be  continued  when  they  had 
nothing  to  do. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OUUEGHIIiL 
said,  that  if  the  Bill  were  brous^t  on 
after  Supply  he  should  use  all  the  Forms 
of  the  House  in  opposing  it. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

FRENCH  COMMERCIAL  TREATY. 
MOTION  FOR  AN  ADDRESS. 

Mr.  BITCHIE,  in  rising  to  move— 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  te 
the  Crown,  praying  Her  Majeetv  to  withhold 
Her  consent  irom  any  Commercial  Treaty  witii 
France  which  proposes  to  substitute  spedflo 
duties  for  ad  valorem  duties,  to  the  disadTaii- 
tage  of  any  article  of  British  mannfactore,  or  in 
any  way  to  raise  the  present  rate  of  dutiflt 

Sayable  on  such  articles,  and  which  does  not 
)aye  Her  Majesty's  Qovomment  full  libcnr^  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  Bounties,  or  which 
would  bind  Her  Majesty  absolutely  to  its  ptori- 
sions  for  a  longer  period  than  twelve  monuSy" 

said,  that,  whatever  might  be  the  opinion 
of  the  Honse  on  the  Motion  which  he 
was  about  to  submit,  he  thought  that 
there  would  be  a  unanimous  feeling  of 
regret  that  they  should  be  called  upon, 
in  the  year  1 88 1 ,  to  consider  the  questioa 
of  a  Treaty,  proposed  to  us  by  nance^ 
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whidh  was  of  a  reactionary  and  Protec- 
tioniBt  character.    The  prophecies  that 
one  of  the  great  results  of  me  Treaty  of 
1B60  wonld  be  that  France  and  all  ower 
oountries  in  Europe  and  America  would 
beoome  so  much  aliye  to  the  benefits  of 
Free  Trade  that  the  nations  of  both 
Europe  and  America    would  soon    be 
bound  together  in  one  great  Zolherein 
of  Free  Irade  had,  unhappily,  not  been 
fulfilled.    So  far  from  their  being  ful- 
filled, it  could  not  be  said  that  Free 
Trade  principles  seemed  to  have  made 
xnuoh  progress.     The  Treaty  of  1860, 
which  was  undoubtedly  of  a  Free  Trade 
character,  and   which    was    concluded 
under  the  Empire,  it  was  now  sought 
under  a  Bepublic  to  replace  by  one  of 
an   altogether   reactionary  description. 
The  Treaty  of  1860,  as  was  admitted  by 
Her  Majesty's  Ooyemment,  was  of  a 
▼ery  one-sided  character,  being  much 
more  in  favour  of  France  than  of  this 
country ;  and  it  was  disappointing  to  find 
that  France  was  now  preparea  to  go 
back  from  the  position  which  she  took 
up  in   1860,  notwithstanding  the   un- 
doubted   advantages  she  h^  enjoyed 
under  the  Treaty,    That  result  must  be 
disappointing  to  ^em  all,  but  more  espe- 
ciaUy  to  the  members  of  that  dub  which 
bore  the  name  of  the  distinguished  man 
who  negotiated  and  settled  me  Treaty  of 
I860  on  behalf  of  this  country.    So  far 
from  every  country  becoming  more  and 
more  favourable  to    Free   Trade,  the 
Tarifb  of  foreign  oountrieshad  a  tendency 
every  yesx  to  become  more  and  more 
Protectionist.  The  only  State  in  Europe 
which  could  be  said  to  have  adopted  the 
principles  of  Free  Trade  was  that  country 
which  was  so  much  vilified  by  the  Libe- 
ral Party — namely,  Turkey.    It  was  no 
wonder,  then,  that  the  people  of  this 
country  were  beginning  to  ask  them- 
selves whether  a  policy   of  admitting 
without  question  whatever  came  from 
abroad  freely,  while  our  exports  were 
heavily  taxed  in  those  coimtries,  was 
a  sound  and  profitable  one.    He  had 
lately  read  a  speech  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Boohdale  (Mr.  Potter),  the 
President  of  the  Oobden  Club,  at  its 
annual  meeting ;  and  he  could  not  help 
comparing  that  hon.  Member  to  a  well- 
known    dkaracter    in     fiction  —  Mark 
Tapley.    The  hon.  Member  for  Booh- 
dale seemed  to  agree  very  much  with 
Mark  Tapley  in  thinking  that  there  was 
no  merit  in  appearing  cheerful  under 

YOL.  OOLXIV.    [thibd  sbbhw.] 


happy  droumstanoes,  but  that  the  great 
merit  was  in  being  cheerful  under  ad- 
verse and  dismal  circumstances.    In  his 
speech  the  hon.  Member  made  the  as- 
tounding statement    &at   Free    Trade 
principles  were  progressing  at  home  and 
abroad.     How  did  the  case  stand  at 
home?    Surely  no  one  who  read  the 
signs  of  the  times  could  fail  to  see  that 
throughout  the  large  towns  of  this  coun- 
ty there  was  arising  an  intense  feeling 
of  dissatisfaction  with  the  present  state 
of  things.     Even  in  Birmingham,  which 
had  the  advantage  of  being  represented 
by  two  Members  of  the  Cabinet  who 
were  such  thorough  advocates  of  Free 
Trade,  there  were  indications  that  the 
Free  Trade  policy  of  the  Cobden  Club 
was  decidedly  not  in  favour  with  that 
town;  and,  whether  righUy  or  wrongly, 
they  attributed  much  of  the  suffering 
and  bad  trade  which  existed  throughout 
the  country— ["  No  !  "]— to  that  Free 
Trade    policy.      The    hon.    Gentleman 
who  said  '<  No ! "  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  telling  the^House  in  what  town 
good  trade  existed.  It  was  fully  acknow- 
ledged that  imtil  recent  years  their  Free 
Trade  policy  was  a  successful  one.  While 
they  were  the  great  manufacturing  centre 
of  the  world  it  mattered  little  what  duties 
foreign  countries  put  upon  their  manu- 
fjEtctures,  which  consisted,  not  of  luxuries, 
but  of  necessities,  as  the  consumers  had 
to  pay  them;  but  foreign  countries  had 
now  largely  increased  their  manufac- 
turing power,  and  had,  instead  of  being 
importing  countries,  become  exporting 
countries.    Under  these  circumstances, 
it  was  time  that  they  began  to  re-con- 
sider a  policy  which  was  all  very  well 
up  to  a  certain  time,  but  which  some 
contended  had  now  failed.    While  this 
was    what  was  being  said    from  one 
end  of  the  country  to  another  on  the 
subject  of  their  commercial  policy,  what 
had  been  the    position  taken  by  the 
Government  with  reference  to  the  great 
grincij^es  of  political  economy?    The 
Land  JBill  could  hardly  be  said  to  be 
framed  on  t^e  lines  of  true  political  eco- 
nomy.   On  the  second  reading  of  that 
Bill  the  Prime  Minister  treated  with 
ridicule  the    economic  propositions  of 
Professor  Bonamy  Price  as  being  too 
sound  for  any  other  than  an  ideal  state 
in  Jupiter  or  Saturn.    It  could  not  be 
said,  therefore,  that  the  Government  had 
set  a  very  good  example  at  home,  and, 
altogetiier,  it  was  very  difficult  to  coincide 
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with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Cobden  Club,  when  he  said  that  the 
principles  of  Free  Trade  were  advancing 
at  home ;  and  if  they  looked  abroad  it 
appeared  to  him  that  he  must  be  a  very 
sanguine  man  who  could  speak  of  the 
progress  of  Free  Trade  principles  there. 
The  tendency  in  every  quarter  of  the 
globe  seemed  to  be  tow^s  more  and 
more  restriction,  and  the  French  Tariff 
certainly  of  itself  was  no  indication  of 
any  progress  of  Free  Trade  principles, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  they  had 
enjoyed  to  some  extent  the  benefits  of 
Free  Trade  policy  from  the  year  1860. 
The  cheerful  view  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not,  however  borne  out  by  the 
speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands), 
who  were  so  often  found  associated  to- 
gether in  public  proceedings  in  and  out 
of  the  House.  Another  gentleman  ac- 
counted for  the  want  of  success  of  the 
Cobden  Club  on  the  ground  that  they 
did  not  give  dinners  enough.  The  money 
was  spent  in  literature  instead  ;  and  he 
was  very  much  struck  with  the  fact  that, 
while  thousands  of  publications  con- 
cerning the  English  Land  Question  were 
Btruck  off,  the  circulation  of  Free  Trade 
publications  had  declined.  Only  100 
copies  were  taken  of  l^Ves  Trade  and 
Protection  by  Professor  Fawcett,  and  of 
The  Value  of  Political  Economy  to  Man- 
kind only  100  copies;  whereas  a  most 
mysterious  pamphlet  entitled  The  Dog 
and  the  Shadow  circulated  to  the  extent 
of  50,000.  What  was  **  the  dog  "  and 
what  was  *'  the  shadow  ?  '*  It  was  not 
for  him  to  say ;  but  at  all  events  there 
was  amarked  difference  between  the  num- 
ber of  the  pamphlets  on  the  Land  Ques- 
tion and  upon  the  questions  of  Hecipro- 
city  and  Free  Trade,  which  were  the 
questions  of  the  day.  He  found,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  one  proposition  be- 
fore the  Cobden  Club  of  which  he  could 
approve.  At  the  recent  meeting  the  mem- 
bers of  that  Club  pronounced  that  they 
would  rather  have  no  Treaty  at  all  than 
a  worse  Treaty.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  Government  were  prepared  to 
accept  that.  He  was  rather  afraid  that 
they. were  not.  His  attention  was  attracted 
to  a  letter  in  The  Times  by  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  8th  of 
August,  in  which  he  said  that  "  the  feel- 
ing of  the  country  was  opposed  to  the 
conclusion  of  a  Treaty  materially  worse 
4&-  Ritchie 


than  the  present  one."  He  ventured  to 
say  that  that  was  not  a  proper  expres- 
sion of  the  public  feeling,  which  was 
opposed,  not  merely  to  a  Treaty  "ma- 
terially worse,"  but  in  any  degree  wone ; 
and  any  action  taken  by  the  Chovem- 
ment  to  brinff  about  a  Treaty  in  any 
shape  worse  than  the  present  one  would 
meet  with  entire  disapproval.  What 
was  the  position  in  which  they  were  at 

S resent  placed?  It  was  with  a  great 
eal  of  regret  that  he  troubled  the  House 
with  this  matter  at  this  period  of  the 
Session ;  but  in  a  few  days  they  would 
separate,  and  by  the  time  they  met 
again,  in  all  probability,  if  any  damage 
was  to  be  done,  it  would  be  aooom- 
plished,  and  they  might  find  themselTes 
bound  by  a  Treaty  of  a  most  diaadvaa- 
tageous  character,  which  excluded  their 
goods  from  France,  and  prevented  them 
from  making  an  advantageous  Treaty 
with  anv  other  countiy  that  might  be 
prepared  to  do  so.  He  did  not,  theze- 
fore,  think  it  would  be  wise  for  the  House 
to  separate  without  a  discussion  on  this 
important  subject.  He  had  the  highest 
opinion  of  the  Gentlemen  chaq;ed  with 
conducting  the  negotiations ;  but  it  was 
just  as  well  to  bear  this  in  mind,  that 
the  tendency  was  to  make  a  Treatr-— a 
good  one  by  all  means,  but  make  a 
Treaty.  Therefore,  it  was  essential  the 
matter  should  be  fully  discussed  before 
Parliament  separated.  The  action  of  the 
Government  hitherto  did  not  inspire  him 
with  absolute  confidence.  They  were 
told  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  every- 
thing that  was  done  would  be  done  in  the 
full  ught  of  day.  But  how  did  the  action 
of  the  Government  square  with  these  pro- 
fessions ?  The  House  would  remember 
that  it  was  with  the  ^eatest  difficulty 
that  his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Sandon) 
extracted  from  the  Government  a  copy 
in  the  English  language  of  the  French 
Tariff,  and  his  noble  Friend  was  de- 
serving of  their  thanks  for  the  per- 
sistency with  which  he  pursued  the 
matter  and  at  length  extracted  the  con* 
cession.  The  Cluimbers  of  Commerce 
in  this  country,  no  doubt,  were  quite 
able  to  understand  the  French  TaiuF  in 
the  French  language ;  but  it  was  a  dif- 
ferent case  with  workmen,  and  it  was 
most  necessaiy  that  the  document  should 
be  placed  in  their  hands,  as  they  were 
greatiy  interested  in  the  question.  Al- 
most everything  which  tiiey  knew  with 
respect  to  these  negotiations  had  bera 


Digitized  by 


Google 


ITM 


JI-mM 


{AuoTTST  12,  1881 J         Commercial  Tr$aty.     1784 


eitiaotod  by  orofls-ezainmatioii  from  the 
Govenunent,  and  little  information  had 
been^  given  yolantarily.  The  present 
position  of  the  question  was  the  subject 
of  YWj  great  anxiety  in  the  country. 
Ih^  wanted  to  know  the  exact  position 
which  the  Qoyemment  had  taken  up 
vpon  this  question,  and  also  the  posi- 
tion of  the  French  Gbyemment.  He 
had  been  told  as  early  as  October  last 
that  the  French  (Government  intimated 
their  intention  of  substituting  specific 
for  ad  mUarsm  duties ;  and  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  negotiations  that  had 
taken  place  had  led  to  any  alteration  of 
the  opinions  of  the  French  (Government  ? 
If  his  recollection  was  correct,  he  thought 
ihelMme  Minister,  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion, said  that  specific  duties  upon  some 
bfw  things  mimt  not,  perhaps,  make 
veiy  much  difference,  but  that  as  a 
bans  of  a  new  French  Tariff  it  was  im- 
possible to  entertain  them. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  as  far 
as  he  could  recollect,  what  he  stated 
upon  that  occasion  was  that,  in  the  sub- 
sbtation  of  specific  duties  for  ad  valorem 
duties,  Her  Majesty's  Government  saw 
very  great  difficulty,  and  the  mode  of 
overcoming  these  difficulties  had  not 
yet  been  reached. 

Ma.  BITGHIE  said,  that  he  had 
spoken  to  the  best  of  his  remembrance. 
Kit  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  of  opinion  that  a  change  of 
npea&o  duties  would  be  disadvantageous 
to  this  country.  He  found  that  Earl 
Granville  stated  in  a  communication  to 
M.  Ohallemel-Lacour  that  a  change  to 
speoifio  duties  could  not  be  otherwise 
than  disadvantageous  to  British  trade. 
[Mr.  Gladstoke  dissented.]  He  had 
the  despatch  in  his  hand.  Well,  ho 
wanted  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment were  still  of  that  opinion,  as 
fhfinre  had  been  some  shaky  utterances 
on  the  subject  on  the  part  of  the  (Govern- 
ment of  late?  He  should  be  glad  to 
know  from,  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  fbr  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  Government  held  to  the  declaration 
of  Earl  Chranville  which  he  had  just 
quoted  ?  It  would  be  impossible  so  to 
arrange  specific  duties  as  not  to  hit  hardly 
some  of  their  manufactures.  The  effect 
on  Bradford  mieht  be  judged  by  what  had 
been  said  by  Mr.  MitcheU,  ex-President 
of  the  Bradford  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
who  stated  that  the  duties  would  be  in- 
by  such  a  change  from  100  to 


150  per  cent;  and  one  large  manufacturer 
had  expressed  his  intention  of  remov- 
ing a  large  portion  of  his  machinery 
to  France  in  the  event  of  such  a 
change.  The  House  of  Commons  had 
already  declared,  by  a  Resolution  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester 
(Mr.  Monk),  that  it  would  not  be  con- 
tent with  a  Treaty  not  less  favourable 
than  the  old  one,  but  would  demand  one 
more  favourable.  Had  the  Government 
communicated  this  Eesolution  to  the 
French  Government?  We  knew  thoy 
had  not.  Why  had  they  not  done 
so?  One  would  have  thought  that 
Eesolution  would  have  strengthened  the 
hands  of  the  Government  in  their  deal- 
ings with  France.  His  Besolution  was 
not  so  strong  as  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  he  hoped  the  House  would  agree 
to  it.  There  should  be  no  mistake  about 
the  action  of  the  Government  on  the 
matter.  The  industrial  community  were 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  we  should 
concede  no  more  to  France  than  we  had 
already  conceded.  It  was  time  that  the 
policy  which  gave  up  everything  and 
received  nothing  should  be  re-considered. 
It  was  acknowledged  that  the  prophecy 
that  all  nations  would  soon  adopt  their 
Free  Trade  policy  had  been  conipletely 
falsified.  The  doctrine  of  the  (3obden 
Club — "Buy  in  the  cheapest  markets" — 
was  not  the  original  Free  Trade  doctrine. 
The  Cobden  Club  said— "Take  care  of 
your  imports,  and  the  exports  will  take 
care  of  themselves."  But  if  the  pre- 
sent state  of  thines  went  on,  they  would 
soon  have  very  little  exports  to  take 
care  of.  In  1 872  their  exports  amounted 
to  £256,000,000 ;  in  1879  thoy  had  fallen 
to  £191,000,000,  showing  a  falling  off  of 
£65,000,000.  In  the  period  1871-5,  their 
exports  to  Europe  were  £741,000,000; 
in  1876-80,  £626,000,000,  showing  a 
difference  against  the  latter  period  of 
£1 15,000,000,  equal  to  about  15  per  cent. 
Their  exports  to  America  in  1871-5  wore 
£374,000,000;  in  1876-80,  £270,000,000 ; 
a  diminution  of  £104,000,000,  equal  to 
about  37  per  cent.  This  alarming  de- 
crease in  their  exports  was  a  very  serious 
matter.  What  was  to  be  done  to  remedy  it  ? 
He  wished  it  to  be  clearly  understood  that 
he  was  not  there  to  advocate  a  return  to 
Protection  for  their  manufactures.  He 
did  not  see  how  Protection  would  benefit 
their  manufacturing  interests.  They 
produced  more  than  they  consumed,  and 
must  export  the  surplus ;  and  no  duty 
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would  efiPeot  a  rise  in  prices,  because  they 
ootdd  not  have  one  price  for  what  they 
exported  and  another  for  what  was  sold 
at  home.  What  they  wanted  was  not 
Protection,  but  entrance  for  their  manu- 
factures into  foreign  markets.  They 
cotdd  not  afifbrd  to  be  gradually  and  per- 
manently excluded  from  foreign  markets. 
How  was  that  to  be  arrived  at  ?  It  was 
said  they  had  thrown  away  their  weapons. 
He  denied  that  they  had  thrown  them 
away.  It  was  true  that  they  put  aside 
those  weapons  in  the  hope  that  foreigners 
would  do  the  same.  This  not  beinc  so, 
what  was  there  to  hinder  them  takine 
them  up  again .  If  they  had  still  retained 
them,  there  would  only  be  a  small  minority 
in  the  country  who  would  not  advocate 
their  use  in  order  to  get  better  terms 
from  the  foreigner.  What  was  the  Prime 
Minister's  proposal  with  reference  to 
the  Wine  Duties  lately  made  to  France  ? 
In  a  letter  on  the  subject  in  January 
last,  his  Secretary  wrote — 

<'  Mr.  Gladstone  desires  me  to  say  that  tiie 
attitude  of  foreign  Governments  in  the  chief 
wine-growing  countries,  and  that  of  some 
among  them  especially,  makes  it  in  his  view 
extremely  doubtful  whether  they  will  on  their 
side  suggest  such  measures,  and  with  such  a 
degree  of  promptitude  as  might  lead  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  propose  an  alteration  of 
the  Wine  Duties  as  a  part  of  the  financial  ar- 
rangements of  the  current  year." 

What  was  this  but  a  statement  thatbeibre 
laying  aside  any  portion  of  the  weapons 
still  left  them  they  must  have  a  quid  pro 
quo  ?  What  was  this  but  Eeciprocity  pure 
and  simple?  If,  then,  they  were  pre- 
pared to  use  such  weapons  as  they  still 
possessed,  what  was  to  hinder  them  taking 
up  again  those  they  had  laid  aside  r 
Where  was  the  diflterence  in  principle  ? 
He  confessed  he  could  see  none.  He 
should  be  told  that  Betaliation  was  as 
bad  as  Protection.  Against  that  state- 
ment he  could  quote  high  authorities ; 
but  the  present  Free  Traders  looked 
with  some  contempt  upon  the  doctrines 
of  the  great  masters  of  the  school — 
they  had  advanced  beyond  the  views 
of  Adam  Smith  and  others.  Professor 
Bonamy  Price,  whose  political  economy 
had  been  deemed  by  the  Prime  Minister 
80  ideal  as  to  be  unfit  for  this  planet,  had 
stated  recently  that  Betaliation  was  not 
antagonistic  to  the  principles  of  political 
economy;  and  Mr.  M'Oulloch,  a  name 
that  even  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  Free 
Traders  would  receive  with  respect,  says 
in  his  Principle  ofPolitioal  Economy- 
Mr.  Ritchie 


ntly  fpood  groimdi  for 

ibition  will  so  dutreMthooe 


"If  there  be 
thinking  that  a  i 
against  whom  it  is  leveUed  as  to  make  them 
withdraw  or  materiaUy  modify  the  prohibition 
or  high  duty  it  is  intended  to  avenge,  it  may  be 
prudent  to  enact  it." 

Were  there,  then,  ''  apparently  good 
grounds  "  for  thinking  that  such  action 
on  their  part  would  be  suooessfhl  with 
France  ?  Let  them  see  what  was  the  value 
of  English  trade  to  France.  The  whole 
export  trade  of  France  in  1879  amounted 
to  £126,000,000,  of  which  £38,500,000, 
or  nearly  one-third  of  the  whole,  came 
to  this  country.  France,  therefore,  could 
not  look  with  indifference  upon  a  policy 
of  Betaliation  by  this  country.  Couldthere 
be  a  doubt,  looking  to  the  enormoiu 
importance  of  their  trade  to  France,  of 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  a  retaliatoiy 
policy  on  their  part  ?  Would  it  not  cer- 
tainly have  the  effect  of  oompellinff 
France  to  modify  her  hostile  Tariff  ana 
come  to  terms?  The  imports  from 
France,  too,  were  just  such  articles  as 
might  well  bear  heavier  taxation  if  it 
should  become  necessary.  ThecouBomen 
of  silks,  gloves,  wines,  and  ttrtickt  i$ 
Paris,  could  wdl  afford  the  extra  price 
for  such  luxuries  if  they  continued  to  pur- 
chase thdm.  He  contended,  tiiereiore^ 
that  they  should  not  tamely  submit  to  any 
hostile  action  on  the  part  of  France  Back 
as  was  threatened ;  that  unless  they  could 
obtain  a  Treaty  fully  as  good  as  we  pre- 
sent one,  their  hands  shoiUd  be  left  free  to 
adopt  such  measures  as  in  their  opinion 
were  most  conducive  to  their  own  inte- 
rests. For  these  and  other  reasons  he 
asked  the  House  to  agree  tiiat  no  Treaty 
at  all  with  France  would  be  better  than  a 
reactionanr  Treaty.  He  also  asked  the 
House  to  declare  that  no  Treaty  whatever 
would  be  satisfactory  which  did  not  leave 
the  Qovemment  full  Hberly  to  deid  with 
the  question  of  Bounties.  The  ques- 
tion of  Bounties  was  of  even  g^reater  im- 
Sortance  than  hostile  Tariffs.  The  latter 
estroyed  theirforeign  trade ;  but  bounties 
attacked  them  in  their  home  markets,  and 
the  very  existence  of  their  manufactures 
was  made  impossible.  Of  course,  he 
would  be  told  that  this  was  a  matter 
which  worked  its  own  cure,  and  that  a 
country  acting  on  this  principle  would 
very  soon  begin  to  see  tiie  fallacy  of 
giving  Bounties;  but  where  were  the  indi- 
cations of  that  ?  Bounties  on  sugar  had 
been  in  existence  in  France  for  many 
years ;  but  so  t^  were  they  from  beincp 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1737 


Iir$neh 


conTinced  of  their  disadvantage,  that 
tliey  vere  now  going  to  give  an  infinitely 
larger  bounty  upon  the  building  of  ships. 
That  did  not  look  as  if  the  Sugar  Boun- 
ces liad  led  France  to  see  the  error  of 
ner    ways.     Having  built  up  one  im- 
mense industry,  and  so  given  employ- 
ment to  vast  amounts  of  capital  and 
labour,  thev  proposed  to  do  the  same  in 
another  industry ;  and  it  was  confidently 
anticipated  in  France,  and,  indeed,  had 
been  openly  stated  in  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies,  that  the  Shipping  Bounties 
would  enable  them  to  compete  success- 
fully  with  England.      He  would    not 
trouble  the  House  with  a  long  disquisi- 
&>n  on  the  subject  of  Sugar  Bounties. 
He  had  tried  again  and  again  during  the 
Session  to  get  an  opportunity  for  the 
consideration  of  this  matter,  and  had  not 
succeeded.   He  would  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers, however,  that  the  employment  of  a 
countervailing  duty,  in  the  last  resort, 
had  been  recognized  by  the  Committee 
which  had  been  appointed  to  inquire 
into  this  question.  It  had,  he  knew,  been 
contended  by  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  that  bounties  were  beneficial  to 
the  consumer;  but  the  Prime  Minister 
evidently  did  not  hold  the  same  views  as 
those  which  had  been  put  forward  by 
the  Board  of  Trade.    Eeplying  to  a  de- 
putation, the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  he  did  not  think  any  benefit 
founded  on  inequality  and  injustice  could 
be  a  permanent  benefit  to  the  consumer ; 
bat  that,  supposing  the  means  suggested 
as  a  remedy — a  countervailing  duty — 
were  sound — which,  of  course,  he  did  not 
acknowledge — they  were  precluded  from 
taking  such  action  by  reason  of  the 
Favoured  Nation  Clause  in  their  Treaties. 
He  (Mr.  Bitchie)  contended  that  if  they 
were  so  precluded  by  the  letter,  they  were 
not  precluded  by  the  spirit  of  that  clause 
from  action  of  the  find,   because  the 
spirit  of  the  dause  required  equality, 
and  bounties  destroyed  equality.     On 
July  30th,  Earl  Granville  wrote  as  fol- 
lows to  Mr.  Adams :— 
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''  I  have  considered,  in  communication  with 
the  Law  Adviaers  of  the  Crown,  Lord  Lyons' 
despatches  of  the  2nd  and  3rd  instant  relative 
to  the  French  Mercantile  Marine  Bill.  I  have 
now  to  inform  you  that  the  hounties  which  it 
a^ypeais  to  he  intended  to  give  on  the  oonstruc- 
tum  of  vessels  in  France,  and  on  long  voyages 
made  by  soch  vessels,  do  not  in  precise  terms 
oonstitate  a  violation  of  the  stipuhitions  of  the 
Commerdal  Treaties  between  Great  Britain  and 
fiance.  At  the  same  time,  it  is  a  fair  matter  of 


representajaon  that  sach  bonnties  are  contrary 
to  the  spint  and  intention  of  those  Treaties,  and 
will  m  another  way,  produce  the  very  effect 
w^ch  ttieir  stipulations  with  reference  to  im- 
port duties  are  intended  to  prevent." 

Here  they  had  an  admission  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  bounties  were 
contrary  to  the  spirit  and  intention  of 
their  Treaties,  and  brought  about  that 
which  it  was  the  object  of  those  Treaties 
to  prevent.  Were  they,  then,  to  bind 
themselves  again  to  such  Treaties,  or 
should  they  not  take  advantage  of  their 
freedom  to  take  care  that  such  a  scandal 
as  that  pointed  out  by  Earl  Granville 
should  no  longer  continue  ?  They  had 
a  sure  and  certain  mode  of  putting  a 
stop  to  such  a  state  of  things.  Should 
they  again  render  themselves  unable  to 
avail  themselves  of  it  ?  Countervailing 
duties  were  not  antagonistic  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  Free  Trade.  Ths  Spectator,  a 
thoroughlv  Liberal  and  Free  Trade 
journal,  thus  expresses  its  opinion  on 
the  subject — 

"  A  countervailing  duty  would  have  this  effect 
and  no  other,  that  all  the  sugar  subject  to  it 
would  still  come  in  which  woiSd  have  come  in 
if  there  had  been  no  bounty,  and  no  more ;  and 
this  is  just  what  the  theory  of  Free  Trade  re- 
quires. Moreover,  the  cost  of  this  fiscal  opera- 
tion would  not  fall  on  the  wrong  persons,  as  the 
cost  of  a  countervailing  bounty  would.  The 
countervailing  duty,  if  imposed,  would  deprive 
our  sugar  consumers  of  a  temporary  advantage, 
very  unsettling  to  trade,  and  having  a  tendency 
to  foster  unnatural  production ;  but  in  depriving 
them  of  that  temporary  advantage,  it  would 
confer  on  them  the  compensating  advantage  of 
not  being  subjected  to  needless  and  trying  varia- 
tions of  price,  and  of  not  seeing  a  useful  class 
of  their  fellow-countrymen  vexatiously  injured 
or  ruined  by  the  caprice  of  foreign  countries." 

And  further  on,  writing  of  the  difficul- 
ties imposed  by  the  Favoured  Nation 
Clause  of  their  Treaties,  it  says— 

*'  It  is  no  doubt  a  serious  difficulty,  and  per- 
haps at  present  insuperable.  But  clearly  we 
ought  not  to  he  obliged,  by  ^[rantinff  a  Favoured 
Nation  Clause,  to  treat  nations  alike  under  to- 
tally different  circumstances;  for  that  really 
means  treatinpf  them  not  equally,  but  unequally. 
And  we  heartily  agree  that  if  the  other  difficul- 
ties of  the  case  can  be  g^t  over,  we  ought,  in 
renewing  our  Commercial  Treaties  wiUi  the 
various  countries  of  Europe,  to  provide  against 
any  construction  of  the  Favoured  Nation  Clause 
so  harsh  that  it  shall  compel  us  to  deal  un- 
equally with  different  nations  under  the  name 
of  dealing  equally  with  all." 

This  was  the  policy  for  which  he  asked 
the  assent  of  tne  House.  It  was  a  policy 
which  had  been  endorsed  by  very  high 
authorities,  some  of  them  prominent 
members  of  the  Cobden  Club,  and  it  was 
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a  policy  founded  on  justice  and  Free 
Trade.  So  much  for  that  portion  of  his 
subject,  and  he  had  now  only  to  say  a 
few  words  on  that  part  of  his  Besolution 
which  asked  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
her  consent  to  any  Treaty  which  would 
bind  her  absolutely  to  its  provisions  for 
a  longer  period  than  12  months.  On 
that  point  he  would  at  once  remark  that 
there  was  almost  an  entire  unanimity  of 
opinion  in  the  manufacturing  and  com- 
mercial world.  Unquestionably,  it  would 
be  an  immense  advantage  to  be  able  to 
terminate  a  Treaty  at  12  months'  notice. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  said  that 
if  a  Treaty  were  unsatisfactory,  12 
months  was  too  long  for  it  to  remain 
in  force.  He  entire^  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  on  that  point ;  but 
it  did  not  by  any  means  foUow  that  a 
Treaty  that  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
Government  would  be  equally  satisfac- 
tory to  the  people,  who,  under  tiie  present 
system,  might  find  that  they  were  tied 
and  bound  for  years  by  the  terms  of  a 
Treaty  which  they  did  not  approve.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  stated  that  the  terms 
of  the  new  Treatv  with  France  would 
not  be  more  unlavourable  to  British 
goods  than  were  those  of  the  last ;  but 
such  an  assurance  did  not  give  the  people 
of  this  country  much  hope  that  their  in- 
terests would  be  properly  looked  after. 
It  was  the  opinion  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,-  a  prominent  Mem- 
ber of  a  Government  which  had,  unfor- 
tunately, the  power  of  binding  them 
hand-and-foot,  that  a  Treaty  not  mate- 
rially worse  than  the  present  one  would 
be  satisfactory.  He  ventured  to  tell  him 
that  if  he  thought  such  a  Treaty  wonld 
bo  satisfactory,  he  very  much  miscal- 
culated the  opinion  of  the  vast  majority 
of  all  classes  of  the  country.  Nearly  every 
Treaty  of  importance  at  present  in  exist- 
ence was  terminable  at  12  month's  no- 
tice. Where  was  the  inconvenience  of 
making  this  Treaty  similar  in  regard  to 
time?  He  confessed  he  failed  to  see  any, 
and  that  he  was  sure  was  the  general  opi- 
nion of  the  mercantile  world.  But  the  in- 
convenience of  binding  them  for  a  term 
of  years  might  be  very  great  and  very 
real.  A  proj  ect  was  on  foot,  and  was,  he 
understood,  received  with  much  favour, 
to  form  a  great  Oustoms  Union  between 
their  Cblonies  and  the  Mother  Ctountry 
on  a  basis  of  Free  Trade.  If  they  bound 
themselves  to  a  Favoured  Nation  Treaty 

Mr.  Jiitehie 


with  France  for  a  term  of  years,  the 
consequence  would  be  that  wey  would 
be  bound  to  accord  to  France  what- 
ever terms  they  miffht  tigree  to  with 
their  Colonies  or  with  any  other  Power 
in  return  for  concessions  on  their  part; 
and  so  such  an  arrangement  would 
be  rendered  impossilile.  He  therefore 
urged  the  House  to  take  care  that  thej 
should  not  be  put  in  such  a  podtioQ, 
and  that  any  ti*eaty  to  which  ther  be- 
came a  party  should  be  terminable  by 
12  monttis'  notice.  He  thanked  die 
House  for  the  patienoe  with  which  they 
had  listened  to  him.  He  was  afraid  he 
had  put  his  case  very  inadequately ;  but, 
at  least,  he  hoped  he  had  said  Bumdent 
to  induce  the  House  to  aissent  to  his 
Motion.  It  was  no  question  of  Pioteo- 
tion,  but  one  of  simple  justice.  Bis 
object  was  to  prevent  their  already  dt« 
minishing  export  trade  from,  diminish- 
ing still  furtner  under  a  l^reatymore 
hostile  than  the  present  one ;  to  prevent 
their  home  traae  from  being  eztui- 
g^hed  by  means  of  bounties ;  and  to 
prevent  the  Government  from  oommzt- 
ting  them  to  a  Treaty  which  would  bind 
them  hand-and-f  oot  for  many  years  to 
an  engagement  which  might  prove  most 
detrimental  to  their  inter^ts.  11  Uie  re- 
sult should  be  that  no  Treaty  at  all  was 
concluded,  the  loss  would  be  theirs,  not 
ours.  Thev,  at  least,  would  be  left  free 
to  take  whatever  course  might  seem 
most  advantageous  for  themselves.  Tho 
aim  and  object  of  France  was  to  weaken 
our  position  as  a  manufacturing  and 
commercial  Power;  and  the  people  of 
this  country  would  not,  he  was  certsin, 
any  longer  tolerate  a  policy  of  submis- 
sion, which,  in  the  end,  must  result  in 
national  misfortune.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  the  Besolution  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That'*  to  th« 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  woidfl 
<*  an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to  the  Orown, 
praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold  Her  consent 
from  any  Commercial  Treaty  with  Fiance  which 
proposes  to  substitute  specific  daties  fdr  ad 
valorem  duties,  to  the  disadvantage  of  any  ar- 
ticle of  British  mannfactnre,  or  in  any  way  to 
raise  the  present  rate  of  duties  payable  on  sndi 
articles,  and  which  does  not  leave  Her  Majesty'i 
Government  fuU  liberty  to  deal  with  the  qns^ 
tion  of  Bounties,  or  wmch  would  bind  "HmMth 
jesty  absolutely  to  its  provisionfl  lor  a  loag«r 
period  than  twelve  months,'*— (ifr.  JSittkkf) 

—instead  thereof. 
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Sib  CHASLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
mm  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
epent  about  20  minutes  in  what  he  might 
call  **  chaffing  "  the  Gobden  Club.  Time 
was  too  valuable  at  this  period  of  the 
Searion  to  be  occupied  in  that  way.  The 
middle  portion  of  the  speech  was  of  a 
very  different  kind.  It  was  somewhat 
of  an  academic  dissertation,  if  one  could 
oonoeive  of  an  academy  holding  opinions 
BO  heretical  as  those  of  the  hon.  Member. 
In  the  latter  portion  of  the  speech  the 
hon.  Member  came  to  business,  and  told 
the  House  what  he  meant,  and  it  was 
with  that  portion  he  proposed  to  deal. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  remarked  that 
it  would  be  a  great  misfortune  if  the 
House  were  to  separate  without  discuss- 
ing a  Motion  of  this  kind ;  but  in  making 
that  remark  he  had  done  but  scant  jus- 
tice to  the  debate  which  had  taken  place 
on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucester,  because,  although  the  Go- 
Tamment  had  on  that  occasion  opposed 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  as  being 
inopportune,  they  had,  at  all  events,  an 
Oj^uurlunity  of  expressing  their  views 
with  regard  to  it.  In  the  course  of  the 
debate  Her  Majesty's  Government,  al- 
though they  held  tnat  it  would  be  an 
undignified  proceeding  for  the  House  to 
carry  such  a  Besolution  at  a  time  when 
the  negotiations  were  going  on,  accepted 
the  principle  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
HemDer.  The  hon.  Member  opposite, 
therefore,  would  have  saved  lumself 
much  trouble  if  he  had  assumed  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  have 
adhered  strictlv  to  the  declarations  thoy 
had  made  on  this  subject  on  the  former 
occasion.  The  hon.  Member  had  said 
that  if  it  had  not  been  for  this  discussion 
to-nisht  the  country  might  have  been 
bound  by  a  Treaty  which  would  practi- 
cally have  excluded  British  goods  from 
France.  Did  the  hon.  Member  mean 
seriously  to  contend  that  such  would 
have  been  the  case,  when  the  Govern- 
ment had  already  declared  that  they 
would  not  be  parties  to  the  conclusion 
of  a  Treatv  with  France  which  would 
not  leave  British  goods  in  as  favourable 
aposition  as  they  had  formerly  occupied? 
The  hon.  Member  had  attacked  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  ground  that  they  had 
shown  too  much  favour  to  the  Chambers 
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of  Commerce,  as  compared  with  the  work- 
ing people.  No  doubt,  it  was  difficult  to 
ascertain  exactly  who  were  the  proper 
representatives  of  the  working  people, 
while  it  was  easy  to  enter  into  communi- 
tion  with  the  Chambers  of  Commerce ; 
but,  nevertheless,  exactly  the  same  con- 
sideration had  been  shown  to  the  former 
as  to  the  latter.  The  hon.  Member  had 
also  attacked  the  Government  on  the 
ground  that  they  had  kept  back  docu- 
ments. That  was  no  new  charge  to 
bring  against  a  Government,  for  it  had 
been  made  against  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site rViscount  Sandon)  when  ho  was  a 
Memoer  of  the  late  Government.  He 
must,  however,  complain  of  the  tone  in 
which  this  charge  had  been  brought 
against  the  present  Government  by  both 
the  hon.  Member  and  by  the  noble  Lord. 
It  had  not  been  usual  on  former  occa- 
sions to  lay  before  Parliament  Protocols 
of  conferences  or  of  negotiations  which 
had  not  terminated,  although  he  admit- 
ted that  directly  such  negotiations  had 
been  concluded  the  Papers  relating  to 
them  should  immediately  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House.  The  late  Go- 
vernment, however,  had  not  followed 
that  wise  course  on  several  occasions. 
The  late  Government,  who  had  conducted 
several  negotiations  of  great  delicacy  and 
importance,  had  not  only  declined,  very 
properly,  to  produce  tLte  Papers  relating 
to  them  while  they  were  proceeding,  but 
they  had  also  refused  to  produce  them 
after  they  had  been  concluded.  Thus 
not  a  single  word  had  ever  been  pub- 
lished by  the  late  Government  relative 
to  the  negotiations  that  took  place  in 
London  in  1875  between  the  Government 
of  this  country  and  that  of  Italy  with 
regard  to  the  conversion  of  ad  valorem 
into  specific  duties.  Those  Papers  never 
were  laid  before  the  House,  and  the 
House  was  entirely  without  information 
on  the  subject ;  and  yet  the  noble  Lord 
blamed  the  present  Government  for 
maintaining  secrecy  with  regard  to  these 
negotiations,  although  they  had  kept 
their  promises  to  the  letter.  In  1877 
most  important  negotiations  were  held 
in  Paris.  Those  negotiations  were  full 
of  interest  in  their  bearing  on  these 
duties.  The  Papers  and  the  Protocols 
relating  to  them  were  never  laid  before 
Parliament  at  all.  Therefore,  he  hoped 
he  had  disposed  once  for  all  of  those 
charges  against  the  present  Government. 
But  there  was  a  special  point  which  was 
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raised  by  fhe  hon.  Member  in  his  speech 
just  now,  and  it  was  a  point  in  which  he 
was  supported  by  the  noble  Lord  the  late 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
that  was  that  the  present  Qovemment 
laid  before  the  House  more  Papers  in 
French  than  previous  Gbvemments  had 
done,  and  that  they  did  so  for  the  purpose 
of  secrecy.  He  should  not  be  contradicted 
by  anyone  who  was  able  to  speak  with 
knowledge  of  the  fact,  if  he  said  that 
the  present  Government  had  made  the 
translation  of  papers  more  common; 
that  the  late  Government  translated  far 
less  than  ever  had  been  the  case  before. 
The  translation  of  ordinary  correspon- 
dence was  discontinued  during  Lord 
Salisbury's  tenure  of  Office,  and  was 
discontinued  by  his  order,  and  was  only 
resumed  in  consequence  of  an  order 
given  by  Earl  Granville.  In  this  matter 
of  the  French  negotiations.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  under  peculiar 
difficulties  with  regard  to  g^vin^  infor- 
mation to  the  House,  and  for  mis  rea- 
son— that  while  on  their  side  they  had 
nothing  to  fear  from  publicity,  they 
could  not  lay  the  Papers  before  the 
House  without  the  consent  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  France,  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  France  had  not  the  same  ar- 
dent desire  for  publicity  in  this  matter 
by  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  affected.  He  could  not  forget  that 
while  the  negotiations  were  going  on,  it 
behoved  him  to  speak  with  consider- 
able discretion.  The  Motion  which 
had  been  brought  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and  to  which  he  only 
alluded  in  almost  the  last  words  of 
his  speech,  contained  four  heads.  He 
began  by  stating  that  he  was  against 
the  conclusion  of  the  Treaty  if  it  con- 
tained any  conversion  of  ad  valorem  and 
specific  duties,  which  would  be  unfavour- 
able to  any  article  of  British  trade. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  made  their 
declarations  upon  the  subject  of  ad  va- 
lorem and  specific  duties  in  the  debate  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glou- 
cester (Mr.  Monk),  and  they  adhered  to 
the  declarations  they  then  made,  which 
declarations  had  been  repeated  several 
times  by  the  Prime  Minister  and  occa- 
sionally by  himself.  What  the  trade 
asked  was  that  the  average  on  which  a 
conversion  was  made  should  be  a  fair 
average,  and  should  not  damage  any 
important  branch  of  trade.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  asked  that  no  article 
Sir  Charhs  W.  Dilke 


should  be  damaged.  They  had  stated 
distinctly  that  they  would  not  agree  to 
any  conversion  wluch  would  destroy  any 
branch  of  British  trade.  The  second 
thing  which  the  hon.  Member  asked  was 
this — that  the  Government  should  bind 
themselves  not  to  condude  the  Treaty  if 
any  increased  duty  was  payable  on  any 
article,  as  he  (Sir  Charles  W.  IKlke) 
understood,  of  British  manufacture.  Did 
the  hon.  Member  mean  to  say  that  if 
we  could  get  a  Treaty  beneficial  to  the 
linen  or  the  woollen  trade,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  should  not  agree  to 
it  because  there  was  a  rise  of  2d.  on 
straw  hats  or  some  other  article  which 
was  not  very  important  to  British  trade  ? 
It  seemed  to  hmi  that  that  propositioii 
carried  its  own  refutation.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  the  Sugar  Bounties 
and  of  the  bounties  on  French  navi^- 
tion.  The  Sugar  Question  was  dealt  with 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  he  would  be  able  to  refer  to  it  in 
the  course  of  this  debate.  But  with  re- 
gard to  sugar,  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  French  Government  that  the  bonnt^ 
system  should  cease  to  exist.  And  with 
regard  to  their  new  law  upon  naviga- 
tion, the  hon.  Member,  he  thought,  was 
disposed  to  apreatiy  exaggerate  the  im- 
portance of  that  law.  Certainly,  at  the 
present  moment,  the  British  shipping 
trade  was  in  a  very  flourishing  condi- 
tion, compared  with  the  shipping  trade 
of  France.  The  shipping  trade  of 
France  had  been  declining  steadily ;  and 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  highest 
authorities  in  France  that  tiie  proposed 
law  in  regard  to  shipping  would  not 
prevent  that  decline,  out  would  prove 
ruinous  to  the  finances  of  that  coun- 
try. They  might  take  note  of  the  fact 
that  the  Minister  of  Commerce  did 
not  speak  in  support  of  that  Bill.  The 
countiy  would  oecome  tired  of  the 
law,  and  it  was  not  likely  to  endure. 
He  thought  the  hon.  Member's  fourtii 
proposition  was  less  likely  to  be  accepted 
even  than  the  other  three.  He  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  entirely  agreed  with 
his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Boara  of  Trade,  when  he  said  that  if  a 
Treaty  were  a  bad  one  they  did  not  want 
it  for  12  months,  for  12  weeks,  for  12 
days,  for  12  hours,  or  even  for  12  se- 
conds; but  that  if  it  were  a  good  one, 
then  they  should  endeavour  to  secure 
that  repose  to  trade  which  was  given  by 
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i.Treaiy  of  long  duration.  A  Treaty  ex- 
pizing  every  1 2  months  would  be  insufifer- 
iUe  to  traders ;  and  in  this  matter  he 
thought  the  policy  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  a  wise  one  in  giving  all  their 
Oranmeroial  Treaties  a  duration  of  10 
years,  for,  he  believed,  if  they  could  get 
igood  Treaty,  10  years  was  as  short  a 
time  aa  they  should  make  it  exist.  With 
legard  to  the  four  proposals  of  the  hon. 
Member,  he  must  refer  to  the  reply 
whioh  was  made  on  behalf  of  the  late 
Government  on  this  matter.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Ivor), 
who  was  in  his  place  and  would  be  able 
to  correct  him  if  he  was  in  error,  was,  he 
believed,  one  of  the  leading  supporters  of 
the  policy  which  the  Mover  of  the  Beso- 
lution  had  advocated  to-night.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  supported  pro- 
ponls  of  this  kind  at  the  meeting  re- 
oentiy  held  in  Exeter  Hall.  [^Laughtsr,'] 
Hie  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate)  smiled.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  no  doubt,  now  pre- 
pared to  take  the  same  course  as  in  the 
days  when  he  stood  forward  as  the  soli- 
tazT  advocate  of  Protection.  In  1868 
and  1 869  Uie  hon.  Member  was  the  only 
Member  of  the  House  who  had  the 
courage  of  his  convictions  and  the 
ability  to  express  them  in  articulate  lan- 

0;e.  The  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
,  on  the  25th  of  April,  1879,  asked 
the  late  Government  to  give  a  pledge^ 
not  four  pledges,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Eitchie)  now 
asked  for.  He  asked  the  late  Govern- 
ment, in  regard  to  those  very  oommer- 
oial  nefi;otiations  with  France,  to  pledge 
themselves  to  the  abolition  of  the  «ur- 
Ux0  d'entrapdL  The  case  as  to  that  was 
very  strong — the  strongest  that  they  had 
in  their  negotiations  with  France.  The 
hon.  Member  asked  the  late  Govern- 
ment to  promise  not  to  conclude  a  Treaty 
wi&out  obtaining  satisfaction  as  to  the 
iwrtaxe  d*entrep6t,  and  the  reply  of  the 
late  Government  said — and  they  wore 
wise  words  —  that  it  would  be  wrone 
of  fliem,  imprudent,  inconvenient,  and 
impolitic  to  give  any  assurance  be- 
forehand of  the  nature  of  the  condi- 
tions which  the  Government  would  re- 
quire in  negotiating  the  New  Treaty  with 
France.  ^Hiat  reply  must  be  his  reply 
to  tiie  four  propositions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  He 
could  only  repeat  that  the  Government 
were  unable,  for  the  reasons  given  by 


the  late  Government  in  1879,  to  pledge 
themselves  beforehand  to  make  the  con- 
clusion or  the  non-conclusion  of  the 
Treaty  dependent  on  any  particular  pro- 
posals of  that  kind.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hunlets  had  referred  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  not  having 
commumcated  the  Eesolution  passed  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  France.  It  was  not  usual  or 
convenient  for  the  two  Governments  to 
communicate  the  Eesolutions  come  to  by 
their  respective  Parliamentary  Bodies  to 
each  other.  But  the  Eepresentatives  of 
the  French  Eepublic  m  this  country 
who  were  negotiating  the  Treaty  were 
perfectiy  aware  of  that  Eesolution,  hav- 
ing read  the  papers  like  other  people, 
and  they  knew  also  the  character  of  the 
speeches  which  were  made  in  its  sup- 
port ;  and  he  might  state,  if  it  was  any 
satisfaction  to  the  hon.  Member,  that 
the  Eesolution  was  the  subject  of  ani- 
mated conversation  at  the  meeting  of  the 
Commissioners  next  day.  The  hon. 
Member  had  insisted  in  much  detail  on 
the  impossibility  of  converting  ad  valorem 
duties  into  specific  duties.  The  Govern- 
ment had  taken  every  possible  step  to 
obtain  the  best  ioiormation  which 
existed  in  the  country  on  the  exact 
force  of  the  French  proposals,  as  far 
as  they  had  them  up  to  the  present 
time.  They  had  communicated  per- 
sonally and  in  writing  with  the  lead- 
ing firms  and  with  all  who  chose  to  put 
themselves  in  communication  with  them  as 
to  the  possibility  or  impossibility  of  that 
conversion .  In  that  they  had  only  taken 
the  same  steps,  though,  perhaps,  in 
greater  detail,  as  were  taken  by  the  late 
Government  on  the  same  question  in 
1875,  during  the  Italian  negotiations. 
But  the  late  Government,  having  re- 
ceived all  that  information,  acted  in  the 
teeth  of  it,  and  sanctioned  those  duties 
by  renewing  a  Treaty  with  Italy  after 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  York- 
shire had  almost  unanimously  asked 
them  to  have  nothing  to  do  with  them. 
It  was  impossible  to  give  any  pledge 
that  no  such  changes  in  certain  ar- 
ticles of  British  trade  would  be  allowed, 
or  that  that  they  would  not  be  allowed 
altogether.  But  the  Government  had 
distinctly  stated,  and  he  stated  again, 
that  they  would  not  consent  to  any  such 
change  as  would  put  an  end  to  anv  con- 
siderable trade  in  any  article,  and  that 
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they  must  havo  a  Treaty  on  those  points 
which  wouldbe  as  satisfactory  as  the  exist- 
ing Treaty.  The  hon.  Member  spoke  of 
the  decline  of  British  trade ;  and  though 
he  did  not  actually  propose  Protection,  yet 
he  suggested  the  imposition  of  duties  on 
foreign  goods  manufactured  in  this  coun- 
try, which  it  would  be  difficult  to  raise 
without  Protection  to  the  British  manu- 
facturer. The  figures  put  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  were  misleading,  and 
so  far  from  a  decline  there  was  an  in- 
crease, although  a  less  rapid  one  than 
in  former  yecurs,  jin  British  trade.  In 
1879,  addressing  the  other  House,  Lord 
Beaconsfiold  pomted  out  by  conclusive 
figures  that  British  trade  was  not  declin- 
ing then ;  and  if  that  was  the  case  then, 
how  much  more  must  it  be  the  case 
now,  when  there  was  a  revival  of  trade  ? 
The  hon.  Member  asked  in  what  .town 
was  there  a  better  trade  than  existed  a 
few  years  ago?  He  might  mention 
Sheffield,  Nottingham,  and  Leicester. 
He  thought  that  even  the  cotton  trade 
was  in  a  more  fiourishing  state  this 
year,  and  that  almost  the  whole  of  the 
trades  of  England  were  in  a  better  con- 
dition this  year  than  they  were  last  year 
and  the  year  before.  A  pamphlet  pub- 
lished by  the  Association  which  was  agi- 
tating the  country  in  the  hon.  Member's 
sense  showed  that  the  hostile  Tariffs  were 
not  to  blame  for  a  reduction  of  the 
British  woollen  trade.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  carefully  avoided  referring  to 
proposals  for  taxing  the  food  of  the 
people.  He  had  proposed  a  duty  on 
silk  and  certain  other  articles.  A  large 
quantity  of  the  silk  brought  here  from 
France  was  brought  for  re-exportation ; 
and  it  must  bo  remembered  that  it  was 
not  imported  entirely  for  our  own  con- 
sumption. When  the  hon.  Member 
talked  of  retaliating  against  France,  he 
should  recollect  that  a  large  part  of  our 
imports  from  France  consisted  of  food, 
and  he  would  be  playing  with  edged 
tools,  because,  althoughjas  representing 
a  constituency  like  the  Tower  Hamlets 
he  would  not  himself  propose  to  tax  the 
food  of  the  people,  yet  there  were  other 
persons  co-operatingj  with  him  who  did 
not  refrain  from  doing  so.  There  was 
a  great  meeting  at  Exeter  Hall  last 
week— (^ An  hon.  Mbmbee  :  Not  great.] 
— well,  if  it  was  not  a  great  meeting,  it 
was  not  from  any  want  of  advertizing  or 
mending  money.  At  that  meeting,  the 
coairman;  Sir  Algemon  Borthwick,  made 
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a  speech,  in  which  the  only  practical  pro- 
posal was  a  proposal  for  the  imposition 
of  a  tax  upon  the  food  of  the  people. 
He  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  ventured  to 
say  that  nothing  could  be  more  in  con- 
flict with  the  principles  which  were  put 
forward  in  the  House  of  Lords  by  the 
late  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  than  the  prind* 
pies  which  were  now  professed  by  the 
gentlemen  who  were  behind  this  agita- 
tion, and  who  held  their  meetings  at  the 
Beaconsfield  Olub. 

Mb.  BTTOHIE  said,  he  was  not  con- 
nected with  any  organization.  He  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  meeting  at  Exeter 
Hall,  nor  with  any  body  of  people  whidi 
the  hon.  Baronet  imagined  were  behind 
him. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
accepted  the  hon.  Member's  assoranoe 
that  he  was  not  connected  with  the  meet- 
ing, nor  with  anybody  behind  him.  He 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  observed  that 
when  the  hon.  Member  in  his  speech 
said  he  was  not  going  to  impose  Protec- 
tion, the  hon.  Member  for  North  War- 
wickshire (Mr.  Newdegate)  sorrowfolly 
wagged  his  head.  Notwithstanding  the 
hon.  Member's  assurance,  he  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  must  point  out  that  the  lead- 
ing promoters  of  this  meeting  were  those 
who  had  been  going  about  wiUi  the  hon. 
Member.       

Mr.  EITCHTE:  Going  about! 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
hon.  Member  attended  several  meetings 
on  the  Sugar  Question. 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  One. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
thought  it  was  more ;  but,  of  course,  he 
accepted  the  assurance.  The  promoter 
of  that  meeting  was  a  Mr.  Kelly,  who  was 
one  of  the  leading  promoters  of  the  meet- 
ing at  Exeter  Hall.  Moreover,  taking 
into  consideration  the  moment  chosen 
for  this  Motion,  the  time  of  that  meeting, 
the  allusion  to  the  great  public  opinion 
outside,  and  the  similarity  of  the  hon. 
Member's  remarks  with  the  speeches  at 
that  meeting,  there  seemed  to  be  a  con- 
nection between  this  Motion  and  the 
agitation.  He  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
would  say  no  more,  except  that  he  be- 
lieved the  people  of  this  country  would 
not  tolerate  the  re-imposition  of  taxes 
upon  food;  and  those  who  advocated 
the  imposition  of  duties  upon  foreiffn 
ffoods  would  find  themselves  grcAUy 
hampered  by  their  alliance  with  ttiose 
who  advocated  taxes  upoxi  food.    He 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1749 


lirtnch 


(AuorsT  12,  1881)        Commereial  Treaty.     1760 


xnuBt  repeat  that  the  Gtovemment  would 
offer  tneir  distinct  oppositioii  to  this 
Motion,  because  it  sought  to  pledge 
them  to  four  separate  conditions.  They 
oould  not  pledge  themselves  with  reg^ard 
to  these  four  proposals,  or,  indeed,  any 
oondition  at  all.  They  took  their  stand 
on  the  same  ground  taken  by  the  late 
Gtevemment,  that "  it  would  not  be  pru- 
dent"— ^in  fact,  most  inconvenient — 
''  to  give  anv  assurance  beforehand  of 
tike  nature  of  the  conditions  that  would 
be  required  in  the  negotiation  of  a  new 
Treaty  with  France." 

Mb.  BITOHTE  said,  he  wished  again 
to  declare  that  he  was  in  no  way  con- 
nected with  the  meeting  in  Exeter  Hall. 

VisooTTKT  SANDON  said,  he  thought 
it  was  vexy  desirable  that  they  should 
at  once  make  it  clear  that  they  were  not 
to  be  persuaded  £rom  discussing  the 
great  Question  of  the  French  Treaty  by 
3ie  skilful  way  in  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  had  mixed  up  the  discussion 
with  the  question  of  l^tection.  He 
imagined  uiere  was  hardly  anyone  in 
that  House  who  was  not  faithful  to  the 
genuine  principles  of  Free  Trade  as  they 
were  propounded  by  the  wise  founders 
of  that  movement  many  years  ago.  .  The 
hon.  Baronet  seemed  to  undervalue  the 
importance  of  this  Rreat  and  grave 
matter.  He  tried  at  first  to  blame  him 
(Viscount  Sandon;  for  the  course  he  had 
taken  in  the  matter.  He  complained  of 
the  tone  he  had  taken.  If,  however,  the 
hon.  Baronet  and  the  Oovemment  had 
taken  the  straightforward  course  of  say- 
ing that  the  public  interests  would 
sn&er,  the  Opposition  would  at  once 
have  ceased  to  ask  questions ;  but  when 
they  demanded  information,  they  were 
put  off  with  all  sorts  of  excuses.  Anyone 
who  perused  the  answers,-  would  find  it 
exceedingly  difficult  to  get  anything  like 
a  definite  answer.  He  denied  entirely  that 
there  was  any  blame  attaching  to  the  Op- 
position from  the  tone  which  they  had 
adopted  in  these  matters.  The  Prime 
Minister  the  other  day  denied  that  there 
had  been  any  concealment  or  mystery, 
and  said  that  the  negotiations  should  be 
conducted  in  the  full  li^ht  of  day,  and 
that  the  whole  commercial  world  should 
know  what  was  going  on.  But  what 
was  the  course  really  taken?  Before 
the  Oommission  all  that  was  done  was 
to  issue  a  general  Oircular,  and  after  the 
Oommission  met  a  few  times,  audiences 


were  given  to  deputies  representing 
various  trades.  The  hon.  Baronet  had 
not  given  a  veiy  satis£EU>toxy  exjdana- 
tion  of  the  publication  in  French  of  the 
Commercial  Tariff.  What  he  said  was 
that  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  had  pub- 
lished certain  despatches  in  French ;  but 
everything  depended  upon  whom  the 
Papers  were  for.  The  Tanff  was  required 
bythecommerdalcommunity  of  England, 
and  by  a  great  number  of  the  working 
men  of  England,  and  he  re-asserted  his 
position  that  it  was  a  most  extraordinazy 
thing  to  publish  the  Tariff  in  French 
just  when  the  negotiations  were  about 
to  begin,  and  when  everybody  wished  to 
know  what  the  conditions  were.  He 
was  borne  out  in  that  view  by  the 
Chambers  of  Oommerce  of  Halifax, 
Glasgow,  Greenock,  Hull,  Leeds,  Mac- 
clesfield, Oarlisle,  Dewsbury,  NortJi 
Shields,  and  l^emouth.  The  Govern- 
ment must  have  known  the  feelings  of 
the  Ohambers.  More  than  this,  they 
dropped  out  all  information  about  agri- 
culture, which  was  seriously  affected  by 
the  new  French  Tariff.  The  duty  on  oxen 
was  increased,  as  it  was  on  same  and 
other  things,  and  on  fresh  butchers' 
meat  a  new  duty  was  levied ;  but  no  in- 
formation was  ^ven  on  these  points,  the 
subject  was  entirely  ignored.  Even  had 
the  English  farmers  been  masters  of  the 
French  tongue,  they  would  not  have 
known  the  changesproposed  and  affect- 
ing agriculture.  There  was  here  great 
reason  to  complain.  Why  did  not  the 
Qt)vemment  apply  in  the  winter  to  the 
Ohambers  of  Oommerce  to  supply  them 
with  their  views  ?  It  was  a  great  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  it  was  only  the 
trades  direcuy  affected  that  were  in- 
terested in  this  question.  There  were 
trades  in  this  country — and  he  cited 
Wolverhampton  in  particular,  the  centre 
of  the  iron  and  other  trades — which  had 
not  been  included  even  in  the  Oobden 
Treaty.  The  Government  ou^ht  to 
have  originated  communications  with  the 
great  centres  of  commerce  to  know  what 
their  views  were.  As  this  question  had 
been  treated  in  a  somewhat  cavalier 
manner,  it  was  necessary  to  go  back  to 
1860  and  to  see  the  views  that  were 
then  held.  Surely  the  whole  condition 
of  the  world  then  was  perfectly  different 
£rom  what  it  was  now.  He  would  quote 
the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  show 
what  was  expected  from  the  example  of 
one  or  two  of  the  principal  countnes  on 
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the  rest  of  the  world.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  on  March  9,  1860— 

'*  We  came  to  the  conclusion  that  if  France 
once  frankly,  sincerely,  and  decisively  entered 
upon  the  career  of  freedom  of  trade,  her  own 
experience  of  the  commencing  stages  would  be 
a  security  for  her  proceeding  onwurds  towards 
its  consummation  such  as  we  could  not  by  any 
other  means  obtain.  That  is  the  meaning  of  the 
Treaty.  That  is  the  reason  of  the  avoidance  of 
minute  arrangements,  because  they  would  have 
been  a  total  misconception  of  the  fundamental 
principles  of  the  Treaty The  moral  con- 
tagion of  France  and  England  acting  together 

in  tiie  sense  of  liberty  of  commerce I 

believe  the  example  of  France  and  England 
joined  in  one  course  and  one  policy  will  turn  the 
hearts  and  minds  of  men  to  the  blessings  of 
peace  and  gradually  spread  from  country  to 
country  a  sense  of  the  manifold  evils  that  result 
from  protection." 

He  would  venture  to  say  that  a  difiPerent 
tone  would  be  adopted  now.  Those 
hopes  had  been  dashed  to  the  ground, 
and  they  had  to  face  a  new  state  of 
things.  The  judgment  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary  on  the  Treaty  of  1860  was 
that  to  a  great  extent  it  had  been  one- 
sided; its  operation  had  not  been  so 
favourable  as  was  expected.  What  were 
the  provisions  of  that  Treaty  ?  The  dis- 
cussion was  too  apt  to  drift  into  general 
vituperation  of  Protection,  and  tne  real 

Provisions  of  the  Treaty  were  forgotten, 
t  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  it  was 
originally  made  for  1 0  years  only.  They 
gave  up  auties  amounting  to  £1,200,000, 
and  bound  themselves  not  to  impose  fresh 
ones.  The  French  agreed  to  put  no 
higher  duty  than  80  per  cent  upon  any 
article  of  commerce.  The  community 
were  not  satisfied  with  that  Treaty.  But 
it  was  made  in  a  period  of  superabun- 
dant hopefulness.  What  had  been  its 
effect?  No  doubt,  since  it  was  made 
there  had  been  a  great  increase  of 
trade  between  this  country  and  France. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
said  the  increase  had  been  fourfold. 
How  had  the  two  countries  respectively 
been  affected  ?  He  would  quote  from 
the  figures  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Surrey,  who  was  a  great 
authority  in  these  matters.  Taking  the 
10  years  from  1851  to  1860,  their  im- 
ports from  France  were  £113,000,000; 
exports  to  France,  £83,000,000 ;  or,  ex- 
cluding foreign  and  colonial  produce 
passing  through  this  country  as  an  m- 
trepdt,  exports  were  £39,000,000,  as 
against  £113,000,000  of  imports.  In 
1861-70    imports   were    £296,000,000; 


exports,  deducting  foreigpa  and  colonial 
produce,  £129,000,000.  In  1871-80, 
there  were  £421,000,000  of  imports, 
against  exports,  deducting  foreign  and 
colonial  produce,  £124,000,000.  That 
was  a  picture  of  how  fairly  the  Treaty 
had  acted  with  respect  to  the  trade  of 
the  two  countries.  He  thought  it  was 
impossible  to  conceal  from  themselves  the 
fact  that  the  knowledge  of  the  enormous 
preponderance  of  their  imports  from 
France  over  our  exports  to  that  countzy 
was  creating  a  feehnff  of  irritation  and 
uneasiness  amongst  the  working  people 
of  this  country.  But  as  to  the  rotu  con- 
dition of  their  negotiations  with  France, 
only  a  few  favoured  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce had  been  informed;  the  rest  of 
the  country  had  been  left  in  ignorance, 
and  would  not  have  an  opportunity  of 
judging  whether  a  good  or  bad  bargain 
was  being  made.  The  general  belief 
was  that  the  increase  in  the  Frendi 
Tariff  would  cause  a  rise  of  25  per  cent 
over  the  present  duties.  Then,  the 
change  from  ad  valorem  to  specific  duties 
was  a  serious  one,  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  treated  the  question  too  cavalierly. 
Chambers  of  Commerce  looked  upon  the 
question  as  of  the  highest  im^rtance, 
and  had  an  insuperable  objection  to  it. 
In  addition  to  these  great  changes, 
France  proposed  to  make  another  great 
change  with  respect  to  Shipping  Boun- 
ties. The  hon.  Baronet  treated  the 
question  of  Shipping  Bounties  veiy 
lightly;  but  he  could  assure  him  that 
was  not  the  tone  taken  by  the  most  expe- 
rienced men  in  the  country.  He  said 
they  would  not  last  long.  But  that  was 
said  long  ago  about  Protection,  which 
even  now  showed  no  signs  of  disappear- 
ing. The  feeling  on  that  question  was 
very  strong  both  in  England  and  Scot- 
land. He  would  not,  however,  take 
English  opinion  on  this  subject ;  but  he 
would  take  the  opinion  of  the  Edinburgh 
Chamber  of  Commerce — shrewd  Scotdk- 
men — who,  after  a  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject, passed  this  resolution — 

**  That,  in  view  of  the  increasing  protective 
character  of  French  legislation,  especially  in  re- 
spect to  the  proposed  system  of  Shipping  Bonn* 
ties,  it  is  inexpedient  to  conclude  anv  Commer- 
cial Treaty  with  France  which  will  have  the 
effect  of  interfering  with  the  free  action  of  the 
British  Government  in  regard  to  its  fiscal 
arrangements." 

The  Edinburgh  Chamber  of  Commerce 
looked  upon  me  enormous  trade  of  the 
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neat  lines  of  steaniBhipSy  suoh  as  the 
Onnard  line,  with  its  immense  number 
of  ewipUn/iSy  as  greatly  affected  by  those 
Boontiee.  By  those  interests  the  present 
state  of  thinp^  was  looked  upon  as  most 
ilanning.  Similar  views  were  expressed 
at  Glasgow.  If  shrewd  Scotchmen  were 
alanned  on  the  subject  of  the  Shipping 
Bounties,  people  in  England  should  look 
yery  sharply  to  this  matter ;  and  he  was 
sorry  to  find  how  very  little  the  Govern- 
xnent  seemed  to  be  alive  to  this  grave 
question.  He  ventured  to  say  that  the 
position  was  a  very  grave  one,  and,  he 
thought,  ought  to  be  treated  with  rather 
more  gravity  by  the  Government.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  at  all  fair  that  an 
endeavour  should  be  made  to  put  them 
off  the  Boent  by  talking  of  P^teotion, 
whereas  what  they  wanted  was  a  serious 
and  sober  consultation  as  to  a  matter  of 
grave  national  interest.  Nor  were  the 
accounts  received  £rom  their  Consuls 
abroad  more  encouraging.  Their  Consuls 
at  Havre  and  Nantes  had  written 
accounts  of  the  Bounty  system  which 
were  calculated  to  cause  the  greatest 
alarm.  He  could  by  no  means  take  the 
etmUur  de  roie  view  of  their  commercial 
position  which  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
expressed.  He  quite  agreed  that  the 
trade  of  England  was  enormous ;  but  he 
knew  enough  of  the  feeling  prevalent 
in  the  great  centres  of  industry — in 
London,  Liverpool,  Staffordshire,  and 
the  Black  Country — to  make  him  feel 
that  every  possible  endeavour  should  be 
made  to  better  their  position,  and  that 
they  needed  every  possible  advantage 
that  the  Government  could  give  them 
which  might  raise  and  increase  the 
emoluments  which  they  got  from  the 
trade  of  their  country.  So  far  as  he 
could  see,  they  could  not  ignore  the  fact 
that  depression  did  exist ;  and  it  was  no 
use  shutting  their  eyes  to  it,  that  there 
was  a  lack  of  employment,  and  that 
there  was  a  feeling  that  their  sufferings 
were  considerably  due  to  the  general 
closing  of  the  markets  of  the  world  to 
this  country.  Whether  they  were  right 
or  wrong  was  a  matter  for  very  serious 
and  careful  consideration,  and  he  felt 
they  were  bound  to  give  that  considera- 
tion to  it.  What  nation  in  the  world 
was  now  opening  its  markets  to  them  ? 
Was  Austria,  Italy,  Germany,  or  the 
United  Stateis,  or  their  own  Colonies  ? 
What  leading  market  was  more  open  to 
tbemi  "withtjie  exception  of  Turkey,  than 


it  was  30  years  ago  ?  Instead  of  that 
they  saw  tlus  spectacle.  It  seemed  to  be 
almost  a  law  that,  as  force  institutions 
prevailed,  as  popular  Assemblies  gained 
more  and  more  control  of  the  great 
States  of  the  world,  as  the  popular  voice 
got  more  powerful  and  potent  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  affairs,  it  seemed  almost 
to  be  a  law  that  industries  of  these  coun- 
tries were  immediately  greatly  more  pro- 
tected in  consequence.  It  only  bore  out 
the  wisdom  of  the  remark  made  by  the 
Earl  of  Beaconsfield  in  1860,  when  he 
said  that  they  could  never  trust  to  the  de- 
mocracy of  France  to  allow  her  great 
industries  to  be  subverted  or  destroyed. 
He  thought  this  country  would  act  very 
rashly,  with  the  great  uncertainty  of 
trade  which  existed,  if  they  bound  them- 
selves to  Treaties  for  any  long  period. 
The  hon.  Baronet  expressed  great  con- 
tempt with  regard  to  this ;  but  let  him 
observe  that  Parliament  would  have  no 
chance  whatever  of  having  its  say  with 
respect  to  the  bargain  to  be  made  with 
France.  The  Treaty  would  be  virtually 
concluded,  and  it  might  be  a  matter  for 
a  Vote  of  Censure  on  the  Government 
next  year.  Considering  the  feeling  of 
the  country  and  the  uncertainty  of  trade 
for  the  future,  it  was  surely  wiser  to 
limit  the  Treaty  to  12  months.  After 
the  experiment  it  might  be  wise  enough, 
if  the  countrv  approved,  to  continue  the 
Treaty  for  a  longer  period ;  but  he  ven- 
tured to  say  it  would  be  much  more 
acceptable,  both  to  the  leading  manu- 
facturers and  to  the  great  mass  of  the 
working  people,  if  it  was  settled  that  their 
future  with  France,  considering  the  enor- 
mous interests  involved,  should  not  be 
tied  up  for  a  very  long  period.  There 
was  one  argument  which  he  wished  the 
House  to  attend  to.  The  Prime  Minister 
seemed  to  treat  as  a  very  slight  affair 
their  Treaties  being  terminable  after  10 
years.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  list  of  the 
Treaties  with  Austria,  Belgium,  Italy, 
Columbia,  Eussia,  Sicily,  and  the  United 
States.  The  period  of  10  years  for  which 
they  wore  mostly  settled  had  long  since 
expired,  and  in  many  of  these  cases  trade 
with  those  countries  had  been  going  on 
with  a  12  months'  notice  for  periods  of 
8,  12,  and  16  years.  He  never  heard 
that  there  was  any  uncertainty  with  re- 
gard to  those  countries.  He  would, 
therefore,  beg  the  House  to  insist  that 
the  Treaty  with  France  should  be  con- 
cluded only  for  a  short  period.    He  had 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1766 


J^#fi«A 


(OOMMONS) 


CwnmerddlTVHtiif.        1956 


very  considerable  fear  with  regard  to 
the  action  of  the  Oovemment  in  respect 
to  this  Treaty.  There  had  been  what 
was  called  so  much  shilly-shallying 
about  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Ihe  junior  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  surely  meant  something 
when,  writing  in  the  course  of  last 
month;  he  stated  that — 

"  Her  Majeety's  Government  will  be  guided 
by  the  general  sentiment  of  this  conn^.  I 
have  no  doubt  that  this  feeling  is,  generally 
speaking,  opposed  to  the  conclusion  of  any 
Troaiy  whi(^  should  be  materially  worse  in  its 
terms  thim  t^e  present  one." 

That  he  (Viscount  Sandon)  held  to  be  a 
very  threatening  expression  to  use.  He 
believed  it  entirely  misrepresented  the 
feeling  of  the  country.  They  did  not 
want  a  Treaty  worse  than  the  present 
one.  On  the  other  hand,  they  wanted 
one  better,  and  he  believed  the  country 
would  be  bitterly  disappointed  if  they 
found  they  had  a  Treaty  not  much  bet- 
ter. Then,  again,  the  langn^e  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
himself  was  very  doubtful.  He  said 
they  would  not  agree  to  anything  which 
would  destroy  any  article  of  British 
trade,  as  if  he  thought  it  possible  that 
any  British  Government  would  conclude 
a  Treaty  with  France  which  should  de- 
stroy an  article  of  British  trade.  All 
this  pointed,  not  to  a  better  Treaty,  but 
a  worse  Treaty.  The  truth  was,  that 
France  was  evidently  very  clever  about 
this.  She  had  frightened  Her  Majesty's 
Government  apparently,  and  the  fact 
was  they  felt  now  that  if  they  got  some- 
thing a  little  worse  than  the  present 
Treaty  they  would  do  a  very  good  thing 
in  comparison  with  the  state  of  things 
which  France  dangled  before  their  eyes. 
He  wanted,  without  doubt,  a  much  bet- 
ter Treaty.  Allusion  had  been  made  to 
the  Cobden  Club,  and,  as  this  was  so, 
he  would  venture  to  quote  the  words  of 
the  noble  Lord,  now  President  of  the 
Council,  who,  as  president  of  the  Club, 
said,  as  reported  in  The  Times  in  July, 
1880— 

"We  find  that  the  principles  of  this  Club  are 
becoming  prominent  all  over  the  world,  and 
that  in  Free  Trade,  in  foreign  policy,  and  in 
home  policy,  these  principles  are  what  you  have 
adopted  as  the  motto  for  your  books — *  Free 
Trade,  peace,  and  goodwill  among  nations.*  *' 

This  expression  showed,  in  his  view, 
that  there  were  many  gentlemen  liv- 
ing in  a  sort  of  fooPs  paradise.   They 

TUamnt  Sandon 


were  shutting  up  the  markets  of  the 
world,  instead  of  opening  them,  when 
they  abandoned  such  oommeroial  out- 
posts as  Candahar — many  of  which,  he 
thought,  in  the  future  would  have  led  to 
a  great  increase  in  British  trade.  If  they 
went  on  the  principle  of  drawing  in,  in- 
stead of— where  it  legitimately  oould  be 
done — opening  out  fresh  markets  fbr 
themselves,  it  behoved  them  to  be  still 
more  careful  in  their  negotiations  with 
the  old  countries  of  the  world ;  and,  as 
far  as  he  saw,  there  was  no  substantial 
indication  that  the  Government  were 
awake  to  the  serious  gravity  of  this 
matter.  He  would  venture  to  appeal  to 
all  those  who  valued  the  principles  of 
Free  Trade,  llronical  cheers.^  That 
was  the  way  the  Government  tried,  if 
they  could,  to  throw  this  matter  of  ocmph- 
mercial  negotiations  into  a  question  of 
I^otection;  but  he  would  appeal  to 
those  who  valued  Free  Trade  to  oe  veiy 
careful  in  their  negotiations  with  the 
rest  of  the  world,  so  as  to  secure  that 
their  great  industries  should  not  suffer 
and  be  seriouslv  damaged  by  the  Pro- 
tection action  of  other  nations,  beoanse 
he  thought  he  must  be  very  blind  to  the 
signs  of  the  times  who  did  not  see  that 
for  some  reason  or  other  their  erporta 
were  diminishing,  and  the  oountry  was 
flooded  with  foreign  productions,  and 
that  in  consequence  there  was  sure  to 
be  a  feeling  arise  against  the  principles 
of  Free  Trade.  He  trusted  they  would 
have  some  more  satisfactory  statement 
from  the  Government,  and  some  assur- 
ance that,  in  revising  their  relations  with 
France,  they  would  not  bind  themselves 
for  a  period  of  many  years 

Mr.  J.  K.  CHOSS:  I  heartily  agree 
with  a  good  deal  that  has  fallen  mnn 
the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Sandon), 
and  with  some  of  tiie  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Bitchie),  and  so  far  as  their  reoom- 
mendations  to  the  Government  go,  as  to 
the  making  of  a  Treaty  with  France, 
which  shall  be  better  than  the  present 
Convention,  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
Member  will  have  the  support  of  almost 
every  Member  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
But  it  seems  to  me.  Sir,  that  tiiere  is  a 
good  deal  of  misapprehension  as  to  the 
bearings  of  this  question,  as  to  ourtmde 
with  France,  and  also  as  to  our  trade 
with  many  foreign  countries ;  and  a  good 
deal  of  the  opposition  to  the  negotiation 
of  a  new  Treaty  is  based  upon  igoaaac^ 
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of  faxA.  Xhere  are  certainly  objections 
to  any  Treaty  of  Commerce  from  a  Free 
Trade  standpoint;  the  greatest,  to  my 
mind,  being  that  we  give  colour  to  the 
fallacy  that  in  redacing  or  abolishing 
import  duties  it  is  not  the  nation  which 
abolishes  the  duty  which  is  chiefly  bene- 
fited, that  it  is  not  the  nation  which 
adopts  Free  Trade  that  gains  the  most. 
Then,  why  have  a  Treaty  at  all  ?  For 
this  reason,  Sir,  that  without  Treaty  our 
ffoods  will  be  subject  to  the  General 
Tariff— a  Tariff  which  before  1860  was 
prohibitive,  and  which  is  largely  pro- 
hibitive now,  but  with  which  we  have 
no  more  right  to  interfere  than  we  have 
to  interfere  with  the  Tariffs  of  the  United 
States  or  Germany.  We  have  abso- 
lutely nothing  to  do  with  the  fiscal,  or 
even  with  the  protective,  arrangements 
of  foreign  countries;  their  Ti^Lffs  are 
arranged  by  their  Bulers  in  what  they 
conceive  to  be  their  own  interest ;  and 
though  we  know  that  they  would  be 
miners  by  the  abolition  of  cdl  protective 
auties,  we  have  no  right  to  impose  our 
notions  upon  them.  What  interest  can 
be  served  by  trying  to  tie  up  the  hands 
of  the  Government,  and  by  forcing  them 
to  break  off  negotiations  before  they 
know  what  are  the  best  terms  offered 
by  France  ?  The  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  perfectiy  dear  in  this  matter; 
they  understand  the  interests  of  the 
community ;  and  surely  those  who  are 
so  capable  in  the  ordinary  affairs  of  life 
will  be  able  to  negotiate  a  Treaty  which 
will  be  satisfactory,  if  such  a  Treaty  be 
possible.  The  noble  Lord  seems  to  be 
labouring  under  an  extraordinary  de- 
lusion respecting  the  General  Tariff,  and 
he  oonfounds  it  with  the  Tarif  d  Discutery 
azguinff  as  if  they  were  one  and  the 
same  thing.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamets  considers  specific  duties 
an  evil.  Speaking  as  a  manufacturer, 
wishing  to  do  the  largest  possible  trade 
witii  France,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  in  every  case  where  it  is  possible  to 
assess  a  specific  duty  at  all,  it  is  prefer- 
able to  an  ik^  valorem  duty.  It  is  much 
better  for  the  manufacturers  of  this 
oountiy  that  the  duties  charged  upon 
their  goods  should  always  bear  the  same 
zdative  i>roportion  to  their  cost  of  pro- 
duction, irrespective  of  raw  material; 
that  the  duty  should  always  bear  the 
same  proportion  to  the  wages.  In  cases 
where  the  raw  material  varies  greatly  in 
price,  the  price  of  goods  varies  aJso, 


and  with  ad  valorem  duties,  the  tax  upon 
the  goods  will  at  one  time  be  equal  to 
30  per  cent,  and  at  another  to  60  per 
cent,  on  the  wages  price.  It  is  better 
for  the  French  competitor  also  that  the 
duties  should  be  specific,  for  he  will 
then  be  able  to  depend  on  a  certain 
fixed  protection,  whereas  in  the  case  of 
ad  valorem  duties  his  protection  is  a 
movable  quantity,  not  easily  ascertain- 
able. The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  went  on  to  speak  of  the  Sugar 
Bounties.  That  is  a  matter  which  has 
often  been  discussed  in  the  House,  and 
which  has  caused  much  interest  in  the 
country ;  but  it  has  always  been  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  effect  of  the  drawback 
was  properly  understood.  A  great  re- 
duction has  taken  place,  not  only  in  the 
duty  but  also  in  the  drawback  allowed 
on  refined  sugar  exported  from  France ; 
and  the  saccharine  test  has  been  altered, 
so  that  now,  I  believe,  there  is  no  bounty 
whatever  on  its  export ;  and  when  sugar 
refiners  complain  that  they  are  injured 
by  the  drawback  allowed  by  the  Austrian 
Government  on  raw  sugar,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  that  they  are  injured  by  the 
French  drawback  on  refined  sugar,  I 
really  do  not  understand  what  they 
mean;  for,  at  any  rate,  the  drawback 
on  raw  sugar,  if  it  has  any  effect,  must 
cheapen  raw  sugar  to  them.  What  are 
the  facts  concerning  French  refined 
sugar?  The  latest  published  accounts 
of  the  French  Government  show  that 
the  exports  of  refined  sugar  from  France 
to  all  the  world — exports  which  are  ruin- 
ing the  English  sugar  refiner — have 
fallen  from  74,000,000  francs  in  1876  to 
39,000,000  francs  in  1881,  in  the  first 
six  months  of  the  year,  or  that  they  are 
about  half  now  what  they  were  in  1875  ; 
and  still  our  sugar  refiners  seem  to  be 
no  better  o^  for  the  failure  of  the  com- 
petition. I  am  told  that  some  of  the 
members  of  one  great  Scotch  firm  have 
bought  land  on  the  Thames,  are  spend- 
ing £15(»,000,  and  are  going  to  produce 
70,000  tons  a- year  more  refined  sugar, 
to  add  to  the  depression.  I  heard  some- 
thing the  other  day  which  will  illustrate 
the  position  of  the  sugar  refiners.  Some 
six  sugar  refiners,  I  think  from  Liver- 
pool, called  to  see  an  hon.  Member,  and 
met  him  in  the  Lobby ;  they  told  him 
their  dismal  story,  to  which  he  listened 
with  patience.  When  they  had  finished, 
he  said — "Well,  gentiemen,  if  you  can 
find  me  a  sugar  refiner  who  lives  in  a 
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house  of  lesB  than  £200  a-year  rent,  I 
will    support   Mr.    Bitchie's    Motion." 
They  sighed,  but  they  went  away  sor- 
rowful, for  they  had  great  possessions. 
Next  day,  he  met  two  of  tnem  in  the 
Boyal  Academy,  and  asked  if  they  had 
bought  any  pictures.  '*  No,"  they  said, 
*'  there  is  nothing  worth  buying ; "  but 
one  of  the  gentlemen  found  something 
worth  buying  before  he  left  town,  for  he  is 
reported  to  have  bought  a  pleasant  little 
house  for  the  modest  sum  of  £37,000. 
Of  course,  there  may  be  poor  sugar  re- 
finers ;  but  in  such  cases  as  these  I  do 
not  think  much   sympathy  is  needed. 
There  are  a  great  many  people  outside 
the  House  who  oppose  a  new  Treaty  with 
France  on  very  different  grounds ;  but 
the  question  is  really  whether  the  Heso- 
lution  brought  forward  to-night  is  not  an 
unfurling  of  the  old  flag  of  Protection  ? 
I  am  glad  to  hear  hon.  Members  say 
that  nothing  is  further  from  their  inten- 
tion ;  but  what  are  the  reasons  alleged 
for  the  great  opposition  to  this  Treaty  V 
It  has  been  stated  over  and  over  again  by 
Members  outside  this  House,  and  inside 
too,  and  in  the  public  Press,  that  our 
trade  is  in  a  decaying  state.    There  was 
a  meeting  the  other  night  in  a  great  hall 
in  London,  at  which  many  Members  of 
Parliament  were  present ;  it  was  there 
stated  that  the    effect  of  Commercial 
Treaties  had  been    disastrous  to  this 
countnr;  that  France  was  now  in  the 
van  of  commerce,  America  second,  and 
England  a  bad  third.  There  were  a  good 
many  Members  of  Parliament  present, 
but  not  one  of  them  had  the  ^ace — 
nay,  I  may  say  not  one  of  them  Bad  the 
common    honesty  —  to   protest  against 
such  a  statement.    A  httle  time  ago  I 
ventured  to  move  for  a  Eeturn  showing 
the  exports  of  Franco  and  England,  in 
their    nome    manufactures    of  cotton, 
woollen,  linen,  and  silk.     That  Hetum, 
presented  on  the  1st  July,  showed  that 
the  exports  of  England  were,  in  1849, 
£40,000,000;    in    1859,    £73,000,000; 
in     1869,      £107,000,000  ;     in      1879, 
£94,000,000 ;   and  in   1880  they  were 
£109,000,000.     The  French  exports  of 
the  same  manufactures  were — in  1849, 
£16,000,000  ;   in  1859,  £32,000,000;  in 
1869,£35,000,000;  in  1879,  £28,000,000; 
and  in  1880  they    were  £29,000,000; 
showing  an  increase  in  the  English  ex- 
ports between  1859  and  1879  of  32  per 
cent,  against  a  decrease  in  the  French 
exports  in  the  same  period  of  11  per 


cent ;  and,  carrying  the  comparison  on 
to  the  year  1880,  we  find  that  whilst 
the  English  exports  of  these  four  staple 
articles  had  between  1859  and  1880  in- 
creased 50  per  cent,  the  French  exports 
of  her  own  production  of  these  artioles 
had  decreased  10  per  cent.  How  then 
can  it  be  said  that  France  is  beatingus 
out  of  the  markets  of  the  world  ?  oui 
I  shall  be  asked  why  do  I  not  compare 
the  international  exports  and  imports 
of  the  two  countries  f  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  France  sends  to  us  much  more  than 
we  send  to  her  ?  Yes,  she  sends  to  us 
direct  much  more  than  we  send  to  her 
direct;  but  what  does  it  matter  to  us 
if  she  takes  calico  from  Manchester  in 
return  for  butter,  or  if  she  takes  edlk  frtmi 
China  or  coffee  from  Ceylon  ?  The  goods 
sent  from  here  to  those  countries  really 
discharge  our  debt  to  France.  A  good 
deal  of  stress  is  laid  on  the  fact  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  Eetums,  France  appears 
to  be  sending  to  us  some  £15,000,000  a- 
year  more  merchandize  than  we  send  to 
her ;  and  we  are  asked  if  this  will  not 
cause  a  drain  of  bullion,  and  if  this  is 
not  the  sign  of  a  losine  trade  P  Well, 
Sir,  how  stands  the  bullion  aooonnt?  I 
have  as  much  right  to  judge  the  state  of 
trade  by  the  bullion  account  as  anyone 
else  has  to  judge  it  by  the  trade  account ; 
and  if  I  find  that  we  get  much  more 
bullion  from  France  than  we  send  to  her, 
I  might  point  to  that  as  a  proof  of  a 
profitable  trade.  What  are  the  facts  ? 
in  the  last  two  years  we  have  received 
from  France  £9,437,000  in  gold  and 
silver  coin  and  bullion,  and  we  have 
sent  to  her  £2,192,000,  showing  a 
balance  in  our  favour  of  £7,245,000 ; 
and  I  have  just  as  much  right  to  miote 
this  as  a  proof  of  profitable  trade  as  hon. 
Members  have  to  quote  their  figures 
as  a  proof  of  unprofitable  trade.  But, 
Sir,  such  comparisons  are  worthless. 
Then,  an  exact  comparison  is  impos- 
sible for  another  reason;  our  Board 
of  Trade  Betums  do  not  discrimi- 
nate between  goods  going  into  France 
through  foreign  countries  and  those 
which  are  sent  for  home  consumption 
to  those  countries.  In  connection  with 
the  Treaty  Commission  I  had  occasion 
to  try  to  obtain  accurate  information. 
Finding  that  the  export  of  English  yam 
to  France  appeared  in  the  export  tables 
as  £478,000,  and  not  thinking  this  cor- 
rect, I  made  inquiries  from  half-a-dosen 
merchants   in  Manchester,  and  foiind 
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thai  tliey  alone  sent  more  yams  to 
Erance  than  the  export  tables  showed, 
but  that  the  greater  part  of  tiieir  send- 
ings  went  through  Antwerp,  and  did 
not  appear  in  the  exports  to  France  at 
all.  1  found  also  that  many  goods 
coming  to  this  country  from  Switzerland 
and  some  from  Italy  were  entered  among 
the  French  imports,  making  it  impos- 
sible to  compare  the  items  of  inter- 
national trade.  But  really  these  returns 
matter  nothing.  These  matters  may  be 
well  left  to  our  merchants.  What  our 
merchants  have  to  do  is  this — they  have 
to  take  care  that  they  get  more  t^an 
they  give.  What  are  our  Board  of 
Trade  Betums  P  They  are  a  record  of 
the  sum  total  of  the  national  business 
^«  record  of  the  aggregate  of  the  indi- 
tidoal  transactions  of  our  merchants; 
bnt  I  am  afraid  they  are  something 
which  many  hon.  Members  do  not  under- 
iftaad,  for  when  it  is  stated  that  our  im- 
ports are  £120,000,000  a-year  more  than 
fnx  exports,  I  hear  hon.  Members  say, 
shaking  their  heads — ''  What  nation  on 
earth  can  stand  such  a  drain  ?  "  Well, 
Sir,  the  drain  has  been  going  on  for  a 
kmg  while.  In  the  last  28  years  we 
haTeimported£l,600,000,000more  mer- 
chandize and  some  £70,000,000  more 
coin  and  bullion  than  we  have  ex- 
ported ;  we  have,  at  the  same  time,  in- 
ereased  our  foreign  investments  in  a 
marvellous  manner.  We  have  more 
railways,  more  shipping,  more  mines 
and  manufactories,  and  more  comforts 
of  all  kinds;  and  I  venture  to  think 
that  even  if,  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years,  our  imports  should  exceed  our 
exports  by  £200,000,000  annually,  we 
shall  not  be  ruined.  I  may  mention 
one  article  which  does  not  appear  in  the 
Board  of  Trade  Beturns  at  all.  We  do 
a  large  business  as  manufacturers  and 
exporters  of  ships  ;  but  ''  shipping  " 
does  not  appear  among  our  many  ex- 

ri.  May  I  say  a  few  words  as  to 
meaning  of  the  great  figures  put 
before  us  by  the  Board  of  Trade?  Hon. 
Members  cannot  quite  understand  how 
it  is  we  get  home  £120,000,000  a-year 
more  than  we  send  out.  It  arises,  to  a 
great  extent,  from  the  fact  that  our  mer- 
Oiants  know  exceedingly  well  what  they 
fore  doing.  When  they  send  a  com- 
modity abroad  they  must  get  more  for 
it  than  they  give  at  home.  If  the  House 
will  allow  me,  I  will  give  in  detail  three 
instances  of  our   export   and   import 

VOL.  COI^XIV.      [third  sebies.] 


trade.    In  the  first  place,  I  will  take 
the  shipment  of  £1,000  worth  of  cotton 

foods  to  Bombay,  the  returns  coming 
ome  in  raw  cotton;  in  the  second,  I 
will  take  the  shipment  of  £1,000  worth 
of  pig  iron  to  Calcutta,  the  returns 
commg  home  in  jute  ;  and  in  the  third, 
the  shipment  of  £1,000  worth  of  coal 
from  Cardiff  to  San  Francisco,  the  re- 
turns coming  home  in  wheat.  I  give 
the  gross  returns  in  order  to  avoid  con- 
fusion in  detail.  In  the  i^pment  of 
£1,000  worth  of  cotton  goods  to  Bombay 
the  freight  will  be  £50  ;  on  arrival  the 
goods  will  have  to  fetch  £1,050  to  clear 
expenses;  the  merchant  or  his  agent 
will  have  the  cash  in  hand ;  he  might 
send  it  home,  but  this  is  the  last  thing 
he  thinks  of,  and  he  invests  his  £1,0^0 
in  cotton,  freighting  it  to  Liverpool  or 
London  at  a  cost  of  £70.  This  cotton 
will  require  to  be  sold  for  £  1 , 1 20  to  clear 
expenses.  There  will  appear  in  the  ex- 
port table  an  "export"  of  £1,000  of 
cotton  goods,  and  there  will  appear  in 
the  import  table  an  ''import"  of  £1,120 
of  raw  cotton,  and  no  one  will  suffer 
loss  by  excess  of  import.  In  the 
second  instance,  £1,000  spent  in  pig 
iron  will,  at  very  low  prices,  buy  500 
tons,  the  freight  of  this  by  steamer 
to  Calcutta  wiU  be  £500 ;  the  iron  must 
realize  £1,500,  which  sum  invested  in 
jute  will  purchase  100  tons ;  the  freight 
to  Dundee  will  be  £300,  and  the  vedue 
of  the  jute  on  arrival  £1,800.  There 
will  appear  in  the  Board  of  Trade  Be- 
tum  an  "export"  of  £1,000  of  iron 
and  an  "import"  of  £1,800  of  jute, 
and  no  one  will  be  damnified  thereby. 
The  next  instance  is  more  startling. 
£1,000  will  buy  2,000  tons  of  coal,  free 
on  board  at  Cardiff ;  the  freight  of  this 
coal  to  San  Francisco  will  be  £1,500; 
the  amount  realized  for  it  in  San  Fran- 
cisco will  be  £2,500,  which  sum  invested 
in  wheat  will  purchase  2,000  quarters. 
The  conveyance  of  this  wheat  to  Liver- 
pool will  cost  £1,500,  and  it  will  re- 
quire to  be  sold  at  £4,000  in  Liverpool 
to  cover  cost  and  expenses.  In  the  im- 
port tables  there  will  be  an  entry  of 
£4,000  wheat ;  in  the  export  tables  there 
will  be  an  entry  of  £1,000  coal ;  the  one 
exchanges  for  the  other.  Is  anyone 
poorer  tor  this  transaction  ?  But  it  may 
be  said  these  are  ideal  figures.  [Mr. 
Ne^vdegate  :  Hear,  hear jl  Does  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
not  accept  them?    Well,  I  will  quote 
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ftom  the  Board  of  Trade  Betums  them- 
selves. Last  year  (1880)  687,000  tons 
of  coal  were  sent  from  this  country  to 
India.  They  were  valued  here  at 
£265,000,  and  appear  at  this  figure  in 
our  export  tables ;  in  the  Indian  import 
tables  they  are  valued  at  11,380,000 
rupees,  or  a  little  over  £900,000  sterling 
money.  This  sum  purchased  60,000 
tons  of  jute,  the  value  of  which  on 
arrival  here  was  £1,080,000.  The  coal 
left  this  country  valued  at  £265,000  ;  its 
equivalent,  the  jute,  came  home  valued 
at  £1,080,000,  and  I  do  not  know  that 
anyone  is  worse  off  for  the  exchange. 
But  it  is  said  to  be  unpatriotic  to  ex- 
port our  coal  in  exchange  for  wheat, 
that  we  had  bettor  grow  our  com  at 
home,  and  engage  more  English  labour. 
But  would  that  be  the  result?  Will 
any  hon.  Member  say  that  on  imported 
wheat  we  spend  less  in  labour  than  on 
home-grown  wheat?  What  was  the 
cost  of  the  labour  employed  in  the  pro- 
duction of  a  quartor  of  wheat  in  Eng- 
land ?  I  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Ohaplin),  who  is  an  au- 
thority on  suah  matters.  He  will,  I  hope, 
correct  me  if  I  am  wronff.  From  what 
I  can  learn,  I  believe  that  in  quoting 
10«.  as  the  labour  cost  of  the  produc- 
tion of  a  quartor  of  wheat  in  England  I 
am  in  excess  of  the  average.  Well, 
what  is  spent  on  the  getting  of  a  ton  of 
coal  in  tnis  country,  sending  it  to  San 
Francisco,  exchanging  it  there  for  a 
quartor  of  wheat,  and  bringing  the 
wheat  home  ?  The  getting  of  the  coal  will 
cost  nearly  As,  in  labour ;  it  will  be  put  on 
the  railway  and  on  shipboard  by  Eng- 
lishmen and  sent  across  the  ocean  in  a 
ship  built  by  Englishmen,  with  English 
capital.  On  arrival  at  San  Francisco  it 
is  exchanged  for  wheat,  the  sending  of 
which  home  again  employs  English 
shipping,  labour,  and  capital.  When 
the  wheat  arrives  here,  how  much  of  its 
cost  is  representod  by  British  labour? 
There  is  the  labour  spent  on  sinking  the 
pit,  on  getting  the  coal,  on  transferring 
it  to  the  port,  on  building  the  ship  and 
manning  it ;  and  there  is  the  labour  em- 
ployed in  taking  out  the  coal  and  bring- 
ing home  the  wheat.  I  do  not  know 
how  I  can  assess  the  labour  on  a  quartor 
of  coal-won  wheat  at  less  than  30«.,  or 
probably  three  times  as  much  as  is  spent 
on  a  quartor  of  home-grown  com.  But 
what  IS  the  advantage  to  the  nation  ?  A 
merchant  buys  500  or  1^000  toxis  of  coal, 

J&*.  J,  K.  Cross 


sends  it  abroad,  and  exchanges  it  for 
wheat.  He  brings  home  a  quartor  of 
wheat  in  exchange  for  a  ton  of  coal.  A 
ton  of  coal  in  England  at  the  present 
time  is  not  worth  more  than  Ss.,  in  many 
cases  not  nearly  so  much.  If  we  get  in 
exchange  forcoal  something  which,  in  this 
country,  is  worth  five  times  as  much  as 
the  coal,  is  not  this  an  advantage  to  the  na- 
tion  ?  I  do  not  see  that  we  are  worse  off 
through  entering  into  transactions  such 
as  these.  Well,  Sir,  what  is  to  be  the 
Autumn  campaign  of  Oentlemen  oppo- 
sito  ?  Is  the  flag  of  Protection  again  to 
be  unfurled  ?  Are  we  to  lose  that  free- 
dom of  action  we  have  enjoyed  so  long  ? 
Are  we  to  accept  trammels  which  hon. 
Oentlemen  are  not  bold  enough  to  sup- 
port in  this  House,  but  which,  when  out- 
side these  walls,  they  do  not  hesitate  to 
advocato?  I  do  not  think  their  pro- 
gramme will  succeed.  I  suppose  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposito  will  allow  that 
if  foreign  nations  imposed  no  duties  on 
our  exporte,  our  trade  would  be  very 
flourismng.  Well,  there  is  one  great 
trade  not  nampered  by  foreign  Taii£b, 
the  greatest  industry  in  this  country,  ex- 
cept agriculture-— the  coal  trade;  the 
trade  which  really  is  the  key  to  the 
commerce  of  the  world.  Every  nation 
is  ready  to  receive  our  coal,  yet  the  coal 
trade  was  never  in  a  condition  so  de- 
pressed as  it  is  now,  notwithstanding 
that  the  production  of  last  year  was  the 
greatest  on  record.  What  will  be  the 
result  of  Protection,  if  you  try  it  ?  Yon 
must  take  heed  from  Germany.  She  is 
not  now  pointed  at  as  a  nation  in  the  van 
of  commerce.  She  was  so  a  little  while 
ago ;  but  the  blighting  breath  of  Pro- 
tection has  passed  over  her,  and  she  is 
falling  behind.  Some  hon.  Members 
wished  to  place  a  differential  duty  on 
wheat.  They  have  such  duties  in  Qtet' 
many,  and  they  are  very  moderate ;  not 
more  than  5  per  cent.  Yet  it  is  (»dcu- 
lated  that  the  difference  in  the  price  of 
rye  bread,  through  the  action  of  this 
duty,  is  such  that  a  man  will  find  him- 
self short  of  a  month's  provision  dorinf 
the  year.  If  the  price  of  food  Is  ad- 
vanced 10  per  cent,  as  some  propose,  tiie 
purchasing  power  of  the  workman,  and 
of  everyone,  would  be  oorrespondii^ly 
reduced  unless  wages  were  nuaed ;  but 
there  is  no  record,  so  far  as  I  know,  in 
the  history  of  mankind  where  a  tax  upon 
food  has  raised  the  rato  of  wages ;  and 
in  Germany  the  question  now  is  n<il( 
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whether  wages  shall  be  raised,  but  whe- 
ther the  workman  can  have  as  much 
WOTk  and  wajg;es  as  before.  Manufao- 
tories  are  going  on  to  shorter  hours, 
and  discharging  workmen  to  emigrate, 
until  it  appears  that  no  less  than 
145,000  emigrants  have  left  the  shores 
of  Germany  during  the  last  six  months ; 
and  it  is  said  that  during  the  current 
year  the  export  of  humanity  from 
that  country  will  be  250,000.  Per- 
haps I  may  be  excused  if  I  speak 
earnestly  on  this  subject.  My  earliest 
days  were  passed  in  the  shade  of  Pro- 
tection. I  oo  not  want  those  times  to 
oome  again.  May  I  quote  a  short  de- 
acription  of  those  times,  written,  not  by 
a  £adica),  not  even  by  an  enthusiast  for 
Free  Trade,  but  written  by  the  French 
historian,  M.  Guizot?  GDhe  quotation 
refers  to  my  native  town ;  and  he  says, 
speaking  of  the  time  from  1836  and 
1840— 

'*  Bolton,  a  town  of  the  second  class  in  Lan- 
cashire, near  Manchester,  containing  about 
60,000  people,  had  been  thrown  by  tbe  com- 
mercial crisis  into  a  condition  of  utter  misery. 
Out  of  60  manufactures  30  were  closed,  more 
than  6,000  operatives  knew  not  where  to  seek 
or  to  obtain  the  means  of  sustenance.  Disorder 
and  crime,  as  well  as  misery,  increased  with 
awful  rapidity;  nearly  half  Uie  houses  were 
tenantless ;  the  prisons  overflowed,  infants  died 
in  their  mothers'  arms,  fathers  deserted  their 
wives  and  families,  striving  to  forget  those 
whom  they  could  no  longer  maintain.  But  the 
evil  continued;  no  succour  came." 

Then  it  was.  Sir,  that  the  agitation  in  fa- 
vour of  Free  Trade  began.  Do  hon.Mem- 
bers  opposite  wish  for  a  return  of  those 
times  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  no 
doubt,  remembers  the  condition  of 
Bolton  then,  and  I  do  not  think  that  any- 
one will  wbh  to  exchange  our  present 
experience  for  a  return  of  those  old  days. 
In  regard  to  this  Besolution,  I  am  most 
anxious  that  our  Goyemment  should 
have  the  power  to  make  reasonable 
Treaties  with  foreign  nations  in  the  in- 
terests of  commerce.  I  have  the  fullest 
confidence  that  the  Oovemment  will 
carry  out  the  best  arrangements  that 
can  be  made,  not  only  with  France,  but 
with  other  countries  also;  and  I  sin- 
cerely hope  that  nothing  may  ever  be 
done  by  our  statesmen  to  endaneer  that 
most  precious  privilege  of  EngUshmen 
•—the  right  to  buy  what  we  most  want 
where  we  best  can. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  wished  only 
to  ^ve  a  few  reasons  why  the  House 


should  adopt  the  Besolution  of  his  hon* 
Friend.  He  was  sure  eveiyone  who  had 
listened  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bolton  (Mr.  J.  K.  Gross)  must  have 
felt  satisfaction  in  listening  to  such  an 
interesting  and  able  speech.  It  was  not 
his  intention  to  follow  him  in  the  line 
he  had  taken.  It  surprised  him,  how- 
ever, to  hear  the  hon.  Member  express 
a  desire  for  specific  as  against  ad  valorem 
duties ;  and  he  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
statement  that  we  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  way  in  which  the  Frencm  levied 
their  duties.  He  had  always  understood 
that  the  Treaty  of  1860  was  a  bargain 
between  the  two  countries,  and  he  had 
yet  to  learn  that  one  of  the  parties  had 
no  right  to  interfere  when  they  felt  that 
bargain  had  been  broken.    In  the  next 

glace,  he  could  not  accept  the  view  of  the 
on.  Member  that  it  was  a  sign  of  pros- 
perity that  our  imports  very  largely  ex- 
ceeded our  exports.  If  tiiat  were  so, 
why  did  not  the  hon.  Gentleman  recom- 
mend that  no  efibrt  should  be  made  to 
reduce  the  rates  in  the  new  French 
Treaty — ^because  that  would  most  effec- 
tually limit  our  exports,  and  probably 
increase  our  imports?  Ooming  back, 
however,  to  the  question  in  hand,  there 
were  one  or  two  points  in  the  speech  of 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  which  he  thought  came  very 
strangely  from  him.  He  could  not  help 
thinkmg  when  he  was  addressing  the 
House  that  he  was  making  a  veiy  clever 
speech;  but  he  evaded  the  difficulties 
which  had  been  brought  before  them.  In 
regard  to  specific  duties,  he  pointed  out 
that  this  question  had  been  considered  by 
the  late  Government  in  regard  to  a  pro- 
posed Oommercial  Treaty  with  Italy. 
He  also  pointed  out  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  objection  in  principle  to 
specific  duties.  He  (Mr.  Jackson)  at 
once  said  he  had  no  objection  in  prin- 
ciple to  specific  duties ;  but  the  difficulty 
which  he  and  his  constituents  felt  in 
regard  to  the  question  was  that  all  at- 
tempts hitherto  made  to  convert  ad  va- 
lor&m  into  its  exact  equivalent  in  their 
manufactures  had  failed.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  enlighten  the  House 
as  to  whether  the  Oommissioners  had 
been  able  to  find  out  an  equivalent  in 
specific  duties  which  would  be  satisfac- 
tory to  Bradford  and  Leeds  manufac- 
turers and  merchants.  The  question 
under  discussion  was  one  in  which  his 
constituents  took  a  deep  interest,  and 
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one  in  whioh  they  were  vitally  con- 
cerned. A  Petition  had  been  presented 
to  the  House  that  day  which  practically 
followed  the  lines  of  the  Besolution, 
and  which  was  signed  by  25,350  of  his 
constituents,  prayine  the  House  to  sanc- 
tion no  Treaty  witn  France  on  worse 
terms  than  the  existing  one.  Of  the 
15,000,000  of  British  manufactures 
which  were  exported  from  England  to 
France  about  one-fourth  was  exported 
from  the  West  Eiding  of  Yorkshire,  and 
that  showed  how  deeply  interested  the 
district  was  in  the  question.  Instead  of 
80  many  complaints  being  made  against 
the  Gt>yemment,  he  would  rather  that 
their  hands  were  strengthened  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  make  a  better  Treaty.  He 
did  not  see  why  the  Oovemment  would 
not  have  followed  the  course  adopted 
in  reeardto  the  Treaty  of  1860,  and 
have  lefb  to  Parliament  the  power  of 
final  ratification.  Many  persons  to  whom 
he  had  spoken  on  the  subject  did  not 
think  this  would  in  the  least  degree  have 
endangered  the  Treaty  or  diminished 
the  chances  of  making  better  terms. 
As  regarded  the  proposal  to  alter  ad 
valortm  to  specific  duties,  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  Joint  Oom- 
mission  —  British  and  French  —  which 
sat  in  1860  was,  after  several  months' 
labour,  unable  to  come  to  any  agreement 
as  to  any  proper  equivalent  specific  duty 
80  far  as  woollens  were  concerned.  He 
was  open  to  correction  if  he  was  wrong ; 
but  he  was  informed  that  the  proposals 
which  the  French  Oommissioners  had 
made  for  the  conversion  of  ad  valorem 
into  specific  duties  on  mixed  woollens 
represented  an  increase  in  the  present 
rate  of  duties  of  from  20  to  200  per  cent. 
If  these  were  the  most  favourable  pro- 
posals the  Oovemment  had  received,  he 
could  not  conceive  that  they  would  for 
one  moment  listen  to  them,  as  they 
would  destroy  the  trade  of  a  very  large 
district,  so  far  as  France  was  concern^. 
The  district  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent  had  another  important  trade — 
namely,  the  leather  trade.  Leather  was 
divided  into  four  classes.  The  French 
Government  proposed  to  make  some 
slight  increase  in  three  of  the  classes, 
but  a  very  large  increase  in  the  fourth. 
They  proposed,  in  the  last-mentioned 
ease,  to  increase  the  duty  from  10  francs 
per  100  kilos  to  50  francs  per  100  kilos, 
or  an  increase  of  400  per  cent.  This 
proposal,  although  it  affected  only  one 
Mr.  Jackson 


category  of  goods,  affected  90  per  cent 
of  the  total  amount  of  leather  exported 
from  this  country  to  France,  and  covered 
the  whole  amount  of  leather  of  British 
manufacture  exported.  He  mentioned 
that  to  show  the  danger  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners being  misled  in  endeavouring  to 
fix  an  average  which  would  be  equiva- 
lent to  the  present  ad  valorem  duties.  A 
constituent  of  his  had  received  a  trade 
circular,  dated  June  6,  from  a  wool 
broker  in  Melbourne,  which  said  that  in 
the  address  of  liie'^retiring  Ohairman  of 
the  Melbourne  Ohamber  of  Oommeroe 
reference  was  made  to  the  contemplated 
new  line  of  steamers  from  Marseilles  to 
that  port,  which  the  French  Oovemment 
were  likely  to  subsidize  for  the  spedal 
purpose  of  enabling  French  manu&o- 
turers  to  obtain  their  supplies  of  wool 
direct.  That  might  be  considered  siniplj 
a  trade  circular;  but  the  Beturns  rar- 
nish^  by  the  Board  of  Trade  tended  to 
confirm  the  view  that  France  had,  dur- 
ing the  last  10  years,  been  more  and 
more  taking  her  supplies  of  raw  material 
from  abroad  direct,  and  not  through  the 
London  markets.  The  exports  of  Bri- 
tish produce  and  manufactures  and  of 
foreign  and  Colonial  goods  from  this 
country  to  France  showed  this  result. 
In  the  10  years  from  1861  to  1870  the 
exports  of  British  manufactured  produce 
to  France  amounted  to  £101,590,000, 
those  of  foreign  and  Oolonial  goods 
to  £128,490,000.  From  1871  to  1880 
British  exports  to  France  had  increased 
to  £160,2S0,000,  while  the  exports  of 
foreign  and  Colonial  produce  had  fallen 
to  something  over  £124,000,000.  The 
bounties,  therefore,  which  i^e  French 
proposed  to  give  to  their  shipping  in- 
volved, not  an  imaginary,  but  a  real 
danger.  So  far  as  he  was  able  to  judffe, 
under  the  Treaties  at  present  in  exist- 
ence, subject  to  annuUinjB^  on  12  months' 
notice,  there  had  been  found  no  incon- 
venience to  trade.  When  the  revision 
of  Treaties  of  Commerce  had  to  be  taken 
in  hand,  it  was  exceedingly  undesirable 
to  bind  this  country  for  a  long  period. 
One  other  matter  he  might  refer  to. 
Under  the  present  French  Patent  Laws, 
inventors,  more  especially  the  manufiio- 
turers  of  machinery  in  this  country,  were 
placed  at  a  great  disadvantage.  Under 
any  patent  taken  out  in  IVance  the  pa-* 
tented  part  must  be  made  in  that  oountiy. 
The  consequence  was  that  one  portion  of 
the  machinery  was  probably  made  in  this 
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•ooniitiy  and  another  portion  in  France. 
That  was  an  arrangement  wluch  worked 
very  disadyantageoualj  for  the  manufac- 
tnrers  of  machinery,  in  this  country,  and 
e^eoiaUy  in  the  borough  (Leeds)  he 
liad  the  honour  to  represent,  which  con- 
tained some  of  the  most  eminent  ma- 
chine makers  in  England.  One  firm  had 
found  the  inoonyenience  so  great  that  it 
had  been  compelled  to  take  a  workshop 
in  liille  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  arrangement.     He  hoped  that  in 
negotiating  a  new  Treaty  with  France 
care  would  be  taken  that  our  machine 
manufactarers  should  be  placed  on  equal 
terms  with  the  French.  They  had  heard 
a  great  deal  that  night    about   Free 
Trade,  Bedprocity,  and  Protection.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg), 
whom  he  always  listened  to  with  plea- 
sure, went  out  of  his  way  the  other  day 
to  say  something  with  regard  to  Bed- 
prooity  and  Protection,  and  he  looked  to 
technical  education  as  the  cure  for  the 
difficulties  under  wldch  we  laboured  with 
regard  to  hostile  TarifiPs.    Well,  he  had 
heard  a  story  which  might  throw  some 
light  on  that  point.    A  Bradford  manu- 
facturer told  a  merchant  dealing  with 
America  that  he  had  some  goods  which 
he  wanted  to  send  to  that  country.    He 
was  recommended  to  send,  not  the  whole 
of  those  goods,  but  only  three  bales, 
representing  about  £400.    Those  goods 
were  sold  at  a  great  advance  upon  Brad- 
ford prices ;  but  when  the  merchant  told 
the  manufacturer  that  there  was  a  debit  of 
£36  against  him,  he  had  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  making  the  manufacturer 
understand  that  in  consequence  of  the 
duties,  ad  valorem  and  specific,  and  the 
charges  imposed,  the  manufacturer,  had 
he  given  the  goods  away  at  Bradford, 
womd  have  been  £36  in  pocket.    How 
would  technical  education  remedy  that? 
He  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  thought  that  the  extension 
-of   any  system  of  technical  education 
in  this  country — an  extension  which  he 
should  be  glad  to  see — would  enable  us 
to  compete  against  such  a  state  of  things 
as  that.    The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
that  Bedprocity  and  Protection  were 
dead  and  buried;   but  that  there  had 
been  an  attempt  to  resuscitate  them.   It 
struck  him  that   the  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  been  visiting  their  grave  and 
have  seen  &eir  ghosts,  so  very  much 
afraid  of  them  was  he.    Becently  he 
was  q^ealoBg  to  m,  American  -nee 


Trader,  who,  he  believed,  was  a  friend 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Boohdale  (Mr. 
Potter),  and  who  had  recently  come 
from  America,  and  he  asked  the  gen* 
tleman  when  the  Americans  were  going 
to  take  their  duties  off.  The  gentle* 
man  replied  that  he  did  not  think 
much  progress  was  being  made  in  Ame« 
rica  in  the  way  of  Free  Trade.  He  (Mx. 
Jackson)  asked  him  what  would  be  the 
effect  of  imposing  a|duty  upon  all  com 
imported  fxom  ^nerica,  and  the  reply 
was — 

'*  The  imposition  of  a  duty  upon  com  by  the 
British  nation  would  do  more  to  spread  Free 
Trade  principles  in  America  than  anything  whidi 
haa  taken  place  for  a  long  time.'' 

It  had  been  stated  on  high  authority 
that  force  was  no  remedy;  but  when 
persuasion  and  entreaty  had  failed  it 
might  be  useful  to  t^  a  little  coer- 
cion.    He  did  not  believe  that  there 
was  a  man  in  this  country  who  desired 
Protection  for  Protection's  sake.    But  if 
we  did  not  occasionally  speak  out  and 
make  it  known  that  we  intended,  if  need 
be,  to  protect  ourselves,  we  should  find 
ourselves  left  behind  in  the  commercial 
race.    He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  preceded    him  that   the 
country  was  not  in  a  deplorable  condi- 
tion ;  out  the  mere  fact  that  our  trade 
was  a  large  one  did  not  prove  that  em- 
ployment was  being  provided  for  the 
large  mass  of  the  population,   and  he 
could  show  by  figures  that  at  all  events 
with  regard  to  particular  industries  our 
imports  were  increasing,  while  our  ex- 
ports were  decreasing.    Taking  manu- 
factured woollen  goods  as  an  example, 
it  would  be   found  that   whereas   the 
value  of  our  imports  from  France  in  1872 
amounted  to    £2,800,000,    in    1880    it 
amounted  to  £4,800,000 ;  while  in  the 
same  period  that  of  our  exports  to  that 
country  had  diminished  by  £1,000,000. 
That,  at  all  events,  was  not  a  condition 
of  things  which  was  satisfactory  to  the 
British  manufacturers.     Looking  at  the 
matter  in  a  broader  way,  it  would  be 
found  that  while  the  total  value  of  our 
exports  of  woollen  goods  in  1872  was 
£32,000,000,   it  had  fallen  in  1880  to 
£17,265,000,  or  nearly  one-half.     On 
the  other  hand,  the  value  of  our  total 
imports  of  the    same  class    of  goods 
had  risen  from  £4,380,000  in  1872  to 
£7,649,000  in    1880.    It  was  a  note- 
worthy feet  that  our  periods  of  pros- 
perity in  this   country  were  those  in 
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which  we  exported  the  largest  quantity 
of  goods ;  while  our  periods  of  depression 
were  those  in  which  we  exported  the 
least  and  imported  the  most.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  Oovemment  would 
agree  to  this  Besolution,  which  he  be- 
lieved would  strengthen  their  hands  in 
the  negotiations  for  a  Treaty  with  France, 
and  would  tend  to  promote  the  interests 
of  the  manufacturing  industry  of  this 
country. 

Mb.  BABRAN  said,  he  must  congra- 
tulate his  hon.  Friend  and  Colleague 
(Mr.  Jackson)  upon  the  temperate  tone 
of  his  speech.  If  his  example  had  been 
followed  by  Gentlemen  of  more  expe- 
rience in  the  House,  very  much  better 
service  would  have  been  done  to  the 
trade  and  commerce  of  the  country.  He 
thought  the  House  would  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  discerning  that  the  object  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Eitchie)  was  the  very  object  which  he 
had  himself  deprecated.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  at  all  that  the  question  of  the 
Sugar  Bounties  and  the  question  of  Be- 
ciprocity  was  to  be  the  Party  cry  of  the 
Tory  Party.  The  new-born  zeal  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Viscount  Sandon)  on  behalf  of  the 
working  men  of  this  country  would  have 
been  very  much  better  maidfested  at  a 
time  when  the  noble  Lord  was  in  power, 
and  when  the  late  Government  in  the 
year  1877  had  a  fair  chance  of  con- 
cluding a  Treaty  on  terms  such  as  we 
should  be  able  to  accept  at  the  present 
day.  He  was  quite  sure  that  whatever 
might  be  said  of  the  action  of  the 
Foreign  Office  at  the  present  day,  their 
conduct  compared  favourably  with  that 
of  their  Predecessors.  They  had  been 
willing  at  all  times  and  under  all  cir- 
cumstances to  lend  their  aid  in  further- 
ance of  trade  and  commerce.  The  posi- 
tion of  the  Liberal  Party  entitled  the 
Ministers  to  some  consideration.  At  any 
rate,  they  did  claim  to  be  Free  Traders ; 
andy  as  Free  Traders,  they  claimed  to  be 
the  champions  of  the  best  interests  of 
the  nation.  He  had  not  lost  his  faith  in 
Free  Trade,  and  he  thought  that  the 
public  would  be  reassured  when  they 
read  the  speech  delivered  that  night  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bolton 
(Mr.  J.  K.  Cross) ;  and  those  who  had 
been  disposed  to  jrield  a  little  to  the 
Mitreaties  of  men  who  were  anxious  to 
return  to  the  trammels  of  Protection 
would  also,  he  imagined,  be  inclined  to 

Mr,  Jaclion 


have  some  faith  in  Free  Trade  principles* 
If  we  looked  back  to  1860,  when  the 
Treaty  was  first  made,  and  compared 
the  condition  of  the.  trade  and  commerce 
of  this  country,  if  we  compared  the 
social  condition  of  the  people,  the  Betums 
of  pauperism,  or  the  state  of  the  labour 
market  of  that  time  with  the  present, 
we  must  feel  that  very  great  strides  had 
been  made.  We  were  now  asked  to 
return  to  the  old  i^stem  of  Protection. 
The  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  would  lead  us 
into  the  difficulty  of  having  no  Treaty 
with  France  and  of  being  subjected  to 
the  same  disadvantages  as  we  expe- 
rienced in  1860.  At  that  time  France 
was  in  a  state  of  great  depression ;  her 
industries  were  languishing,  and  her 
people  dissatisfied.  She  adopted  a  more 
wise  and  liberal  principle,  and  negotiated 
with  this  country  for  tiie  purpose  of  re- 
ducing her  duties.  Up  to  that  time  her 
duties  were  prohibitory.  He  was  right 
in  saying  that  both  England  and  France 
had  been  largely  benefited  by  the  changes 
then  made.  The  changes  were,  no  doubt, 
subject  to  the  fluctuations  of  trade  and 
commerce ;  and  France  had,  no  doubt, 
suffered,  as  other  nations  had  suffered, 
from  depression  in  trade.  When  this 
depression  occurred  from  time  to  time, 
people  were  naturally  disposed  to  seek 
for  remedies;  and  the  probability  was 
that  France,  at  the  present  time,  was 
seeking  for  a  remedy  which  many  of 
them  would  condemn.  He  was  anxious 
that  we  should  not  follow  her  example— 
that  we  should  maintain  our  principle  of 
Free  Trade.  But  he  contonaed  that  we 
had  a  perfect  right  to  make  such  terms 
with  France  as  we  felt  disposed  to  do. 
We  were  in  the  same  oonoition  as  re- 
garded France  as  we  were  in  1860. 
France  had  denounced  the  Oommerdal 
Treaty  and  had  set  us  free.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  spoke 
of  France  as  if  she  were  doing  some- 
thing unfair  by  imposing  certain  condi- 
tions. He  was  not  sure  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  say  that  iVance  had 
no  right  to  promulgate  a  General  Tariff. 
She  had  promulgated  a  General  Tariff. 
Those  were  the  tonus  on  which  she  was 
disposed  to  do  trade  with  the  whole 
world.  But  she  did  not  say  that  she 
was  not  prepared  to  make  special  con- 
ditions with  us.  She  had  appointed 
Bepresentativesto  entor  into  negotiations 
witQ  us.    They  had  met  iu  London  and 
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they  had  exchaneed  views  with  the  Com- 
missioners.   He  nad  great  oonfidence  in 
the  ultimate  result  being  satisfactoir. 
We  must  accept  the  best  terms  we  could 
get,  or  we  must  adopt  the  principle  of 
having  no  Treaty.    He  contendea  that 
the  advantage  which  we  enjoyed  in  a 
moral  point  of  view  from  the  Treaty 
with  France  was  equal  to  that  which  we 
enjoyed   in   a  fiscal  respect— that  the 
fears  of  a  French  invasion  had  vanished 
in  consequence  of  our  commercial  inter- 
cpurse  with  France.    This  was  a  ques- 
tion not  merely  of  pounds,  shilling,  and 
pence ;   it  was  a  question  of  livmg  on 
amicable   terms  with  our  neighbours, 
which  would  lead  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  two  nations.    The  noble  Liord  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  said  he  knew  a 
great  deal  about  me  working  men,  and 
he  was  anxious  about  their  present  con- 
dition.   Though  the  trade  between  this 
country  and  France  had  not  lately  been 
as  prosperous  as  many  manufacturers 
wished,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
tihat  the  condition  of  our  people  gene- 
rally was  very  satisfactory;  that  there 
was  very  much  less  distress,  much  less 
pauperism,  and  much  more  satisfaction 
and  peace  among  our  people  now  than  30 
or  40  years  ago.    Emigration  from  this 
countrv  to  America  had  decreased  30  per 
cent.  One  of  the  causes — the  main  cause 
—of  the  depression  which  existed  in  this 
country  at  the  present  time  was  a  pro- 
duction of  goods — and  he  took  blame 
to  himself  in  that  matter — ^in  excess  of 
the  demand  of  the  nation  and  of  the 
world.    He  had  no  fear  for  England, 
except  we  lost  confidence  in  oursMalves. 
If  we  maintained  our  Free  Trade  prin- 
ciples and  continued  to   have  such  a 
Ministry  as  we  had  now,  and  which  had 
done  so  much  to  promote  our  material 
welfare,  we  should  enjoy  happiness  and 
prosperity. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  say  nothing  that 
may  disturb  the  confidence  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  Barran),  who 
has  just  sat  down ;  but  I  confess  that  it 
is  with  intense  satisfaction  I  find  the 
commercial  interests  of  this  country  pre- 
paring for  a  Commercial  Treaty,  by 
eivinff  this  House  the  benefit  of  their 
knowledge  and  experience.  I  well  re- 
member the  Treaty  of  1860,  and  I  re- 
member how  very  much  we  were  kept 
in  the  dark  as  to  the  negotiations,  which 
were  previously  conducted  by  Mr.  Oobden 


—as  it  appeared  afterwards,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government.  There  is  a  most' 
singular  despatch  from  the  late  Lord 
Clarendon,  wno  was  then  our  Minister 
in  France.  He  wrote  to  the  Foreign 
0£See  begging  to  know  in  what  caj^acity 
Mr.  Cobden  appeared,  for  it  was  evident, 
although  Lord  Olarendon  most  good- 
humouredly  overlooked  the  fact,  that 
Mr.  Oobden  was,  in  fact,  superseding 
our  Minister  in  Paris,  by  negotiating 
without  authority  with  the  French  Im- 
perial Gbvemment.  That  despatch  is 
in  the  Library,  and  I  think  that  it 
affords  a  warning,  which  the  commercial 
interest  and  its  representatives  in  this 
country  should  bear  in  mind,  to  the 
effect  that  when  it  is  known  that  a  Com- 
mercial Treaty  is  contemplated,  they 
should  ur^  their  views  upon  the  (Go- 
vernment in  this  House.  1  rejoice  to 
say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in  answer  to 
a  Question  from  myself  the  other  day, 
assured  this  House  that  whatever  nego- 
tiations might  be  carried  on — whatever 
agreement  might  be  made  between  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  and  the  Ministers  of. 
France  with  respect  to  a  Commercial 
Treaty — the  functions  and  the  rights  of 
this  Mouse  should  be  respected,  and 
that  any  such  agreement  should  be  pro- 
visional until  it  received  the  consent  of 
this  House.  [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.] 
I  am  Sony  to  see  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  shakes  his  head  and  denies 
the  accuracy  of  my  impression.  It  is 
necessary  that  this  House  should  re- 
member that  Commercial  Treaties  differ 
from  all  other  Treaties,  inasmuch  as  al- 
though the  conditions  of  a  Commercial 
Treaty  may  not  alter  existing  duties,  it 
is  almost  inevitable — actually  inevitable 
— that  the  Treaty  should  trench  upon 
the  functions  and  the  power  of  this 
House  as  to  the  imposition  of  new  or 
renewed  duties.  Now,  Sir,  in  1860  this 
question  was  formally  decided;  and, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  wUl 
read  the  words  of  Lord  Palmerston, 
showing  how  genuinely  he  understood 
and  respected  uie  right  of  the  House  to 
have  its  powers  and  its  functions  re- 
served unfettered  by  any  engagement 
entered  into  by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
without  the  assent  of  this  House.  Speak- 
ing of  that  Treaty,  Lord  Palmerston 
said — "When  ratified  the  Convention 
will  be  laid" — (he  did  not  call  it  a 
Treaty,  but  he  called  it  a  Convention)— 
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"  Whon  ratified,  the  Convention  will  be  laid 
l)efor6  the  House;  but  this  much  I  will  say 
now  in  answer  to  the  question  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  " — 

(the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield) — 

'<  as  to  what  would  be  the  function  of  this 
House  in  regard  to  that  Convention  ** — 

(he  did  not  call  it  a  Treaty) — 

*^  that  the  arrangements  stipulated  to  be  made 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty  are  made  conditional 
on  the  consent  of  Parliament  to  them.  Unless 
we  have  the  consent  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment we  are  &ee  from  any  engagement  that  has 
been  contracted.**— [3  Hansard,  clvi.  109.] 

And  that  is  the  position  which  I  trust 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  reserve 
to  this  House,  as  it  was  reserved  before. 
Notwithstanding  the  declaration  of  Lord 
Palmerston, which  I  have  quoted,in  1 860 
the  House  still  was  not  satisfied  that  it 
had  been  sufficiently  consulted,  and  what 
did  Mr.  Disraeli — then  the  Leader  of  the 
Conservative  Party  in  this  House  ?  Sir, 
he  moved  this  Besolution  because  the 
House  felt  that  there  had  been  an  undue 
degree  of  concealment  in  the  negotia- 
tions— 

«  This  House  does  not  think  fit  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Customs  Acts,  with  a  view  to  the 
reduction  or  repeal  of  the  Duties  referred  to  in  the 
Treaty  of  Commerce  between  Her  Majesty  and 
the  Emperor  of  the  Frendi,  until  it  shall  have 
considorod  and  assented  to,  the  engagements  in 
that  Treaty." 

The  House  divided.  It  was  a  very  full 
House,  and  these  are  the  numbers : — 
For  the  Motion  230 ;  against  the  Mo- 
tion 293 :  Majority  63.  This  shows 
plainly  how  determined  the  House  was 
not  to  allow  itself  to  be  led  blindfold  into 
any  compromise  of  its  power  of  taxation. 
I  am  glad,  therefore,  to  find  that  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
has  elicited  from  the  House  the  true 
spirit  of  independence,  which  Mr.  Pitt, 
the  negotiator  of  the  first  Commercial 
Treaty  with  France,  so  much  respected 
in  1797  that  he  laid  the  whole  conditions 
that  he  had  proposed  to  France  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  for  five  months  be- 
fore the  Treaty  was  completed.  I  men- 
tion these  facts  to  show  how  completely 
justified  is  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  in  bringing  this  subject 
before  the  House;  since  now,  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  Session,  we  have  the 
prospect  of  negotiations  with  France; 
and  the  House,  in  the  fulfilment  of  its 
duty  to  the  oountry,  is  bound  to  reserve 
its  assent  and  its  sole  power  of  dealing 
with  taxation,  lest  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
Mr.  NwodsgaU 


ters  should  imag^e  that  (lie  House  has 
abandoned  to  them  the  functions  which 
rest  solely  with  itself.  I  was  glad  to 
read  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  said  at  the  Lord  Mayor's 
dinner,  that  he  believed  this  House  to 
be  in  no  way  deficient  in  talent,  as  com- 
pared  with  any  of  its  predecessors ;  and  I 
think  the  House,  by  its  conduct  to-night, 
is  proving  itself  worthy  of  that  com- 
mendation by^  showing  its  readiness  to 
defend  the  rights  and  functions  with 
which  the  nation  has  intrusted  us.  To- 
night I  am  better  satisfied  on  this  sub- 
i'eot  than  I  have  been  for  years.  The 
Lon.  Member  for  Bolton  (Mr.  J.  E. 
dross)  wished  to  tempt  me  into  a  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  balance  of  trade.  It  is  a 
subject  on  which  I  have  both  written  and 
spoken ;  but  I  have  become  more  cautious 
than  the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton  seems 
to  be,  for,  looking  across  the  House, 
after  presenting  some  figures  calculated 
to  produce  a  very  strong  impression  in 
favour  of  the  present  commercial  policy, 
as  affecting  the  balance  of  trade-^look- 
inff  across  the  House  the  hon.  Member 
said — ''  But  I  shall  be  told  that  I  am  deal- 
ing with  imaginary  figures."  I  could  not 
withhold  the  expression  of  my  assent. 
I  have  had  some  experience  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  obtaining  exact  statistics  to  illus- 
trate fairly  the  balance  of  the  trade  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  it  is  not  by 
partial  instances  of  isolated  transactions 
that  that  great  question  can  be  duly  or 
safely  tested.  I  stand  here.  Sir,  un- 
blushing in  the  retention  of  my  former 
opinions.  I  am  prepared  to  say  what  I 
was  obliged  to  tell  the  Mayor  of  Bir- 
mingham, the  brother  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  The  Mayor,  at  a  meeting  in 
Birmingham,  feared  that  I  might  enter 
on  this  subject.  I  replied — "  You  must 
remember  that  though  I  may  be  in  a 
minority  in  England,  I  have  the  ma- 
jority of  the  commercial  world  with  me 
in  these  opinions."  I  cannot  believe 
that  our  brethren  across  the  Atlantic  are 
lunatics  any  more  than  ourselves.  I 
think  it  would  be  a  reflection  on  the 
English  race  if  I  were  to  be  so  pre- 
sumptuous as  even  to  appear  to  admit 
anymine^  of  the  kind.  Will  hon.  Mem- 
bers beneve  that  I,  who  was  tlie  last 
Chairman  of  the  Protection  Society  for 
the  United  Eangdom  and  the  Ooloniee — 
will  hon.  Members  believe  me  to-night, 
when  I  tell  them  that  when  I  first  jomed 


Digitized  by 


Google 


im 


lirm^ 


(August  12,  1881]        Commereial  Treaty.     1778 


tliat  Society  my  first  straggle  was  to  in- 
duce the  members  of  it  to  agree  with  the 
late  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  who  had  then  pro- 
posed the  redaction  of  yarioas  Costoms' 
I>atie8y  which  had  been  imposed  or  en- 
hanced by  the  previoas  Liberal  Oovem- 
ment  ?  I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  Bach  is  the  fact.  I,  and  the 
late  Mr.  Beckett-Denison,  supported,  and 
soccessfolly  supported,  the  TarifiP  intro- 
duced in  1842,  and  the  fdrther  reduction 
of  Customs'  Duties  by  the  late  Sir  Eobert 
Peeluptol845.  Andyetyou  nominal  Free 
Traders  seem  to  consider  me  a  fanatic — 
I,  who  supported  the  late  Sir  Eobert  Peel 
in  oonyertmg  the  prohibitory  Tariff  of 
this  country,  which  had  been  imposed 
and  enhanced  by  the  Liberal  Oovem- 
ments  which  preyed  that  of  Sir  Eobert 
Peel  in  1842,  into  a  scale  of  moderate 
niotective  duties.  The  term  Free  Trade 
has  been  perverted ;  it  has  been  misused 
for  years  to  desippiate  the  system  of  free 
imports  maintamed  by  this  country, 
while  the  Tariffs  of  other  coxmtries  are 
becomine  more  and  more  protective. 
That  which  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  and  the  commercial  public 
are  beginning  to  demand  is  not  Free 
Trade  in  the  perverted  sense  that  I  have 
described,  but  Fair  Trade,so  that  we  may 
trade  with  foreigners  on  something  like 
terms  of  equali^.  The  only  difference 
between  the  two  sides  of  the  House  is,  I 
believe,  as  to  the  means  by  which  fair 
trade  may  be  obtained  for  the  commercial 
and  industrial  interests  of  this  country. 
I  hope,  I  have  reason  to  believe,  that  the 
bigotry  of  free  imports  is  being  dispelled. 
The  Bepresentatives  of  the  commercial 
interests  are  here.  I  am  here  in  answer 
to  the  appeal  virtually  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  his  speech  at  the  Lord 
Mayor's  dinner.  We  are  here  for  the 
purpose  of  arming,  for  the  purpose  of 
strengthening  the  hands  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  in  their  negotiations  for 
a  Oommercial  Treaty  with  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  France. 

Mb.  WILLIAMSON  said,  it  was 
quite  true  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Eitchie)  did  not 
advocate  Protection  pure  and  simple ; 
but  he  did  not  advocate  Free  Trade. 
The  hon.  Member  advocated  Eetaliation, 
and  that  they  knew  to  be  only  another 
name  for  Protection.  Although  the  hon. 
Member  repudiated  the  idea  of  imposing 
a  dutv  on  breadstuffs,  yet,  from  the  cross- 
fflnnninfttion  to  which  he  subjected  him 


(Mr.  Williamson)  before  the  Eoyal 
Commission,  some  notion  of  that  kind 
must  have  been  floating  through  his 
mind.  It  might  appear  paradoxical, 
but  ho  had  the  impression  that  the  hos- 
tile Tariffs  of  some  of  the  competing  na- 
tions did  not  do  us  the  injury  that  some 
hon.  Members  opposite  imagined,  but 
helped  to  stimulate  our  trade  to  a  cer- 
tain extent.  At  least,  they  gave  us  a 
firmer  grip  on  the  non-manufacturing 
countries,  such  as  South  America,  China, 
Japan,  and  Australia,  which  were  the 
largest  consumers  of  our  goods.  He  did 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  had  treated 
the  House  fairly  in  the  years  he  had  se- 
lected for  comparison.  He  had  also  not 
placed  the  figures  in  every  case  fairly  be- 
fore the  House.  In  truth,  no  nation  that 
imposed  high  Tariffs  on  manufactured 
goods  could  compete  with  us,  and  never 
would  be  able  to  do  so.  Practically  the 
shipping  trade  of  America  had  been  anni- 
hilated by  Protection,  while  the  British 
shipping  trade  had  been  remarkably 
prosperous  for  the  last  two  years,  and 
he  hoped  that  prosperity  would  continue. 
No  doubt  less  profits  were  made,  and 
complaints  were  heard  in  consequence ; 
but  that  was  one  of  the  results  of  the 
altered  conditions  brought  about  by 
telegraphy  and  other  things,  and  they 
must  accept  the  situation.  He  did  not 
concur  in  the  gloomy  views  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  the  trade  of  the 
country.  A  number  of  our  manufactur- 
ing districts — notably  Leicester  and  Not- 
tingham— ^had  been  fairly  prosperous  of 
late,  and  the  workmen  fully  employed. 
In  Bradford,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
had  been  much  depression ;  but  that  was 
capable  of  explanation.  He  did  not 
think  the  Bradford  people  were  up  to 
the  mark  in  point  of  taste.  They  manu- 
factured cheap  articles  of  dress  for 
women,  and  it  was  very  difficult  to  make 
these  tastefully.  They  also  manufac- 
tured them  chiefly  of  lustres,  whilst  of 
late  the  fashion  had  changed  in  favour 
of  softer  and  more  clinging  substances. 
As  to  the  sugar  trade,  he  was  sure  that 
wo  had  suffered  more  from  antiquated 
methods  of  refining  than  from  foreign 
bounties ;  and  he  understood  that  recent 
legislation  had  so  modified  the  French 
Sugar  Bounties  that  they  could  exercise 
but  little  influence  on  British  trade.  He 
would  contend  that  some  of  the  facts 
stated  by  the  hon.  Gentieman  the  Mem- 
ber for  we  Town  Hamlets  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
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tfnd  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon)  were  ca- 
pable of  explanations  different  from  those 
which  they  had  given.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose for  a  moment  that  the  House  would 
Biinction  the  Motion,  and  he  hoped  it 
would  be  rejected  by  a  large  majority. 

Mb.  EOEOYD  begged  to  compliment 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bolton  (Mr.  J.  K. 
Gross)  upon  his  able  speech.  In  this  de- 
bate it  was  no  Party  question  they  were 
discussing ;  and  if  there  was  one  thing 
more  than  another  which,  as  a  new  Mem- 
ber, he  was  pleased  to  observe  in  the 
House,  it  was  the  ready  allowance  made 
for  honest  differences  of  opinion  which 
they  must  always  expect  to  find  among 
men  who  studied  great  political  ques- 
tions. It  was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that 
there  were  great  diversities  of  opinion 
among  those  who  were  classed  as  Pro- 
tectionists. No  doubt,  some  Gentlemen 
did  desire  to  see  a  return  to  Protection  ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Ecroyd)  was  not  one  of 
them.  There  were,  no  doubt,  also  those 
who  held  the  opinion  that  the  best  way 
to  bring  round  nations  like  the  United 
States  and  France  was  to  retaliate  upon 
them  in  this  way — that  if  they  put  a 
duty  of  20  or  50  per  cent  on  our  leading 

Productions  we  should  put  the  same 
uties  upon  theirs.  He  could  conceive 
no  principle  more  irrational,  and  none 
less  capable  of  being  carried  into  prac- 
tical application;  and  if  that  were  the 
meaning  of  BetaUation  he  was  no  Be- 
taliationist.  With  regard  to  the  term 
Beciprocity,it  was  very  difficult  to  under- 
stand what  meaning  to  attach  to  it.  It 
contained  within  itself  the  germs  of  those 
high  desires  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Mr.  Barran)  for  the 
peace  and  better  understanding  between 
nations  in  which  they  all  agreed.  Beci- 
procity,  in  whatever  sense  they  took  its 
meaning,  must  surely  be  a  thing  they 
would  all  desire  to  bring  about.  There 
had  been  a  great  deal  of  discussion  about 
the  balance  of  trade,  and  perhaps  the 
P^eneral  question  might  be  approached 
in  that  way  very  profitably.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  attached  no  necessary 
importance  to  the  discrepancy  between 
the  exports  and  imports  of  this  country. 
We  had  very  large  foreign  investments, 
and  in  connection  with  our  great  carry- 
ing trade  a  large  amount  of  wages  must 
accrue  to  us.  The  income  due  to  us  on 
these  accounts  must  cause  our  imports, 
00  a  general  rule,  considerably  to  exceed 


our  exports  in  value ;  but  one  important 
element  had  been  left  out  of  sight  by 
those  who  would  explain  the  whole  excess 
in  that  way.  The  years  1871,  1872, 
1873,  and  1874  were  years  of  great  pros- 
perity to  this  country,  in  which  our  in- 
dustries were  in  active  employment.  In 
those  years  there  was  a  tendency  ex- 
hibited to  a  nearer  approximation  of 
the  amounts  of  our  exports  and  imports 
than  during  the  less  prosperous  years 
that  followed.  Accoroing  to  many  of 
the  explanations,  which  reaUy  over- 
explained  the  reason  of  the  great  dif- 
ference between  our  exports  and  our 
imports,  those  ought  to  have  been  years 
when  the  nation  was  becoming  im- 
poverished ;  but  he  did  not  think  any- 
one on  the  opposite  Benches  would  be 
bold  enough  to  assert  that.  The  real 
explanation  was  that  in  those  years,  be- 
cause our  industries  were  fully  emplojed, 
because  we  were  earning  a  large  sur- 
plus income,  we  were  greatly  admng  to 
our  investments  abroad ;  wnilst  in  the 
years  which  had  followed  our  industries 
had  only  been  two-thirds  employed,  and 
there  had  been  a  great  amount  of  en-) 
forced  idleness.  The  result  had  been 
that  having  the  same  or  a  greater 
population  to  feed  and  clothe,  upon  a 
reduced  income,  we  had  been  compelled 
to  withdraw  from  foreign  countries  part 
of  the  value  of  our  investments  there. 
He  had  observed  the  extremely  optimist 
tone  in  the  speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  many  of  them  Bepresentatives 
of  large  manufacturing  towns,  where  he 
knew  there  existed  a  great  amount  of 
discontent  on  the  part  of  the  working 
classes  with  the  present  position  of  our 
commerce  and  industries ;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  think  they  would  find  it  much 
more  difficult  to  justify  themselves  before 
their  constituentis  than  would  those  who 
had  invited  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  subj  ect.  The  great  question  of  Free 
Trade,  and  what  it  had  done  for  tins 
country,  was  dwelt  upon  in  somewhat 
eloquent  language  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bolton  in  the  latter  part  of  his 
speech.  He  (Mr.  Ecroyd^,  too,  was  one 
of  those  who  had  the  privilege  of  wit- 
nessing the  success  of  the  agitation  for 
Free  Trade ;  and,  though  a  young  man, 
he  took  a  deep  and  proud  interest  in 
what  was  then  done  by  the  country.  He 
had  never  thought  tnat  course  mistaken, 
and  still  believed  that  what  was  then 
done  was  rightly  done.    He  reoogniied 
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to  file  fullest  extent  the  great  benefits 
that  Free  Trade  had  brought  to  the 
worldng  dasBee  of  this  country.  But 
the  state  of  things  was  much  changed 
since  then.  At  tluit  time  the  laws  of  this 
coun^  were  the  great  barrier  against  a 
free  interchange  of  commodities,  and 
there  was  little  restriction  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States.  Now,  the  Protection 
and  exclusion  were  on  the  part  of  the 
States,  which  had  created  an  artificial  sys- 
tem for  the  purpose  of  excluding  foreign 
manufactures.  That  country  was  be- 
coming more  and  more  inde^ndent  of 
England.  The  old  state  of  things  could 
not  be  restored.  Those  considerations 
were  the  key  to  the  discussion  of  the 
neat  question,  which  was  falsely  called 
Bedprocity.  This  country  had  within  its 
boundaries  a  population  skilled  and  in- 
dustrious in  all  manufactures  beyond 
any  people  the  world  had  ever  seen. 
They  were  not  in  the  position  of  a  nation 
which  could  live  upon  its  own  limited 
resources.  They  had  to  manufacture  for 
Tast  regions  of  the  world,  and  they  were 
dependent  for  the  food  of  the  people 
on  free  intercourse  with  other  nations. 
During  the  last  10  years  that  intercourse 
had  teen  restricted,  and  this  want  of 
Beciprocity  was  the  thing  of  which  they 
comj^iained.  They  desired  that  the 
bamer  now  imposed  by  the  United 
States  should  be  removed  as  effectually 
as  England  removed  in  1846  the  barrier 
which  she  had  erected.  He  maintained 
that  what  was  contended  for  at  present 
under  the  name  of  Free  Trade  was  not 
the  substance  but  the  shadow  which  was 
fought  for,  not  by  working  men,  but  by 
the  docirinairea  by  whom  the  working 
men  allowed  themselves  to  be  led.  He 
had  some  autiiority  to  say  this,  because 
he  had  been  returned  to  the  House  by 
a  large  working-class  constituency,  after 
be  had  expreased  to  them  with  great 
freedom  his  opinions  on  this  subject. 
There  had  been  an  attempt  made  in  this 
country  to  set  up  the  principle  of  free 
land ;  out  he  should,  for  one,  leave  it  to 
those  who  had  landed  property  to  judge 
for  themselves  how  it  could  be  turned  to 
the  best  account,  and  he  should  en- 
oourage  no  one  to  attempt  the  growth  of 
wheat  under  conditions  where  it  could 
not  pay.  He  knew  very  well  the  stigma 
that  must  attach  to  anyone  who  would 
proclaim  his  belief  in  the  necessity  of 
imposing  any  tax  whatever  upon  the 
nod  of  tae  people;  bat  if  the  Acuity 


from  which  we  suffered  was  this— that 
we  were  obliged  to  purchase,  say, 
£100,000,000  sterling  of  food  every  year 
&t)m  people  who  would  not  take  our 
productions  in  exchange,  it  must  be  a 
matter  of  vital  importance  to  try  if  we 
could  not  establish  within  our  own  Em- 

Sire  the  power  of  growing  those  pro- 
ucts.  The  sacrifice  could  only  be  tem- 
porary, and  the  moment  we  succeeded  in 
establishing  that  power  we  should  enjoy 
the  substance  instead  of  the  shadow  of 
Free  Trade.  The  Oobden  Treaty  was  an 
attempt  te  promote  the  principle  of  Free 
Trade ;  but  he  could  not  admit  that  it 
had  succeeded  as  ite  promoters  ex- 
pected. In  negotiating  with  the  French 
Government  it  was  of  the  greatest  im- 
portence  that  we  should  not  at  this 
time  enter  inte  any  Treaty  which  was 
irrevocable.  He  was  not  going  to  say 
that  Betaliation  was  the  policy  to  be 
adopted  towards  France.  He  hoped  we 
should  have  a  friendly  esteblishment 
of  increased  freedom  of  exchange  be- 
tween this  and  other  countries.  Jbut  it 
might,  unfortunately,  be  otherwise,  and 
we  should  stend  in  a  worse  position  if 
we  bound  ourselves  beforehand  by  a 
self-denying  ordinance  not  to  impose 
duties  under  any  circumstances  upon 
manufactures  imported  from  France  into 
this  country. 

Me.  chamberlain  :  At  the  com- 
mencement  of  the  interesting  and  mode- 
rate speech  just  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Bcroyd),  he 
referred  to  speeches  from  this  side  of 
the  House,  which,  in  his  opinion,  con- 
tained references  to  subjects  outside  and 
beyond  the  immediate  issue  under  dis- 
cussion. I  cannot  but  think  that  the 
same  criticism  will  apply  to  much  that 
has  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self; but  I  do  not  make  this  a  matter  of 
complaint.  On  the  contrary,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  real  interest  of 
this  discussion  consiste  in  those  portions 
of  it  which  have  reference  to  the  new 
doctrines  of  Fair  Trade,  Reciprocity,  and 
Retaliation,  of  which  we  have  heard  so 
much  and  know  so  little,  and  with^  re- 
spect to  which  we  are  naturally  anxious 
to  have  accurate  and  definite  informa- 
tion. I  had  hoped,  in  view  of  this  de- 
bate, that  at  last  we  should  be  able  to 
grasp  the  phantom  which  has  so  long 
eluded  us.  I  confess  that  these  expec- 
tations have  been  disappointed,  and  that 
even  noW;  after  having  listened  atten- 
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tively  to  everything  Tehich  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  and  from  pre- 
vious speakers  on  his  side  of  the  House, 
I  am  still  in  the  dark  as  to  what  they 
mean,  and  even  as  to  whether  they  un- 
derstand their  own  meaning  themselves. 
It  is  gratifying,  no  doubt,  to  be  assured, 
as  we  have  been  by  all  of  them,  that 
they  are  opposed  to  Protection  and  in 
favour  of  **  real "  Free  Trade ;  but  it  is 
difficult  for  a  plain  man  to  reconcile  these 
assurances  with  the  other  statements 
which  they  have  made.  We  have  had 
expounded  to-night  several  shades  in 
the  new  heterodoxy  which  seems  at  last 
to  have  secured  tiie  patronage  of  the 
Conservative  Party.  We  have,  in  the 
first  place,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  iNorth  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate),  whose  consistency  we  all  gladly 
recognize,  and  who  tells  us  that  he 
stands  before  the  House  '*  unblushing," 
the  last  Chairman  of  the  old  Protection 
Societv,  the  last  rose  of  summer,  for  40 
years  lefb  blooming  alone,  and  now  both 
gratified  and  astonished  to  see  himself 
surrounded  by  so  large  a  company.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Sitchie)  refuses  to  go  as  far  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Warwickshire. 
He  tells  us  that  he  is  not  in  favour  of 
Protection;  but  then  he  adds  that  he 
approves  of  countervailing  duties,  and 
that  he  considers  that  we  should  now  do 
wisely  to  take  up  once  more  the  weapons 
which  we  have  prematurely  abandoned 
—  meaning,  by  this  expression,  the 
duties  upon  foreign  produce  by  which,  in 
former  times,  home  industry  was  sup- 
posed to  have  been  protected.  Then  we 
have  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon).  He  is  in- 
dignant that  an  attempt  should  be  made 
to  mix  him  up,  of  all  persons  in  the 
world,  with  the  discarded  doctrines  of 
Protection.  He  protests,  in  almost  pa- 
thetic tones,  his  admiration  and  respect 
for  the  deceased  leaders  of  the  Free 
Trade  movement;  and  I  cannot  avoid 
saying,  in  passing,  that  it  is  a  charac- 
teristic fact  in  this  and  similar  discus- 
sions that  those  who  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  are  fond  of  expressing  their 
respect  for  the  Free  Trade  leaders  and 
Political  Economists  who  are  gone  from 
us,  and  who  cannot  repudiate  the  here- 
sies which  are  now  attributed  to  them ; 
while  they  are  unwilling  to  accord  any 
authority  at  all  to  the  utterances  of  those 
SVee  Traders  and  Economists  who  are 

Mr.  ChamierMn 


still  alive— who  are  the  legitimate  heirs 
and  successors  of  the  dead,  and  who  con- 
tinue and  maintain  their  true  faith  and 
best  traditions.  The  noble  Lord  tells 
us  that  he  is  in  favour  of  "  Fair  Trade." 
I  have  a  great  respect  for  the  noble  Lord, 
though  I  am  not  able  to  take  him  at  his 
own  estimate  as  ihe  true  Representative 
of  the  trading  classes  and  tne  commer- 
cial interests  of  this  country.  But  it  is 
in  no  disrespect  to  his  general  ability 
that  I  challenge  him  to  point  out  to  the 
House  any  practical  distinction  between 
what  he  calls  Fair  Trade,  and  what  the 
rest  of  the  world  have  hitherto  consented 
to  call  Protection.  He  complains,  fbr 
instance,  with  regard  to  the  Cobden 
Treaty  that  it  bound  this  country  not  to 
impose  any  duties  on  French  prodaoSy 
while  it  left  the  French  free  to  levy 
duties  not  exceeding  30  per  cent  on  the 
products  of  Engli^  industry,  and  he 
says  that  this  is  not  a  fair  arrangement. 
But  how  does  he  propose  to  alter  itf 
He  may,  of  course,  endeavour  to  per- 
suade the  French  to  give  up  their  duties 
and  to  allow  the  free  import  of  English 
goods.  He  knows,  however,  that  tUs  is 
impossible,  and  the  only  alternative  open 
to  him  is  to  meet  the  French  in  their 
folly,  and  to  impose  duties  not  exceeding 
30  per  cent  on  their  exports.  That  may 
be  right,  or  it  may  be  wrong ;  but,  at 
least,  the  operation  would  produce  a 
state  of  things  exactly  similar  to  that 
which  existed  under  the  protective  sys- 
tem which  the  noble  Lord  professes  to 
disapprove.  On  the  whole,  then,  al- 
though the  means  are  different  and  tibe 
language  varies,  it  appears  in  every 
case,  and  in  spite  of  protests  to  the  con- 
trary, that  hon.  Members  opposite  do 
intend  to  revert  to  a  system  of  protec- 
tion, although  they  prudently  refuse  to 
tell  us  the  exact  nature  of  the  protective 
measures  which  they  desire  us  to  adopt. 
Although  in  this  respect  they  continue 
indefinite  and  vague,  we  have,  at  least, 
as  one  result  of  the  discussion,  a  full 
statement  of  the  grounds  on  which  the 
claim  for  Beciprocity  or  Betaliation  is 
based ;  and  I  am  here  to  challenge  the 
allegations  which  have  been  made,  and 
to  say,  with  regard  to  them,  that  th^ 
are,  in  the  main,  either  greatly  exag- 
gerated or  altogether  inaccurate. 

Before  I  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  facts  and  figures  on  which  I 
shall  rest  my  case,  I  have  to  notice  a  pre- 
linunaxy  matter  wluch  has  been  refeixed 
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to  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Liyerpool.    In  language  bo  strong  as  to 
be  almost  offensive,  he  accuses  the  Go- 
vernment of  practising  concealment  upon 
Parliament  and  the  people.    I  emphati- 
cally repel  these  imputations  of  motive, 
and  these  insinuations,  which  are  un- 
worthy of  the  noble  Lord.    I  admit  that 
he  ought  to  be  a  good  judge  of  what 
constitutes  concealment.    While  he  was 
a  Member  of  the  late  Administration  he 
had  much  experience  and  practice  in 
this  matter ;  and  I  will  venture  to  say 
that  the  great  difference  between  the 
late  and  the  present  Oovernment  is  that 
the  present  Oovernment  conceal  nothing 
that  they  can  possibly  publish,  while  the 
late  Government  published  nothing  they 
could  possibly  conceal.      Sir,  the  dis- 
coTery  of  the  noble  Lord  is  a  monopoly 
of  hie  own ;  the  charge  of  concealment 
has  not  been  made  or  supported  by  any 
other  Member.    It  has  not  been  sug- 
gested on  behalf  of  any  representative 
commercial  body,  or  on  behalf  of  any 
of  those  organizations  of  working  men 
whose  interests  the  noble   Lord   now 
undertakes    to    champion!    and    the 
grounds  on  which  he  bases  his  accusa- 
tion are  childish  and  frivolous  in  the  last 
degree.      He    complains,    in    the  first 
place,  that  we  have  not  published  the 
propositions  which  have  been  made  to 
us,  from  time  to  time,  on  behalf  of  the 
French  Government.    He  knows  that 
we  have  been  anxious  to  lay  these  pro- 
positions before  the  country,  and  that  we 
have  only  been  precluded  from  doing  so 
by  the  express  refusal  of  the  French 
Government  to  allow  them  to  be  treated 
as  otherwise  than  confidential.    Then, 
in  the  second  place,  he  refers  to  what  he 
calls  once  more,  in  spite  of  contradiction, 
the  refusal  of  the  Government  to  give  a 
translation  of  the  General  Tariff.    We 
gave,  at  his  request,  a  copy  of  this  Tariff 
in  the  original  French,  although  we  con- 
sidered tluit  it  was  entirely  unnecessary, 
as  the  General  Tariff  has  not  yet  been 
the  subject  of  discussion,  and  it  may 
never  have  any  practical  interest  for  this 
country.  ,The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
forSheffield(Mr.8tuart.Wortlev);wasthe 
&st  to  ask  for  a  translation.    Now,  I  be- 
lieve, it  is  usual  not  to  refuse  any  Return 
pressed  for  by  any  hon.  Member  unless 
its  publication  is  inconsistent  with  the 
interests  of  the  public    service;    and, 
therefore,  I  did  not  refuse  the  request  of 
the  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Shef- 


field ;  but  I  took  him  into  my  confidence, 
and  explained  to  him  the  reasons  which 
led  the  Government  to  think  that  the 
translation  was  unnecessary,  and  I  asked 
him  whether,  imder  those  circumstancea, 
he  would  not  think  it  well  not  to  press 
his  Motion.  A  few  days  afterwurds  the 
noble  Lord  came  down  to  the  House, 
and,  in  a  hectoring^  tone,  and  with  a 
''  stand  and  deliver  "  manner,  demanded 
an  explanation  of  what  he  called  my 
extraordinary  reply,  and  insisted  on  an 
immediate  assent  to  the  Motion.  I  ven<* 
tured  to  deprecate  the  noble  Lord's 
warmth,  and  1  begged  him  to  wait  for  a 
few  days  until  I  had  an  opportunily  of 
consulting  the  Eepresentalives  of  the 
commercial  classes  to  know  whether  they 
considered  the  publication  would  be  of 
general  service.  The  noble  Lord  has 
said  to-night  that  we  ought  to  have  con- 
sulted the  Chambers  of  Commerce  at  an 
earlier  period ;  but  when  I  proposed  to 
communicate  with  them,  the  noole  Lord 
expressed  his  contempt  for  these  autho- 
rities, and  declined  absolutely  to  be 
bound  by  their  opinion,  pref^nuff  to 
rely  upon  his  own  special  sources  of  in- 
formation. This  is  the  inadequate 
foundation  on  which  the  noble  Lord 
seeks  to  erect  his  superstructure  of  charge 
and  accusation  against  the  Gbvemment. 
He  goes  on  to  say  that  in  a  Hetum 
which  we  presented  some  time  ago  we 
dropped  out  all  information  about  agri- 
culture ;  and  he  insinuates  that  this,  too, 
was  part  of  the  insidious  plan  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  withhold  information  from 
all  concerned.  Sir,  the  noble  Lord  would 
have  been  more  "straightforward,"  to 
use  his  own  expression,  if  he  had  told  the 
House  that  the  Betum  to  which  he  re- 
fers was  a  preliminary  Betum,  contain- 
ing the  changes  of  duty  on  the  principal 
articles  of  export  from  England  to 
France.  There  is  no  considerable  ex- 
port of  agricultural  produce  to  France ; 
and  consequently  it  was  not,  and  indeed 
could  not  have  been,  included  in  this 
Betum.  But  when  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord 
John  Manners)  asked  for  particular  in- 
formation on  the  point,  I  had  no  hesita- 
tion whatever  in  at  once  acceding  to  his 
request.  Lastly,  the  noble  Lord  com- 
plains that  the  Government  did  not  take 
an  earlier  opportunity — during  the  win- 
ter, I  think  he  said— of  consulting  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce  and  the  Mayors  of  the 
large  towns  with  regard  to  the  proposi- 
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tions  of  the  Frenoh.  The  Mayors  of  the 
large  towns  and  the  Bepresentatives  of 
the  commercial  classes  are  people  of 
common  sense,  and  they  would  not  have 
thanked  the  Oovemment  if  we  had  at- 
tempted to  consult  them  before  we  had 
any  proposition  at  all  to  lay  before  them. 
My  non.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  has  already  pointed  out  that  if  it 
be  an  offence  to  delay  the  publication  of 
documents  connected  with  commercial  ne- 
gotiations, thelateGovemmenthave  much 
more  to  answer  for  than  we.  It  is  true 
that  the  noble  Lord  disclaims  any  com- 
parison between  the  present  negotiations 
and  the  arrangements  with  Servia  which 
were  withhela  from  Parliament  during 
the  time  of  the  late  Government.  But 
my  hon.  Friend  did  not  rest  his  case 
upon  this,  but  on  the  fact  that  in  the 
negotiations  on  two  several  occasions — 
in  I^aris — in  connection  with  the  French 
Oonvention,  the  Protocols  and  Papers 
were  not  produced  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment. There  is  anotiier  case  in  point. 
In  1877,  a  most  important  Commission 
was  held  in  France  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  industry  in  that  country  and 
into  the  condition  of  the  labouring 
classes.  This  was  a  matter  which  had 
the  greatest  interest  for  the  working 
classes  here,  whose  claims  on  the  present 
occasion  the  noble  Lord  has  without  any 
authority  assumed  to  represent.  But 
what  happened  ?  When  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
(Mr.  Mundella)  again  and  again  pressed 
the  late  Government  to  give  a  transla- 
tion of  the  Report  of  the  proceedings 
of  this  Commission  it  was  refused  by 
them  on  the  score  of  expense.  I  am 
not  now  saying  whether  the  refusal  was 
justified  or  not;  but  I  do  complain  that 
those  who  live  in  glass  houses  like  the 
noble  Lord  should  not  be  so  exceedingly 
ready  to  throw  stones. 

In  listening  to  the  speech  of  the 
Mover  of  the  Resolution,  I  have  had 
occasion  to-night  to  ask  myself  several 
times  what  can  be  the  object  of  the 
Motion  which  he  has  made.  I  am  driven 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  his  desire, 
and  that  of  the  hon.  Members  who  sup- 
port him,  to  prevent  any  Treaty  being 
negotiated  at  all.  I  believe,  in  1 860,  the 
Conservative  Party  did  all  in  their  power 
to  secure  the  failure  of  the  negotiations ; 
and,  no  doubt,  they  are  only  consistent  in 
now  endeavouring  to  make  it  diflScult  for 
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the  Gbvemment  to  continue  or  to  ex- 
tend the  provisions  of  the  Treaty  then 
concluded.  The  hon.  Member  asked  the 
House  to  agree  to  conditions  precedent 
to  the  making  of  a  Treaty  which  evezy- 
one  knows  are  impossible,  and  if  they 
were  accepted  by  tne  House  no  Treaty 
at  all  wotdd  be  practicable.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfiBaiiB 
has  already  pointed  out,  forcibly  and 
conclusively,  that  under  this  Resolution, 
if  the  French  Government  offered  a 
Treaty  which  on  99  points  out  of  100 
was  a  great  amelioration  of  the  existing 
Convention,  the  Government  would  be 
unable  to  agree  to  it  if  on  the  100th 
point,  however  unimportant  it  might  be, 
there  were  any  increase  of  duty,  how- 
ever small.  But  I  want  more  parfcioa* 
larlv  to  call  the  atetntion  of  the  House 
to  the  third  condition  in  the  Resolution 
of  the  hon.  Member.  We  are,  in  the 
words  of  the  Resolution,  to  conclude  no 
Treaty  which  does  not  leave  us  ^^  taSi 
liberty  to  deal  with  the  question-  of 
bounties."  There  is  no  douot  thai  this 
is  aimed  at  the  ''  Most  Favoured  Nation 
Clause,"  which  has  been  asserted  on 
other  occasions  against  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  to  impose  what  he 
calls  countervailing  duties  in  the  case  of 
sugar.  The  effect  of  this  condition 
would    be,    taken    with   those    which 

8 recede  it,  that  not  only  would  the 
Government  be  unable  to  make  what 
is  ordinarily  known  as  a  Oommeroial 
Treaty,  but  they  would  not  even  be 
allowed  to  fall  back  upon  a  simnle 
'^  Most  Favoured  Nation  Clause,"  unaer 
which,  in  the  case  of  both  France  and 
other  countries,  English  trade  has  de- 
rived the  most  striking  advantages,  and 
without  which  it  would  be  possible  for 
France  to  impose  differential  duties 
against  all  articles  of  English  manufac- 
ture. On  what  ground  is  this  condition 
to  be  imposed  ?  It  cannot  be  necessary 
in  the  case  of  the  Shipping  Bounties 
which  the  French  have  recentiy,  most 
imprudently  and  foolishly,  in  my  opinion, 
undertaken  to  grant.  There  is  nothing, 
I  believe,  in  the  Treaty  stipulations 
which  would  interfere  with  the  right  of 
the  Government  to  re-enact  the  Naviga- 
tion Laws  if  they  were  silly  enough  to 
do  so,  after  the  experience  of  tiie  past, 
and  with  full  knowledge  of  the  enormouB 
and  unexampled  extension  of  British 
shipping  which  has  taken  place  since 
the  repeal  of  that  legislation,  and  which 
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has  made  the  Meioantile  Marine  of  this 
cotmtzy  the  enTjand  astonishment  of 
the  world.  And  as  regards  sugar,  what- 
ever might  have  been  the  case  in  the 
pasty  there  is  now  no  ground  for  in- 
terference on  this  head  either.    In  the 
course  of  the  last  18  months  the  French 
Government  have  reduced  the  duty  on 
sug^  by  one-half,   and  have   altered 
the  method  of   testing  for  drawback, 
and  by  these  two  changes  they  have, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  experts  whom  I 
have  consulted,  reduced  the  drawbacks 
nntil  there  is  now  no  bounty  at  all,  or, 
at  least,  no  bounty  of  the  slightest  prac- 
tical importance  on  the   export  of  re- 
fined sugar.    But  suppose  that  my  in- 
formation is  incorrect,  and  that  there 
fltill  exists  a  bounty,  or  that  one  results 
in  the  future  from  changes  in  manufac- 
ture.   In  this  case,  who  is  to  decide  the 
amount  of  countervailing  duty  which  is 
to  be  imposed  as  against  the  bounty  ? 
There  is  not  the  slightest  agreement  be- 
tween the  different  representatives  of 
sugar  refiners,  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
other  authorities,  and  the  French  GK>- 
vemment  and  their  experts,  as  to  what 
is  the  precise  amount  of  bounty  in  each 
case.    Is  it  likely  that  any  nation  will 
allow  us  to  be  judge  in  our  own  cause 
and  to  assert,  as  against  their  informa- 
tion and  belief,  the  amount  of   duty 
which  we  are  entitled  to  levy  without 
infringing  the  '*  Most  Favoured  Nation 
Clause?  "    The  only  result  of  such  an 
attempt  would  be  to  lead  to   disputes 
and  retaliation.    The  ''  Most  Favoured 
Nation  Clause  "  would  be  whittled  away 
until  it  practically  ceased  to  exist,  to 
the  great  injury  of  British  commerce. 

I  say,  then,  that  it  is  impossible  to 
regard  the  Besolution  otherwise  than  as 
an  indication  of  the  desire  of  the  Party 
opposite  that  no  Treaty  at  all  should  be 
conduded  with  France.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  has  said  that 
the  people  of  this  country  would  be  un- 
willing to  accept  any  Treaty  that  did 
not  greatly  improve  the  existing  con- 
dition of  tmngs. 

Mb.  EITGHIE:  I  did  not  say  so. 
What  I  said  was  that  the  people  of  this 
country  would  not  accept  any  Treaty 
which  was  not  on  equally  good  terms 
with  the  Treaty  of  1860. 

Mb.  chamberlain  :  I  accept  the 
hon.  Member's  correction ;  but  if  he  did 
not  say  so,  other  speakers  in  the  debate, 
and  notably  the  noole  Lord  the  Member 


for  Liverpool,  pressed  his  contention  up 
to  the  limit  I  have  stated.  But  thougn 
the  noble  Lord,  by  putting  forward  im- 
practicable demands,  would  do  his  best 
to  make  a  Treaty  impossible,  I  cannot 
doubt  that  he  and  his  Friends  would  be 
disposed  to  throw  tiie  whole  blame  for 
failure  on  the  Oovemment,  and  to  ignore 
the  part  they  themselves  would  have 
taken  in  securing  this  result. 

Before  going  further,  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  House  to  consider  briefly  what 
has  been  the  effect  of  this  Treaty,  whose 
continuance  seems  to  be  regarded  with 
indifference  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
I  find  that  in  the  10  years,  1851  to  1860, 
before  the  conclusion  of  the  Treaty, 
our  average  exports  to  France  were 
£8,300,000  per  annum.  Of  these,  Bri- 
tish produce,  as  distinguished  from  Colo* 
nial  and  other  produce,  was  represented 
by  £4,400,000.  Last  year  these  figures 
had  risen  to  atotal  export  of  £28,000,000, 
£16,000,000  of  this  being  for  British 
produce  alone.  This  Betum  is  17  per 
cent  less  than  the  Betum  for  1871, 
which  was  the  highest  year,  and  10  per 
cent  more  than  the  Betum  for  1877, 
which  was  the  lowest ;  and  I  quote  these 
figures  because  it  is  necessary  to  observe 
that  there  are  great  fluctuations  in  the 
trade,  and  nothing  can  be  more  unfair 
than  to  take  only  selected  years  for  pur- 
poses of  comparison.  Now,  coming  to 
the  imports,  I  find  that  for  the  first 
period  of  1851-60  the  average  imports 
were  £11,300,000,  and  they  had  risen, 
in  1880,  to  about  £42,000,000.  These 
figures  are  40  per  cent  greater  than 
those  for  1871,  the  lowest  year;  and  10 
per  cent  less  than  those  for  1875,  which 
IS  the  highest.  But  these  figures,  im- 
portant and  satisfactory  as  thev  are,  do 
not  represent  the  whole  facts  of  the  case. 
The  Betums  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
accurate  in  themselves,  must  be  taken 
with  qualifications  and  applied  with 
knowledge.  Thus  the  figure  for  the  im- 
ports must  be  considerably  reduced  if 
we  wish  to  arrive  at  the  actual  amount 
of  produce  of  French  origin  which  is 
retained  for  consumi)tion  in  this  coun- 
try. There  are,  for  instance,  large  ex- 
ports of  textiles  of  different  kinds  from 
Switzerland  to  Great  Britain  which  come 
through  France,  and  cannot  possibly  be 
separated  in  our  Betums  fiiom  French 
imports.  Again,  much  of  what  comes 
from  France  is  taken  into  warehouse 
for  a  short  time  in  this  countiy,  which 
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is  the  great  depot  of  the  commerce  of 
the  world,  but  is  only  temporarily  held 
here,  and  goes  on  quickly  to  its  real  and 
intended  destination  in  the  United  States 
or  our  own  Oolonies. 

With  regard  to  the  exports,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  have  to  be  increased  if 
the  true  amount  of  British  trade  with 
France  is  to  be  correctly  ascertained.  I 
am  informed,  for  example,  that  British 
yams  intended  for  French  manufacturers 
in  the  Yosges  go  through  by  way  of 
Antwerp,  and  would  consequently  ap- 
pear in  our  Beturns  as  exports  to  Bel- 
gium, although  really  part  of  our  trans- 
actions with  France.  When  these  allow- 
ances are  made,  it  will  be  seen  that, 
satisfactory  as  are  the  figures  derivable 
from  the  IBritish  trade  statistics,  they  do 
not  fully  represent  the  importance  to 
this  country  of  the  commerce  which  has 
been  created  and  stimulated  by  the 
action  of  the  Oobden  Treaty. 

Passing  now  to  more  general  con- 
siderations, I  gather  from  the  speeches 
which  have  been  made  that  it  is  the  con- 
tention of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
during  recent  years  Englisn  trade  has 
been  declining  and  leaving  the  country ; 
that  wages  have  fallen,  and  that  great 
Buffering  consequently  exists  among  the 
working  classes ;  that  the  profits  of  trade 
have  disappeared,  and  that  generally 
the  country  is  on  the  verge  of  ruin. 
They  also  appear  to  think  that  foreign 
countries  have  benefited  by  our  loss,  and 
in  proportion  to  it.  Now,  Sir,  I  chal- 
lenge all  these  assertions.  It  is  said  that 
we  take  too  optimistic  a  view  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  English  industry,  and  I 
am  prepared  at  the  outset  to  make  some 
admissions.  I  admit  ^at  the  state  of 
agriculture  has  been  for  some  time  such 
as  to  cause  to  all  of  us  the  greatest  con- 
cern. I  believe  Mr.  Caird  has  estimated 
that  the  difference  in  production  from 
agriculture  during  the  past  three  years, 
as  compared  with  the  normal  average, 
has  been  equivalent  to  a  loss  of 
£150,000,000  sterling.  Some  other  eco- 
nomists have  put  it  at  double  that 
amount ;  and  clearly  it  is  impossible  that 
£300,000,000,  or  even  £150,000,000,  can 
be  subtracted  from  the  purchasing  power 
of  the  countrv  without  more  or  less 
affecting  injuriously  every  other  trade 
and  interest.  But  this  is  not  a  question 
of  Protection  or  Free  Trade ;  and  the 
state  of  things  which  we  deplore  arises 
mainly  from  the  absence  of  sun,  and  the 
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unfavourable  seasons  of  the  last  four  or 
five  years. 

Again,  there  have  been  special  trades 
recently  —  as,  indeed,  in  ail  preceding 
periods — which  have  been  injuriously 
affected  by  special  causes,  and  subje^ 
to  special  depression.  The  case  of  the 
Bradford  trade  is  the  best  known  in- 
stance of  this ;  but  it  is  due  almost  en- 
tirely to  a  change  of  fashion,  and  is  also 
independent  of  questions  of  Protection 
and  Free  Trade. 

Lastly,  there  has  been,  no  doubt,  a 
most  serious  diminution  in  the  profits  of 
capital,  due  to  the  rash  and  violent 
speculation  and  over-production  which 
prevailed  a  few  years  ago.  The  case  of 
the  coal  trade  is  one  in  point.  The  pro- 
duction of  coal  in  this  country  last  year, 
which  was  the  year  of  greatest  depre^ 
sion,  was,  nevertheless,  the  largest  ever 
turned  out  of  our  mines.  The  period 
when  the  demand  for  coal  exceeded  the 
supply  was  known  as  the  coal  famine, 
altnough  even  then  more  coal  was  being 
raised  than  in  preceding  years.  Bat 
that  famine  induced  a  rise  in  price  of 
something  like  16«.  a-ton,  and  natiually 
brought  into  the  trade  a  number  of  per- 
sons who  opened  fresh  mines;  and, 
although  the  demand  has  continued,  the 
supply  has  increased  in  still  greater  pro- 

gortion,  and  there  has  been  a  consequent 
eavy  fall  in  prices.  The  same  thing 
has,  no  doubt,  taken  place  in  other 
trades,  and  notably  in  the  great  iron  in- 
dustry of  the  country.  But  a  loss  of 
profit  from  such  a  cause  must  not  be 
confounded  with  a  loss  of  trade,  or  sup- 

Eosed  to  indicate  approaching  ruin,  it 
as  sometimes  been  said  that  grumbling 
is  the  secret  of  England's  success,  and 
no  doubt  while  we  are  grumbling  we  are 
continually  tending  to  improvement  and 
perfection ;  but  it  would  not  be  safe  to 
accept,  without  further  consideration, 
the  complaints  of  those  who  are  not 
doing  so  well  as  they  think  they  ought, 
as  representing  accurately  the  general 
condition  of  the  country.  Statistics  are 
against  them ;  the  irresistible  logic  of 
facts  is  opposed  to  the  pessimism  which 
sometimes  prevails. 

Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Houss 
to  some  figures  illustrating  the  moie 
cheerful  view  which  I  have  ventured  to 
t£ike  of  the  situation. 

First,  as  to  our  foreign  trade.  I  find 
that,  with  regard  to  exports,  the  total 
value  export^  in  the  six  yewrs,  IIW 
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to  1874,  was  £1,688,000,000;  the  total 
value  for  the  succeeding  six  years,  1875 
to  1880,  was  £1,571,000,000,  or  a  fall  of 
about  Tpor  cent.  But  I  must  pnoint  out 
to  the  House  that  this  fall  was  in  value 
only,  and  that  as,  during  the  same  pe- 
rioa,  there  was  a  general  reduction  in 
price,  averaging  probably  not  less  than 
20  per  cent,  the  real  volume  of  our  ex- 
port trade  has  considerably  increased, 
even  during  the  worst  period  of  depres- 
sion, as  compared  wiui  the  period  of 
greatest  inflation. 

And,  if  even  the  value  has  not  in- 
creased, and  if  the  volume  has  not  in- 
creased in  greater  proportion  than  has 
actually  been  the  case,  that,  I  may  in- 
form the  House,  is  to  be  attributed,  not 
to  Free  Trade,  but  to  the  action  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General.  This  statement  may  appear 
paradoxical;  but  the  House  will  recol- 
lect that  it  was  at  the  instigation  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that,  some  years 
ago,  a  Committee  sat,  of  which  he  was 
the  Chairman,  to  consider  the  subject  of 
foreign  loans.  That  Committee  destroyed 
the  credit  of  more  than  one  foreign  coun- 
try. They  were  no  longer  able  to  bor- 
row money  here,  and  as  they  could  not 
get  credit  they  could  no  longer  take  our 
goods.  It  cannot  be  considered  a  disad- 
vantage that  we  do  not  sell  to  people  who 
wlQ  never  pay  for  what  they  buy ;  but 
the  result,  no  doubt,  was  temporarily  to 
reduce  the  export  of  British  produce. 

Coming  now  to  the  imports,  I  find 
that,  after  deducting  re-exports,  they 
were,  in  the  first  period  I  have  selected 
finr  comparison,  £1,702,000,000 ;  and,  in 
the  second,  £1,947,000,000,  or  an  in- 
crease of  about  14  per  cent.  There  are 
some  persons  who  regard  the  increase 
of  imports  with  dissatisfaction;  and  it 
may  1^  interesting  to  point  out  why  it 
is  that  this  increase  has  taken  place. 
During  the  period  referred  to  we  largely 
increased  our  investments  in  foreign 
countries.  The  interest  on  these  invest- 
ments had  to  be  paid,  and  foreign 
countries  have  paid  &r  them  by  export- 
ing ^oods,  which  have,  of  course,  swelled 
our  import  returns.  And  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  the  advocates  of  a  Eeci- 
prooity  system,  were  successful  in  ereot- 
mg  some  barrier  by  which  these  impor- 
tations could  be  arrested,  what  would 
be  the  result  ?  Foreign  countries  must 
continue  to  pay  their  &bts.  Not  being 
able  to  pay  in  goods,  they  would  have 

YOLt  COLXIV.      [thied  smiKs..] 


for  the  time  to  pay  in  bullion  and  specie; 
there  would  be  an  accumulation  of  the 
precious  metals  in  this  country,  and  that 
would  finpeedily  bring  about  a  rise  in  the 
price  of  all  other  articles.  When  that 
rise  had  been  established,  our  power  to 
export  would  be  diminished;  the  amount 
of  our  exports  would  be  reduced  until 
the  balance,  or  excess  of  imports  over 
exports,  was  again  re-estabUshed,  id- 
though  the  volume  of  each  would  be 
lessened,  to  the  enormous  disadvantage 
of  all  concerned.  In  other  words,  the 
effect  of  an  attempt  to  redress  the  balance 
would  be  promptly  to  lessen  &e  value 
of  our  exports,  but  could  not  ultimately 
affect  the  difference  in  amount  between 
them  and  our  imports. 

In  confirmation  of  what  I  have  said 
as  to  the  increase  in  the  volume  of  our 
trade,  I  now  turn  to  some  items  of  our 
production.  I  have  takmi  the  figures 
which  I  am  going  to  quote  from  an  inte- 
resting article  in  last  week's  Economist, 
from  which  it  appears  that  in  the  first 
period  of  six  years,  to  which  I  have  al- 
ready referred,  the  production  of  coal 
was  710,000,000  tons;  in  the  second  it 
was  813,000,000.  In  pig  iron  the  pro- 
duction  increased  from  87,000,000  tons 
to  39,000,000.  The  consumption  of  wool 
advanced  from  1,064,000,000  lbs.  to 
1,232,000,000  lbs. ;  and  the  consumption 
of  cotton  from  7,215,000,000  lbs.  to 
7,578,000,000.  I  might  easily  add  to 
the  list ;  but  in  all  the  principal  articles 
of  which  we  have  Eeturns  tJie  increase 
in  our  trade  is  equally  marked.  But 
then  it  is  said  wages  have  been  reduced, 
and  the  condition  of  the  working  classes 
is  that  of  ^eat  distress;  in  fact,  we 
have  been  given  to  understand  that  they 
can  hardly  keep  body  and  soul  together. 
Undoubtedly  there  has  been  a  reduction 
of  wages  in  almost  every  trade  from  the 
level  which  they  reached  in  the  time  of 
greatest  inflation ;  but  what  is  also  true 
is  that  the  purchasing  power  of  wages 
has  become  considerably  greater  in  the 
same  period,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  appears  that  the  consumption  of  every 
important  article  of  necessity  or  luxury 
by  the  working  classes  has  shown  a  re- 
markable increase.  Thus  the  consump- 
tion of  sugar,  an  article  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
is  so  anxious  to  increase  in  price,  has 
advanced  from  42^  lbs.  per  head  in 
1869,  to  63^  lbs.  per  head  in  1880. 
It  is  not  wonderful,  under  these  cir- 
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cnmstances,  that  the  sngar  trade,  in 
spite  of  the  desire  of  some  of  the  refiners 
for  protective  duty,  is  in  a  condition  of 
great  prosperity — a  fact  which  the  Be- 
turns  leave  beyond  a  doubt,  and  which 
is  confirmed  by  information  I  have  re- 
cently received  to  the  effect  that  on  a 
dissolution  of  partnership,  in  the  case  of 
a  great  firm  in  the  North,  while  the 
original  house  is  maintaining  its  pro- 
duction, the  outgoing  members  of  the 
firm  have  just  purchased  eight  or  ten 
acres  of  land  in  London  on  which  they 
propose  to  erect  a  refinery  at  a  cost  of 
about  £150,000,  which  will  turn  out 
something  like  70,000  tons  of  refined 
sugar  per  annum.  Then,  in  the  same 
period,  the  consumption  of  tea  has  in- 
creased from  3-63  lbs.  to  4*59  lbs.  per 
head  per  annum;  of  tobacco,  from 
1*35  lbs.  to  1*43  lbs;  and  of  spirits, 
British  and  imported  together,  from  '98 
of  a  gallon  to  1*09  gfulons.  It  is  im- 
possible to  ignore  the  significance  of 
these  facts,  which  show  that  whatever 
may  have  been  the  depression  of  trade, 
it  has  not  yet  affected  the  power  of  the 
working  classes  to  procure  for  them- 
selves increasing  quantities  of  the  neces- 
sities, the  comforts,  and  the  luxuries  of 
life.  There  is  one  other  article  to  the 
consumption  of  which  I  refer  with  some 
reserve,  as  I  have  been  unable  to  check 
the  figures,  which  I  have  obtained  from 
an  interesting  statistical  work,  called 
The  Progress  of  the  World.  But  in  this 
book  I  find  it  stated  that  during  the 
period  of  20  years,  from  1831  to  1850, 
the  consumption  of  wheat  per  inhabi- 
tant was  270  lbs.  per  annum.  In  the 
nine  years,  1871  to  1879,  it  had  risen  to 
841  lbs.,  and  in  the  same  period  the 
price  had  fallen  from  55«.  per  quarter  to 
48«.,  which  is  a  fact  of  the  more  import- 
ance and  interest  because  it  has  been 
shown  by  Dr.  Farr,  in  his  statistical  ab- 
stracts, that  the  death-rate  of  the  popu- 
lation falls  3  per  cent  for  each  2«.  per 
bushel  in  the  price  of  wheat. 

I  may  also  refer  to  the  subject  of 
pauperism.  If  the  working  classes  were 
being  ruined  in  consequence  of  a  mis- 
taken fiscal  and  commercial  policy,  the 
result  would  be  manifest  in  the  Poor 
Law  Eetums ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  it 
appears  that  while,  in  1869,  1,167,000 
persons  were  receiving  pauper  relief  in 
England  and  Scotland,  in  1880  the  num- 
bers had  fallen  to  a  little  under  902,000 
persons. 

Mf.  Chamberlain 


As  regards  emigration,  while  the  total 
number  of  persons  who  left  these  shores 
in  six  years,  1869  to  1874,  was  1,218,000, 
in  the  six  years  between  1875  and  1880 
the  numbers  fell  to  850,000 ;  and  it  is 
remarkable  that  in  Protected  Germany, 
during  the  whole  of  that  period,  emi- 
gration has  been  considerably  increas- 
ing. 

1  must  now  go  back  for  a  moment  to 
the  excess  of  imports  over  exports  which 
causes  so  much  anxiety  to  a  certain  dass 
of  persons  in  this  country,  and  is  re- 
garded by  them  as  a  sign  of  weakness 
and  a  proof  of  our  commercial  decline. 
I  consider  it,  on  the  contrary,  as  a  fact 
which  ought  to  give  us  the  greatest 
satisfaction,  and  I  think  I  can  show  con- 
clusively that  this  is  the  case.  Let  ns 
take  a  comprehensive  view  of  the  qnes- 
tion.  I  find  that  during  the  last  40 
years,  which  embraces  the  whole  Free 
Trade  period,  the  total  balance  of  trade 
or  excess  of  imports  over  exports  is, 
roughlj  speaking,  £1,600,000,000.  Now, 
how  is  it  supposed  that  this  is  paid  for  f 
It  seems  to  be  the  idea  with  some  persons 
that  the  whole  of  this  vast  sum  has  been 
paid  by  this  country  in  what  they  call 
' '  hard  cash, ' '  meaningbullion  and  specie. 
But  an  examination  shows  that  duiing 
the  same  period  the  imports  of  bullion 
and  specie  have  exceeded  the  exports 
by  something  like  £40,000,000;  and, 
therefore,  the  total  balance  of  goods 
and  specie  together  must  be  taken  at 
£1,640,000,000. 

Again,  I  ask,  how  is  this  accounted 
for?  Is  it  supposed  that  this  country 
owes  thatjsum  to  other  nations?  Nothing 
can  be  farther  from  the  fact.  On  the 
contrary,  iu  the  period  to  which  I  have 
referred,  the  indebtedness  of  other  na« 
tions  to  this  country  has  enormously  in- 
creased. It  is  now  estimated  at  not  less 
than  £1,500,000,000,  and  no  one,  I 
imagine,  would  put  its  amount  at  the 
commencement  of  the  period  at  more  than 
£500,000,000.  Consequently,  foreign 
countries,  whilesendingus£  1,640,000,000 
more  than  they  have  received  from  us, 
have  at  the  same  time  got  into  our  debt 
to  the  extent  of  £1,000,000,000.  This 
investment  has  been  made,  not  in  specie 
or  bullion,  but  in  English  goods,  and  if 
it  had  not  been  made  our  exports  would 
have  been  something  like£  1,000,000,000 
less,  and  the  balance  of  trade  would  have 
been  increased  to  the  larger  sum  I  have 
named.  Whc^tdoesthisenormous balance 
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repreflenty  then  ?  In  the  firat  instance; 
it  represents  the  cost  of  freight,  the 
carrying  trade  of  the  world,  and  espe- 
cially of  English  goods,  having  passed 
almost  entirdy  into  English  hands.  But 
over  and  ahove  this  item,  it  represents 
nothinff  more  nor  less  than  the  profit 
derived  by  Uiis  country  from  its  external 
trade  and  the  interest  from  its  invest- 
ments abroad,  during  these  40  years. 

There  is  another  way  of  looking  at 
this  matter.  Instead  of  taking  it  in 
bulk,  consider  the  details  of  our  foreign 
trade,  and  let  us  follow  out  a  particular 
transaction.  I  have  seen  it  stated  that 
in  Birmingham  there  exists  a  profitable 
indnstry  in  the  manufacture  oi  idols  for 
Sonth  A&ican  negroes,  and  another  in- 
dustry for  the  manufacture  of  guns  war- 
ranted to  burst  the  first  time  they  are 
fired.  Generally  speaking,  I  observe 
that  everything  wliich  is  said  about 
Birmingham  is  inaccurate,  and  I  dis- 
claim any  belief  in  these  stories;  but 
suppose,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
this  charge  against  the  morality  of  my 
fbllow-townsmen  could  be  substantiated, 
and  that  a  Birmingham  manufacturer 
sellB  a  brass  deity  to  the  negroes,  or  a 
gnn  such  as  those  which  were  disposed 
of  by  the  late  (Government  to  the  num- 
ber of  200,000  at  the  rate  of  2«.  ^d. 
a-piece;  then,  if  for  either  of  these 
oonmiodities  the  Birmingham  trader  re- 
ceived an  ounce  of  gold,  as  he  well 
might,  in  return,  the  transaction  would 
appear  in  the  statistical  tables  as  an  ex- 
port of  2«.  6<^.,  and  an  import  of  about£3. 
The  balance  of  trade  would  be  £2  1 7«.  %d. 
against  the  Birmingham  tradesman, 
and  yet  I  do  not  think  he  would 
have  any  cause  to  be  dissatisfied  with 
the  pecuniary  results  of  the  transaction. 
But  why  should  what  is  profitable  in  the 
case  of  the  individual  become  unprofit- 
able when  multiplied  by  the  thousand 
or  the  million  in  the  case  of  the  nation  ? 
And  yet  this  is  the  contention  of  gentle- 
men who  fume  and  fret  whenever  the 
value  of  what  we  receive  is  greater  than 
the  value  of  what  we  give. 

I  have  a  few  more  words  to  say  on 
the  proposition  that  foreign  nations  have 
benefited  during  the  period  of  depression 
in  this  cotmtry.  This  supposition  is 
entirely  unwarranted  by  the  facts.  There 
are  periods  of  depression  in  all  countries, 
alUiough  it  is  important  to  bear  in  mind 
that  they  are  not  always  coincident,  and 
that  it  18,  therefore,  unfair  to  compare 


the  same  years  without  taking  circum- 
stances into  account.  Taking  first  the 
case  of  France,  and  dealing  with  exports 
only  as  a  test  of  prosperity,  I  find 
that  the  exports  of  domestic  produce, 
which  averaged  in  the  two  years  1858-9 
£83,000,000,  had  increased  in  the  two 
years  1878-9  to  £128,000,000,  an  in- 
crease of  £46,000,000,  or  54  per  cent. 
In  the  United  Kingdom  the  increeise  in 
the  same  period  was  from  £123,000,000 
to  £192,000,000,  an  actual  increase  of 
£69,000,000,  and  a  percentage  of  .in- 
crease of  57  per  cent.  On  these  figures 
I  have  to  make  two  observations — first, 
that  it  is  more  important  to  consider 
the  actual  increase  in  money  than  the 
percentage,  because,  as  the  initial  figures 
in  the  case  of  foreign  countries  are  very 
much  smaller  than  those  of  English 
trade,  the  proportionate  increase  may 
well  be  larger,  even  when  the  actuid 
increase  is  very  much  less;  and,  se- 
condly, I  must  point  out  that  the  in- 
crease, such  as  it  is,  in  French  trade  is 
much  greater  than  it  would  have  been 
but  for  the  loss  of  Alsace  and  Lorraine. 
In  other  words,  while  the  internal  trade 
of  France  has  suffered  by  the  cession  of 
territory,  the  external  trade  has  in- 
creased by  the  transfer  of  this  portion 
of  her  internal  trade,  or  a  considerable 
part  of  it,  to  the  statistics  of  her  external 
commerce.  If  to-morrow  Ireland  were 
separated  from  the  United  Kingdom, 
no  doubt  a  large  trade  between  the  two 
countries  would  continue  to  exist ;  but 
it  would  go  to  swell  the  exports,  and, 
apparently,  to  increase  the  foreign  trade, 
and  would  ceeise  to  be  reckoned  as  part 
of  the  internal  transactions  of  the  coun- 
try. Taking  these  facts  into  account, 
it  would  appear  that  in  Protected  Franco 
the  advance  and  improvement  in  foreign 
trade  has  been  much  less  marked  and 
considerable  than  in  Free  Trade  Eng- 
land. 

I  have  already  referred  to  the  fact 
that  in  1877  trade  in  France  was  so  bad 
that  a  Commission  was  specially  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  it.  In  the 
United  States  the  depression  preceded 
that  in  this  country.  It  began  and 
finished  earlier  ;  but,  as  a  proof  of  its 
severity,  I  may  mention  that  while  from 
1869to  1873  the  immigration  into  the 
United  States  averaged  200,000  per 
annum,  in  1874  the  balance  of  immigra- 
tion over  emigration  was  only  about 
1,000.  In  1878  the  iron  industry  was  so 


3  M  2 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1T99 


Frm^h 


(OOMMONSl  OmmireUaiViaiv.       ISOO 


depressed  that,  according  to  the  Trade 
Heports,  nearly  two-thirds  of  the  fur- 
naces were  out  of  blast,  while  in  1866 
tho  total  exports  from  the  United  States, 
which  had  been  £65,000,000  in  I860, 
had  fallen  to  £27,000,000.  Next  year 
they  were  about  double  this  amount — 
the  fluctuations  being  largely  due  to  the 
action  of  the  Civil  War ;  but  they  are  illus- 
trations of  the  fluctuations  which  take 
place  in  the  trade  of  all  countries  at 
some  time  or  another.  I  remember  being 
in  Belgium,  at  Liege,  during  the  height 
of  the  depression  in  the  iron  trade 
in  this  country,  when  it  was  supposed 
that  Belgian  manufactures  were  largely 
competing  with  us.  I  found  there  the 
same  complaints  as  to  loss  of  trade  and 
profit,  and  I  was  told  that  the  manufac- 
turers were  working  at  a  loss,  and  selling 
only  to  keep  their  works  partially  em- 
ployed, while  the  shares  of  great  Iron 
Companies  both  in  Belgium  and  West- 
phalia had  fallen  in  many  cases  much 
Delow  par.  And  in  connection  with  this 
I  might  mention  a  statement  which  was 
made  to  me  by  Mr.  Hick,  formerly  an 
esteemed  Member  of  this  House.  I  had 
seen  in  the  newspapers,  as  a  proof  of 
the  extent  of  foreign  competition,  a  re- 
port that  the  girders  for  a  large  factory 
in  Lancashire  had  been  purchased  in 
Belgium,  and  I  asked  Mr.  Hick  to  ex- 
plain it.  He  said — "  The  best  explana- 
tion I  can  give  to  you  is  a  contradiction, 
for  those  very  girders  were  cast  in  my 
own  foundry."  The  fact  is  that  the 
effects  and  extent  of  foreign  competition 
are  almost  always  exaggerated.  Un- 
founded statements  are  made  and  ac- 
cepted as  true  without  inquiry;  but  I 
am  confident,  from  my  own  experience, 
that  £is  regards  the  hardware  and  iron 
trades  more  especially,  of  which  I  know 
most — though  I  think  the  same  remark 
would  apply  to  other  industries  also — 
there  never  has  been,  for  any  consider- 
able time  together,  serious  competition 
from  foreign  manufacturers  with  the 
standard  industries  of  this  country. 
Within  the  last  few  days  I  have  seen  an 
extract  from  a  Beport  of  the  Chamber 
of  Commerce  at  Berlin,  in  which  a  pro- 
test is  made  against  the  Protectionist 
policy  of  Prince  Bismarck  ;  and  if  time 
permitted  I  might  multiply  instances  to 
show  that,  whatever  the  extent  of  the 
depression  here  may  be,  it  has  been  in 
recentyears  paralled  or  exceeded  in  every 
other  countiy  in  the  world. 

Mr,  Chamberlain 


And  now,  Sir,  I  turn  to  a  considera- 
tion of  the  remedies  which  are  proposed 
bv  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite,  for  a  state 
of  things  which,  as  I  have  shown,  exists 
largely  at  all  events  only  in  their  ima- 

§ 'nation.  We  are  to  adopt  a  policy  of 
eciprocity  and  Eetaliation.  But,  I 
want  to  know,  what  are  the  precise 
steps  by  which  this  policy  is  to  be  car- 
ried into  effect  ?  Hon.  Oentlemen  oppo- 
site do  not  agree  among  themsefyes. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Preston  (Mr. 
Ecroyd)  is  the  only  speaker  who  has 
gone  into  some  details.  He  said  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  our  working  men  to  make 
some  sacrifice  in  order  to  re-conquer  the 
free  and  fair  trade  which  we  have  lost. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  tiie  sacrifice 
which  the  working  men  would  have  to 
make  in  order  to  adopt  the  policy  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  His  view  appears  to 
be  this — and  I  do  not  say  that  there,  is 
not  an  appearance  of  justification  for  it 
— ^we  are  to  retaliate  on  foreim  coun- 
tries by  putting  on  protective  duties  in 
order  to  induce  them  to  taike  off  the 
duties  which  they  now  levy  on  our  goods. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  con- 
sider that  his  proposal  was  a  temporazy 
expedient,  to  be  adopted  with  reluctance 
and  regret,  and  to  be  abandoned  as  soon 
as  possible.  But  suppose  foreign  coun- 
tries are  not  persuaded  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, or  by  his  Retaliatory  policy,  to 
take  off  their  duties  ?  How  long  is  the 
experiment  to  last  ?  Is  it  to  be  for  five 
years,  or  for  10  years,  or  for  20  years, 
or  for  ever,  that  the  working  classes  are 
to  be  called  upon  to  make  the  sacrifices 
which  it  is  admitted  will  be  entailed 
upon  them  ? 

Then,  again,  on  what  goods  are  we  to 
retaliate  ?  On  which  of  our  imports  are 
we  to  put  duties  ?  That  is  a  question  of 
cardinal  importance  on  which  the  advo- 
cates of  Keciprocity  ought  to,  but  do  not, 
agree.  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
pose, for  instance,  to  tax  foreign  manu- 
factures? I  understand  him  to  say 
that  it  would  be  foolish,  in  the  last  de- 
gree, to  attempt  to  put  duties  on  the 
principal  manufactures  of  foreign  coun- 
tries. 

Mb.  ECBOYD  explained  that  he 
meant  that  it  would  be  ioolish  to  impose 
in  each  case  duties  corresponding  in 
amoimt  to  those  directed  ag^nst  us. 
What  he  proposed  was  to  put  moderate 
but  uniform  duties  on  foreign  manu- 
factures. 
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Mb.  OHAMBEBLAIN :  lam  glad  to 
have  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. I  understand  that  if  the  foreigner 
charges  40  or  50  per  cent  duty  on  Eng- 
lish manufactures,  the  hon.  Member 
would  retaliate  by  putting  10  per  cent 
on  the  manufactures  of  the  foreigner. 
But  the  hon.  Member  is  altogether  in- 
consistent in  such  a  proposal.  He  stands 
up  as  the  advocate  of  "  Fair"  Trade; 
but  does  he  not  see  that  it  is  just  as  un- 
fair iliat  there  should  be  duties,  say  of 
40  per  cent  on  one  side  and  10  per 
cent  on  the  other,  as  if  there  were  30  per 
cent  on  the  one  side  and  none  on  the 
other?  Unless  the  duties  imposed  by 
us  are  the  same  as  those  imposed  against 
us  it  is  clear  that  trade  will  not  be  fair, 
although  it  will  no  longer  be  free.  But 
there  is  another  point  which  I  submit  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  Eng- 
land is  of  all  coimtries  the  most  vulner- 
able in  this  matter — that  is  to  say,  that 
in  spite  of^  or  rather  I  am  inclined  to 
say  in  consequence  of,  the  Protectionist 
policy  of  foreign  countries,  we  export  a 
great  deal  more  than  we  import  in  the 
wiTjr  of  manufactures. 

Mb.  ECROYD:  The  great  bulk  of 
our  exports  go  to  India  and  China. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  chaUenge 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member ;  and  I  say 
that  there  is  no  country  with  which  we 
have  trade  of  any  importance  to  which 
our  exports  of  manufactured  goods  are 
not  in  excess  of  our  imports.  Take  the 
case  of  the  United  States  as  an  example. 
That  is  the  worst  instance  of  Protection 
witi^  which  we  have  to  deal.  I  am 
speaking  from  memory,  and  I  do  not 
pledffe  myself  to  the  exact  figure  ;  but, 
rou^dy  speaking,  I  am  under  the  im- 
pression that  we  export  about  £  1 6, 000, 000 
of  manufactured  goods  to  the  United 
States,  while  our  imports  are  only  about 
£8,000,000,  the  rest,  and  great  bulk  of 
our  imports,  consisting  entirely  of  raw 
materials  and  food ;  and,  therefore,  such 
a  oommeroial  war  eis  the  hon.  Member 
proposes  would  do  us  more  harm  than 
the  foreigner,  who  might  retaliate  on 
our  retaliation  by  prohibiting,  or  still 
further  increasing  his  duties  on,  our 
goods,  or  even  by  putting  a  duty  on  the 
exports  of  articles  which  we  do  not  pro- 
duce for  ourselves. 

I  have  already  asked  how  long  these 
sacrifices  are  to  be  imposed  on  the  work- 
inff-men— for  10,  for  20,  or  for  30  years  ? 
[Mr.  Egbotd:   No,  no!]       The  hon. 


Member  only  intends  it  as  a  temporary 
expedient ;  but  the  effect  of  such  a  policy 
will  be  to  foster  weak  industries  unsuited 
to  the  country — such,  for  instance,  as 
those  which  existed  in  Coventry  or  at 
Bethnal  Green,  which,  even  in  the  times 
of  Protection,  had  only  an  unhealthy 
life,  and  which,  when  the  time  of  ex- 

Seriment  ceased,  would  be  immediately 
estroyed,  carrying  with  them  in  their 
ruin  the  fortunes  of  all  who  had  been 
tempted  by  this  mistaken  policy  to  en« 

fage  in  them.  [Mr.  Eitchib  :  Wines.] 
ir,  I  have  alreaHy  detained  the  House 
too  long  in  answer  to  the  speeches  which 
have  been  made.  If  I  am  to  undertake 
to  answer  arguments  in  the  nature  of 
interjections,  I  am  afraid  I  shall  have  to 
make  an  excessive  demand  on  the  pa- 
tience of  hon.  Members.  But  the  answer 
which  I  have  made  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  does  not  satisfy  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  It  is 
the  difficulty  of  this  subject  that  everr 
man  has  his  own  separate  specific,  though 
all  call  it  by  the  same  name  of  Reci- 
procity; but  the  Reciprocity  of  the 
Tower  Hamlets  differs  from  the  Reci- 
procity of  Preston ;  and  the  Reciprocity 
of  the  Tower  Hamlets  differs  at  different 
times  in  the  evening.  What  I  now 
understand  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  to  say  is  that  we  ought 
to  put  a  duty,  not  on  manufactures  gene- 
rally, but  on  wines,  and  gloves,  and  silks. 
As  regards  silks  and  gloves,  I  have  the 
same  answer  to  make  which  I  have 
already  made  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston.  If  they  are  not  industries 
which  can  be  maintained  in  this  country 
without  Protection,  it  would  be  most  im- 
prudent and  unwise  to  foster  them  by 
imnatural  means,  and  the  result  would 
only  end  in  the  misery  and  suffering  of 
all  concerned.  Wine,  no  doubt,  stands 
on  a  different  footing.  The  duty  on 
wine  and  on  spirits  is  not  protective; 
it  is  partly  fiscal  and  partly  moral,  and 
might  be  dealt  with  upon  those  con- 
siderations ;  and  if  the  Treaty  negotia- 
tions with  France  should  break  down, 
the  English  Government  would  be  per- 
fectly justified  in  dealing  with  the  Wine 
and  Spirit  Duties  as  they  thought  best 
for  the  interests  of  the  country. 
Well  then,  does  anyone  propose  to 

Sut  a  duty  on  raw  materials  ?  The  hon. 
[ember  for  Preston,  in  the  speech  which 
he  made  at  Exeter  Hall,  protested 
against  so  suicidal  a  proposal.    Is  it 
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oonoeiyable  that  we  Bhould  ever  be 
foolish  enough  to  do  away  with  the 
foundation  of  a  great  part  of  our  trade 
— namely,  the  freedom  with  which  we 
receive  the  raw  material?  Take  the 
case  of  sugar.  Why  is  it  that  this  trade 
has  been  so  prosperous  of  late  years,  so 
much  so  that  I  have  heard  it  currently 
reported  that  one  of  the  leaders  in 
this  manufacture  has  made  a  fortune  of 
£1,000,000  or  £2,000,000  in  less  than 
20  years  ?  It  is  partly,  at  all  events,  in 
consequence  of  the  injudicious  Bounty 
system  adopted  by  other  countries  which 
has  enabled  our  manufacturers  to  get 
their  raw  sugar  at  less  than  cost  price, 
and  has  enabled  them  to  imdersell  the 
manufacturers  of  the  rest  of  the  world, 
especially  in  neutral  countries.  This  is 
a  fact  which  the  Austrians  have  begun 
to  find  out ;  and  manufacturers,  both  in 
Austria  and  in  France,  are  naturally 
protesting  against  a  system  which  places 
this  immense  advantage  at  the  disposal 
of  the  British  refiner. 

Lastly,  Sir,  is  anyone  bold  enough  to 
propose  that  we  should  put  duties  upon 
fooa?  The  hon.  Member  for  Preston, 
no  doubt,  heis  the  courage  of  his  convic- 
tions. He  heis  referred  to  the  sacrifices 
which  he  would  require  from  the  work- 
ing classes,  and  he  does  not  hesitate  to 
make  the  demand  upon  them  that  they 
should  pay  an  extra  price  of  10  per  cent 
upon  the  most  important  articles  of  their 
daily  comsumption.  Well,  Sir,  1  can 
conceive  it  just  possible,  although  it  is 
very  improbable,  that  under  the  sting  of 
great  suffering,  and  deceived  by  misre- 
presentations, the  working  classes  might 
be  willing  to  try  strange  remedies,  and 
might  be  foolish  enough  to  submit  for  a 
time  to  a  proposal  to  tax  the  food  of  the 
country ;  but  one  thing  I  am  certain  of, 
if  this  course  is  ever  taken,  and  if  the 
depression  were  to  continue,  or  to  recur, 
it  would  be  the  signal  for  a  state  of 
things  more  dangerous  and  more  disas- 
trous than  anything  which  has  been 
seen  in  this  country  since  the  repeal  of 
the  Corn  Laws.  With  the  growth  of 
intelligence  on  the  part  of  the  working 
classes,  and  with  the  knowledge  they 
now  possess  of  their  own  power,  the  re- 
action against  such  a  poucy  would  be 
attendedby  consequences  so  serious  that 
I  do  not  like  to  contemplate  them.  A 
tax  on  food  would  mean  a  decline  in 
wages.  It  would  certainly  involve  a 
reduction  in  their  productive  value ;  the 

Mr.  Chamherlain 


same  amount  of  money  would  have  a 
smaller  purchasing  power.  It  would 
mean  more  than  this,  for  it  would  raise 
the  price  of  every  article  produced  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  it  would  indubi- 
tably bring  about  the  loss  of  that  gigantic 
export  trade  which  the  industry  and 
ener^  of  the  country,  working  under 
conditions  of  absolute  freedom,  has  been 
able  to  create. 

Sir,  I  think  I  have  now  dealt  in  turn 
with  the  arguments  which  have  beeq 
brought  before  the  House.  I  may  sum- 
marize my  conclusions  by  quoting  to  the 
House  the  opinion  of  one  entitled  to 
respect  as  an  authority  on  this  subject 
The  extract  I  am  about  to  read  is  from 
a  work  entitled  Twenty  Teart  of  Finm^ 
cial  Policy y  and  was  written  in  1862  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote).  It  is,  in  my  opinion,  as  appli- 
cable to  the  present  stats  of  things  as  it 
was  to  the  time  when  it  was  written,  and 
I  do  not  suppose  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  swerved  since  men  one 
iota  from  the  views  which  he  has  so  well 
expressed.    He  says — 

'*  The  great  fiscal  and  oommercial  meaanres  ol 
the  last  20  years  have  wrought  a  wondezfnl 
change  in  the  circumstances  of  the  country.  A 
complete  revolution  has  taken  place  in  many 
parts  of  our  moral,  social,  and  ^litical  system 
which  may  be  directly  traced,  either  wholly  or 
in  great  part,  to  the  effects  of  those  measures. 
Our  material  wealth,  too,  has  enormously  in- 
creased— our  trade  has  developed*  and  our  manu- 
factures have  been  carried  to  great  perfection. 
There  have  been  seasons  of  temporary,  local, 
and  partial  suffering,  and  the  changes  which 
have  proved  beneficial  to  the  pubUc  have  some- 
times pressed  hardly  on  particular  interests; 
but,  upon  the  whole,  it  can  hardly  be  questioned 
that  the  condition  of  ever^  portion  of  the  com- 
munity has  been  greatly  improved  by  the  new 
poUey." 

In  conclusion,  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  fully 
alive  to  the  feeling  in  this  country  with 
reference  to  the  present  negotiations. 
That  feeling  is  not  keen  for  the  conclu- 
sion of  a  Treaty,  and  would  not  be  satis- 
fied with  any  arrangement  which  was 
worse  than  the  one  now  expiring ;  but  I 
believe  it  would  be  disappointed  if  any 
effort  were  spared  to  brmg  the  negotia- 
tions to  a  successfrd  issue.  As  long, 
therefore,  as  there  appears  to  be  a  chance 
of  a  happy  result,  we  will  not  be  forced 
by  unwarrantable  and  frivolouB  oharges 
of  concealment  and  secrecy,  or  by  at- 
tempts to  impose  exto^onate  or  unxea- 
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flonable  conditions,  to  giv^  \tp  the  nego- 
tiatioiis  in  a  pet,  and  without  exhausting 
eveiy  means  of  arriving  at  an  under- 
standing honourable  and  beneficial  to 
both  countries.  The  commercial  results 
of  the  Cobden  Treaty  I  have  shown  to 
be  of  gzeat  importance— of  great  value 
to  this  countty,  and  of  greater  value 
still  to  France ;  since  the  trade,  large  as 
it  is,  is  a  much  smaller  proportion  of  our 
total  transactions  than  it  is  of  those  of 
our  neighbours  across  the  Channel.  But 
these  results  are,  in  my  opinion,  over- 
shadowed by  the  political  advantages  of 
the  good  xmderstanding  which  has  so 
long  prevailed.  I  hope  that,  by  the 
exercise  of  wisdom  and  discretion,  and 
ffood  feeling  on  both  sides,  it  may  yet 
be  possible  to  renew  and  to  extend  rela- 
tions which  have  contributed  so  mate- 
rially to  the  prosperity  of  both  countries, 
and  to  the  welfare  and  the  peace  of  the 
world. 

.  Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  rose  with 
great  diffidence,  and  with  some  trepida- 
tion, after  the  warning  addressed  to  him 
jn  the  earUer  part  of  the  evening  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  to  ask  the  per- 
mission of  the  House  to  state,  in  a  few 
sentences,  why  he  intended  to  give  his 
vote  in  support  of  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets ^Mr.  Bitchie).  The  hon.  Baronet 
had  informed  him,  and  informed  the 
House,  that  he  had  no  claim  to  speak 
with  any  authority  on  the  subject.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  that*  was 
wholly  unnecessary  information.  He 
was  not  aware  that  he  had  ever  pre- 
tended to  do  so.  It  was  quite  true,  and 
he  acknowledged  it  with  great  humility, 
that  he  had  never  yet  pretended  to  be 
an  authority  in  the  matter.  He  had 
never  didmed  to  be  a  sapient  member  of 
the  Cobden  Club,  or  a  duly-instructed 
disciple  of  those  Qamaliels  of  political 
economy  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
who  professed  to  be  so  immensely  supe- 
rior to  the  Occupants  of  the  Benches  on 
the  Tory  side  of  the  House.  Neverthe- 
lessy  he  hoped,  before  he  sat  down,  that 
he  i^ould  be  able  to  convince  the  House 
that  khe  reasons  by  which  he  was  guided 
in  supporting  the  Motion  were  dictated 
by  plain  common  sense.  But  before  he 
did  this,  he  would  ask  the  permission  of 
the  House  to  refer,  in  a'  &w  words,  to 
the  speeches  which  had  been  addressed 
Jbo  them  that  evening.    In  the  earlier 


Eart  of  the  evening  they  heard  from  the 
on.  Oentieman  the  Member  for  Bolton 
(Mr.  J.  K.  Cross)  a  speech  which  he 
presumed  to  characterize  as  a  speech  of 
the  greatest  ability,  and  one  to  which  he 
had  listened  with  great  interest  and  ad- 
miration. Further  than  that,  they  had 
been  favoured  with  a  lecture  of  consider* 
able  severity  by  the  right  hon.  Oentie- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  right  hon.  Oentieman  said 
he  could  not  understand  what  they  meant 
by  the  Motion.  He  hoped,  before  he 
sat  down,  to  be  able  to  make  the  right 
hon.Oentleman  understand,  at  all  events, 
what  his  (Mr.  Chaplin's)  views  on  the 
jnibject  were.  But  neither  was  the  right 
hon.  Oentieman  able,  for  the  life  of  him, 
to  draw  any  distinction  between  Fair 
Trade  and  Free  Trade.  If  he  was  not 
mistaken,  before  many  months  had 
passed,  the  right  hon.  Oentieman  would 
find  his  intellect  on  that  question  consi- 
derably sharpened  by  the  agitation  and 
feeling  which,  he  suspected,  no  one  knew 
better  than  the  right  hon.  Oentieman 
himself  were  widely  and  rapidly  spread- 
ing in  the  country  on  the  subject.  The 
right  hon.  Oentieman  had  fallen  foul  of 
the  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  liver- 
pool  (Viscount  Sandon),  whom  he  ac- 
cused of  being  grossly  deficient  in  the 
courtesies  of  debate. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  The  hon. 
Member  entirely  misrepresents  me.  I 
did  not  use  such  words.  I  never  said 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  grossly  deficient 
in  the  courtesies  of  debate. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  thankful 
to  be  corrected  by  the  right  hon.  Oentie- 
man. He  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Oentieman  could  believe  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  willindy  be  g^ty  of  any 
discourtesy  in  that  House.  He  was  the 
last  person  who  was  open  to  such  a 
charge.  But,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Oentieman  complained  of  a  want  of  cour- 
tesy on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  or 
not,  he  did  undoubtedly  comnlain  of  the 
charges  which  the  noble  Lord  had  made 
against  t^e  right  hon.  Oentieman  for  the 
concealment  of  the  policy  and  intentions 
of  the  Oovernment.  The  right  hon. 
Oentieman  drew  a  distinction  between 
tlie  manner  in  which  the  policy  of  the 
present  Oovernment  had  been  carried 
out  and  the  manner  in  which  the  policy 
of  the  late  (Government  was  conducted, 
and  the  concealment  which  had  been 
practised  by  each.    He  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
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deolined  to  accept  tHe  distinction  of  tHe 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  would  prefer 
to  draw  one  of  his  own.  The  conceal- 
ments of  the  late  Government  were  pub- 
lished to  the  world  and  put  into  plain 
English  y  whereas  the  concealments  of 
the  present  Government,  instead  of  beinff 
put  into  plain  English,  were  disguised 
m  the  French  language.  To  his  great 
surprise  and  amazement,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  turned  round  and  said  that 
the  publication  of  the  documents  in 
question  was  one  of  the  most  useless 
expenditures  he  had  ever  known  and  a 
great  waste  of  public  money.  K  that 
were  really  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  why  did  he  grant  the  Re- 
turn ?  He  hacL  always  thought  that  the 
present  Gt)vernment  was  par  excellence  a 
Government  of  economy  as  well  as  of 
all  the  other  virtues  in  the  world.  Un- 
doubtedly, they  were  a  Government  which 
had  the  largest  majority  he  ever  remem- 
bered ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  really  of  opinion  that  the  publica- 
tion of  these  Betums  was  a  great  waste 
of  public  money  and  a  useless  expendi- 
ture, no  man  in  the  House  deserved 
more  severe  condemnation  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  consenting  to 
publish  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  good  enough  to  admit,  at 
all  events,  that  there  was  some  founda- 
tion for  the  statements  which  had  been 
made  on  that  side  of  the  House.  He 
had  condescended  to  allow  that  there 
had  been  great  agricultural  loss  and 
agricultural  depression ;  but  how  had  it 
arisen  ?  It  had  arisen,  according  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  from  nothing  but 
the  absence  of  sun.  Unless  he  (Mr. 
Ohaplin)  were  altogether  mistaken  and 
his  memory  deceived  him,  he  had  been 
led  to  believe  that  the  agricultural  de- 
pression was  in  a  great  degree  owing  to 
unrestricted  foreign  competition,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  absence  of  sun.  K  that 
were  true,  what  became  of  the  conten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  If 
it  were  the  case  that  the  agricultural 
depression  was  owing  to  unrestricted 
foreign  competition,  and  that  the  depres- 
sion in  trade  was  caused  by  agricultural 
depression,  was  it  not  the  fact  that,  on 
his  own  showing,  the  depression  of  trade 
at  the  present  time  was  in  some  mea- 
sure, if  not  in  a  great  measure,  caused 
by  that  very  system  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  the  advocate  of— namely,  the 
(Bystem  of  Eree  Trade  ?    The  right  hon. 

Mr,  Chaplin 


(Gentleman  had  called  upon  hon.  Hem** 
bers  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  state 
what  remedies  they  proposed.  He  (Mr. 
Ohaplin)  was  not  aware  that  they  were 
called  upon  to  state  any  remedies  what- 
ever. The  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  respect  was  very 
much  like  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bolton — ^they 
both  appeared  to  him  to  be  admirable 
and  able  speeches,  but  deficient  in  one 
particular — ^they  were  not  speeches  ai 
rem.  They  were  speeches  directed  ag^ainst 
Protection,  and  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton  was  speoiallv  directed 
against  the  imposition  oi  any  duty  upon 
com.  But  what  was  the  Motion  before 
the  House?  The  Motion  before  the 
House  was  a  proposition  on  the  part  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  that  no  Ck>mmerdid 
Treaty  should  be  entered  into  with 
France  except  on  certain  conditions,  and 
among  those  conditions  was  one  in  par- 
ticular— that  they  should  not  tie  the 
hands  of  the  Government  for  more  than 
12  months.  He  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bolton  that  if  ever  the  time 
arrived  when  he  thought  it  neoessaxy 
and  right  in  the  interests  of  the  whole 
commimity  to  do  so,  he  would  not  hesi- 
tate for  a  moment  to  propose  the  imposi- 
tion of  a  duty  upon  com,  whether  on 
wheat  or  barley  or  any  other  description 
of  com.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bolton 
asked  him  (Mr.  Ohaplin)  to  explain 
to  the  House,  if  he  were  able  to  do  so, 
what  the  cost  in  this  coimtry  would  be 
of  producing  a  quarter  of  wheat.  [Mr. 
J.  K.  Oross  :  I  said  the  cost  in  labour.l 
That  was  exactly  what  he  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  said.  The 
object  of  the  hon.  Member  was  to  find 
out  what  the  cost  in  labour  of  producing 
a  quarter  of  wheat  in  this  country  was 
in  order  to  establish  a  theory  that  it 
gave  far  less  work  to  English  worldng 
people  than  a  K^uarter  of  wheat  im- 
ported from  abroad.  The  statement  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  a  quarter 
of  wheat  cost  in  this  country  10«.,  wnereas 
the  cost  of  a  quarter  of  wheat  imported 
from  abroad  was  30«.  Now,  whiat  did 
the  hon.  Member  mean  by  the  cost  in 
labour?  He  acknowledged  the  vast  supe- 
riority of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Hqusc  in  their  knowledge  of 
political  economy,  and  especially  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  nesident  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.    But  sorely,  hon. 
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Members  opposite  xnnst  have  learned  by 
this  time  tbat  everything  that  contributed 
to  the  production  of  a  quarter  of  wheat 
in  this  oountry,  except  the  original  soil, 
was  the  fruit  of  labour.  First,  there 
was  the  seed.  That  was  the  fruit  of 
labour ;  for  it  had  to  be  collected  and 
sown.  Then  there  was  the  manure. 
They  heard  a  great  deal  about  artificial 
manure.  In  wis  case  would  any  hon. 
Gfoitleman  tell  him  that  the  application 
of  artificial  manure  was  not  the  fruit  of 
labour?  Gould  any  hon.  Member  de- 
Boribe  anything  to  him  in  the  world 
that  was  necessary  to  the  production  of 
a  quaiter  of  wheat  that  was  not  the  fruit 
of  labour  ?  Then,  taking  that  view  of 
the  matter,  although  it  was  one  upon 
which  he  had  sometimes  made  calcula- 
tions, he  was  asked  the  question  sud- 
denly, and  he  was  sorry  he  had  not  p^t 
his  calculations  with  him ;  but,  ]^uttmg 
it  at  the  lowest,  the  cost  of  the  produc- 
tion of  a  quarter  of  wheat  in  this  country 
oonid  not  be  estimated,  he  thought,  at 
much  less  than  £2. 

Mn.  J.  K.  CBOSS  wished  to  ask  if  the 
hon.  Member  included  anything  in  his 
calculation  for  rent  ? 

Mb.  OHAPLTN  said,  no ;  and  he  would 
tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  how  he  arrived 
at  the  calculation.  He  was  informed  by 
the  farmers  with  whom  he  was  in  the 
habit  of  conversing  in  the  country  that 
it  did  not  pay  them  to  grow  wheat  unless 
they  oould  get  a  return  of  £10  an  acre. 
Allowing  80«.  or  £2  for  rent,  a  balance  of 
£8^ was  left.  ;He  took  the  produce  of  an 
acre  of  four  quarters,  which  was  a  liberal 
allowance  indeed.  He  was  sorry  to  say 
that  the  produce  did  not  often  reach  tbat 
imount  now.  That  brought  the  calcu- 
lation to  £2  a-quarter,  and  in  that  cal- 
onlation  he  put  aside  all  consideration 
of  rent  altogether.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AffiEurs  pointed  out  that  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
contained  four  distinct  propositions.  So 
&ir  as  he  (Mr.  Ohaplin)  was  concerned 
he  approved  of  them  all ;  but  he  attached 
especial  value  to  that  which  declared 
that  the  hands  of  the  Government  should 
not  be  tied  in  any  Treaty  into  which  this 
country  might  enter  with  France  for  a 
period  of  12  months.  He  would  state 
to  the  House,  with  the  utmost  frank- 
ness, the  grounds  on  which  he  held  this 
opinion.  He  could  not  believe,  in  spite 
of  all  the  reassuring  speeches  they  had 


had  from  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
that  either  the  present  condition  or  the 
future  prospects  of  the  commercial  por- 
tion of  the  country  were  by  any  means 
satisfactory;  and  he  must  say  that  he 
had,  besides,  some  considerable  appro- 
hension  that  they  had  been  driving  the 
theory  of  Free  Trade  now,  for  a  good 
many  years,  much  too  hard.  There  were 
a  good  many  reasons  for  apprehensions 
on  their  part.  They  in  this  country  were 
in  the  uninterrupted  enjoyment  of  the 
blessings  of  Free  Trade,  while  on  the 
Continent  of  Europe  and  in  America  they 
found  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
notlong  ago  described  as  the  impoverish- 
ing systempf  Protection — a  system  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 

SMr.  John  Bright),  who  was  notorious 
or  his  temperate  language  in  dealing 
with  this  subject,  on  one  occasion  spoke 
of  as  the  last  refuge  of  cowardice,  idle- 
ness, and  greed.  JBut,  notwithstanding 
that,  what  did  they  find  with  regard  to 
the  commerce  of  the  country  during  late 
years  as  compared  in  point  of  increase 
with  the  commerce  of  those  benighted 
and  blinded  nations  which  pursued  a 
policy  opposite  to  their  own  ?  He  found 
that  during  the  last  10  years  under  Pro- 
tection the  trade  of  France  had  increased 
39  per  cent.  Under  the  same  system  the 
commerce  of  Belgium,  during  the  like 
period,  had  increased  51  per  cent,  and 
the  commerce  of  Holland  67  per  cent. 
That  was  the  result  of  Protection  on  the 
Continent  of  Europe.  What  was  the  con- 
dition of  things  in  America  ?  He  found 
that  the  commerce  of  that  country  under 
Protection — that  impoverishing  system, 
that  last  refuge  of  cowardice,  idleness, 
and  greed — had  increased  68  per  cent 
during  the  last  10  years  ;  whilst  the 
commerce  of  this  country  had  in- 
creased under  the  blessed  system  of 
Free  Trade  just  21  per  centin  that  period. 
The  fact  was,  that  those  countries  whose 
commerce,  according  to  the  authority  of 
Free  Traders,  ought  to  be  languishing, 
was  catching  hand  over  hand  the  com- 
merce of  England,  which,  according  to 
their  theories,  ought  to  have  prospered 
so  much  under  Free  Trade.  He  con- 
fessed that  was  a  fact  which,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  filled  his  mind  with  mis- 
givings and  even  with  alarm,  and  those 
feelings  were  certainly  not  allayed  when 
he  remembered  that  some  of  the  advo- 
cates of  Free  Trade  in  that  House  and 
in  the  country  at  the  present  time  were 
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the  same  men  who  were  its  advocates 
when  it  was  first  introduced  as  a  system 
— the  same  men  who  had  been  proved 
by  experience  to  have  been  mistaken, 
and  to  have  been  absolutely  wrong  in 
almost  all  the  prophecies  they  made  with 
regard  to  its  adoption  by  other  countries. 
When,  for  instance,  the  dangers  which 
might  arise  to  this  country  were  pointed 
out,  if  England  alone  amongst  nations 
adopted  the  policy  of  Free  Trade,  the 
charge  was  always  met  by  the  assurance 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Cobden  and  his  Col- 
leagues that  those  dangers  could  not  by 
any  possibility  arise,  because  the  ad- 
vantages of  Free  Trade  were  so  obvious 
that  all  other  countries  would  imme- 
diately follow  their  example.  But  it 
would  not  be  difl&cult  to  show,  by  a  re- 
ference to  the  words  of  Mr.  Cobden 
himself,  that  he  was  mistaken.  Mr. 
Oobden  said,  on  one  great  occasion,  with 
reference  to  the  success  of  the  principles 
which  he  advocated — 

"  "We  have  a  principle  established  now  which 
is  eternal  in  its  truth,  and  universal  in  its  ap- 
plications; it  must  be  applied  in  all  nations 
and  throughout  all  time,  and  if  we  are  not  mis- 
taken absolutely  in  thinking  our  principles  are 
true,  be  assured  that  these  results  will  follow, 
and  at  no  distant  time.*' 

But  these  results  never  had  followed ; 
and  what  was  the  inference  he  must 
draw  from  Mr.  Cobden' s  own  words,  if 
it  wasnot  that  Mj.  Cobden  was  mistaken, 
and  that  his  principles  were  not  so  true 
as  he  believed  them  to  be?  The  fact 
was,  that  since  this  country  adopted 
Free  Trade,  there  had  been  a  complete 
revolution  in  the  conditions  of  the  whole 
world,  and  this  had  led,  as  a  natural 
consequence,  to  many  results  which  had 
never  been  dreamt  of  for  a  moment  by 
the  advocates  of  Free  Trade  at  that  time. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  himself,  now  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  de- 
clared on  one  occasion  that  there  was  no 
other  country  in  the  world  which  pro- 
duced com  in  quantity  more  than  suffi- 
cient for  its  own  consumption,  or  sup- 
plied in  such  a  degree  that  she  could  by 
any  possibility  become  a  dangerous  rival 
to  this  country.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
when  that  statement  was  made  it  was 
perfectly  true,  although  it  was  entirely 
opposed  to  the  facts  of  the  present  day. 
Mr.  Cobden  thought,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  they  should  purchase  food  from  other 
oountries,  but  that  they  would  take  their 

Mr.  Chojplin 


manofactores  in  return.  They  did,  in- 
deed, purchase  food  from  other  coun- 
tries, and  they  were  beginning  to  rely,  he 
feared,  too  much  upon  them  for  their  sup- 
plies, to  the  detriment  of  their  own  agri- 
culture, and  to  an  extent  which,  if  cer- 
tain imhappy  oontineendes  were  to  arise, 
might  lead  to  great  danger,  and  possibly 
great  disasters,  for  thiscountry.  But  thoae 
countries  did  not  take  their  manufactoree 
in  return,  although  they  bought  from 
them  such  enormous  quantities  of  food. 
That  was  a  state  of  things  which  most, 
he  thought,  if  left  unchecked,  sooner  or 
later  lead  to  a  condition  of  national 
bankruptcy.  But  if  the  prophets  of 
former  days  were  wrong  in  estimating 
the  course  that  would  be  pursued  by 
other  countries,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  prophets  of  more  recent  times 
had  been  even  more  mistaken.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
on  the  25th  of  July,  1877,  the  oocasioa 
of  the  Cobden  Celebration,  when  point- 
ing out  to  the  members  of  the  Cobden 
Club,  as  he  presumed,  how  the  doctrines 
of  Protection  were  being  gradually  de- 
stroyed in  the  United  States  and  in 
France,  said — 

'*  If  we  look  to  France,  we  see  that  Protec- 
tion is  becoming  weaker.  If  we  look  to  tlie 
United  States  and  consult  any  intelligent  Ame* 
rican  who  comes  to  this  country,  we  ahall  find 
that  there  it  is  shaken  and  is^tottering  to  its  ftJL" 

It  was  four  years  since  that  statement  was 
made,  and  if  it  wets  true  that  Free  Trade 
W81S  then  tottering  to  its  fall  it  was  remark- 
able that  it  should  be  so  steady  at  the 
moment  he  was  speaking.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  having  spoken  of  the 
opinion  of  intelligent  Americans  four 
years  ago,  he  might  perhaps  be  per- 
mitted to  refer  to  the  opinion  of  intelli- 
gent Americans  at  the  present  time  as  it 
reached  him  through  a  personal  friend 
who  had  visited  the  UniteKl  States  during 
the  last  few  months.  His  friend  stated 
that  in  speaking  of  this  question  of  Free 
Trade  everyone  talked  of  the  suicidal 
policy  which  they  were  pursuing  in  Eng- 
land. He  must  say  that  it  increased  the 
distress  and  alarm  which  he  felt,  to  find 
that  those  who  assumed  to  be  the  in- 
structors and  g^des  of  public  opini<m 
on  a  question  of  such  vast  importuioeas 
this,  were  so  bigoted  by  their  prejudices 
in  favour  of  their  own  views  as  to  be 
absolutely  unable  to  form  an  intelligent, 
soimd,  or  impartial  estimate  of  puUio 
opinion  in  any  country  whicih  happened 
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to  be  at  all  contrary  to  their  own.  He 
was  quite  aware  that  in  expressing  these 
opinions  he  should  be  held  in  the  esti- 
mation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster to  be  only  fit  for  the  interior 
of  a  lunatic  a^lum.  [ ''  Hear,  hear ! "] 
He  supposed  it  would  be  useless  to  re- 
mind mm  or  hon.  Members  who  cheered 
that  assertion,  that  if  this  view  were 
carried  into  effect  that  asylum  would 
be  shared  by  the  leading  politicians 
and  the  greatest  statesmen  of  every 
country  in  Europe  except  their  own. 
Howeyer  that  might  be,  he  was  not  in 
the  least  degree  influenced  by  charges 
of  that  nature;  on  the  contrary,  he 
thouffht  that,  sooner  or  later,  they  would 
xecou  upon  those  who  made  them.  He 
was  sincerely  anxious  that  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
should  be  accepted  by  the  House.  It 
pledged  no  one  to  any  retrograde  action 
m  the  matter  of  Free  Trade ;  but  it  did 
leave  a  road  open  for  action  of  that 
character,  if  it  should  be  found  or  shown 
bv  experience  to  be  necessary  or  desir- 
able m  the  future.  He  could  under- 
stand that  its  acceptance  might  possibly 
be  a  mortification  to  the  self-love  of 
members  of  the  Cobden  Club,  or  of 
hon.  Members  who  sat  on  the  opposite 
Benches ;  but  it  was  not  his  business  to 
find  a  shelter  for  or  throw  a  veil  over 
the  self-love  of  any  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site. The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AfiBedrs  had  alluded  to  a  meet- 
ing h^d  some  days  ago  at  Exeter  Hall. 
As  he  was  informed,  that  meeting  was 
composed  of  working  men  and  the  dele- 

Skteis  of  working  men  from  all  parts  of 
e  oountiy,  and,  notwithstandmg  the 
disparaging  terms  in  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  of  it,  he  should 
have  been  glad  to  attend  and  hear  from 
the  workmen  themselves  the  views  and 
opinions  which  they  entertained  upon 
this  most  important  question.  He  con- 
cluded by  expressing  a  hope  that  the 
House  of  Commons  would  give  its  vote 
in  support  of  this  Motion,  which,  if 
earriea,  would  leave  the  hands  of  the 
Government  untied ;  while,  at  the  same 
time,  it  would  enable  them  to  deal  with 
the  question  in  the  future  in  such  a 
manner  as  might  be  necessary  in  the 
interests  of  all  classes,  especially  of  the 
working  classes  of  the  country,  and  for 
the  commercial  prosperity  of  the  nation 
atlflffge. 


Mb.  MAO  IVEE  said,  that  at  so  late 
an  hour  he  did  not  propose  to  detain  the 
House  for  any  length  of  time  ;  but  there 
were  one  or  two  points  upon  which  he 
desired  to  make  some  observations.  He 
wished  to  point  out  that  statistics  were, 
at  best,  half  truths,  and  that  the  con- 
clusions which  the  right  hon.  Qeutleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  given  to  the  House  were  totally  at 
variance  with  the  practical  knowledge 
of  every  carrier  by  sea.  He  had  been 
for  25  years  connected  more  or  less  with 
the  French  trade,  and  for  many  years 
had  been  a  partner  in  a  firm  of  ship- 
brokers  at  Havre.  In  matters  of  this 
kind  the  opinion  of  shipowners  was  of 
value,  because  they  had  not  only  the 
figures  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  instruct 
them,  but  they  saw  behind  the  scenes. 
They  knew  the  character  of  the  business 
which  their  own  'ships  were  doing,  the 
kind  of  things  they  were  carrying  ;  and 
they  saw  also  what  kind  of  things  their 
competitors  were  carrying.  Figures 
alone,  even  when  they  were  true,  were 
not  the  whole  truth.  Not  longer  ago 
than  yesterday  he  was,  as  a  Director  of 
the  Great  Western  Eailway  Company, 
looking  to  see  what  kind  of  business 
they  were  doing  with  ports  in  France, 
and  to-day's  experience  of  the  Great 
Western  Eailway  was  the  same  as  his 
own  experience  of  former  years.  The 
trade  from  Great  Britain  to  France  was 
in  articles  which  possessed  value  in 
themselves ;  while  the  trade  from  France 
to  England  represented,  for  the  most 
part,  luxuries  and  things  of  no  particular 
value,  except  as  the  finished  productions 
of  valuable  labour.  Their  price  was,  in 
a  great  measure,  wages  which  they  paid 
indirectly  to  French  artizans.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  even  cor- 
rect in  his  figures.  Having  been  at  the 
pains  to  examine  the  Board  of  Trade 
Ketums  for  the  last  22  years,  he  was  in 
a  position  to  contradict  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  that  the  exports 
of  bullion  were  greater  from  France  to 
England  than  from  England  to  France. 
The  actual  figures  of  the  last  22  years 
were  that  they  had  sent  France  in  bullion 
£140,000,000  and  had  only  got  half  of 
it  back.  Again,  what  did  they  get  from 
France  in  the  way  of  goods  ?  Their  im- 
ports of  French  products  during  the 
last  22  years  were  nearly  £700,000,000  ; 
£400,000,000  of  this  consisted  of  manu- 
factured goods  and  wines ;  and,  in  round 
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figures,  their  importation  of  farm  and 
garden  produce  was  not  much  short  of 
the  other  £300,000,000.  What,  on  the 
other  hand,  were  their  exports  to  France? 
Not  £700,000,000,  nor  £400,000,000, 
nor  even  £300,000,000.  Everything  of 
British  or  Irish  production  that  they 
sent  to  France — not  manufactured  goods 
only,  but  including  ooab  and  pig  iron — 
did  not  add  up  to  more  than  about 
£270,000,000.  And  the  facts  were  worse 
than  the  figures,  for  while  the  character 
of  French  exports  made  them  profitable 
to  France,  our  exports  of  such  things  as 
coals  and  pig  iron  were,  to  some  con- 
siderable extent,  loss  of  wealth,  and 
]ie  raw  materials  for  competing 


inaustries.  He  wished  to  point  out  that 
idiips  were  cosmopolitan.  British  capital 
owed  no  allegiance  to  the  British  Crown, 
and  it  was  open  to  the  English  people 
to  invest  their  money  abroad  in  ships. 
Undoubtedly,  a  certain  school  of  Free 
Traders  would  so  invest  money  under  the 
French  Bounty  svstem.  The  effect  of 
that  system  would  be  that  where  any 
competition  existed  between  French  and 
English  ships  in  foreign  trades  the 
balance  of  success  would  be  with  the 
former.  He  asked  the  House  and  the 
Government  why  they  should  think  of 
concluding  any  new  Treaty  with  France 
which  would  allow  the  French  to  do 
what  they  were  doing  now  with  regard 
to  the  9urtaxe  d^entrepdt — an  arrange- 
ment whereby  France  stimulated  the 
trade  of  such  ports  as  Havre  and  Bor- 
deaux to  the  disadvantage  of  every  port 
in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  The 
French  people  said  that  this  was  not  at 
variance  with  the  * '  Most  Favoured  Nation 
Clause ;"  but  from  the  geography  of  our 
position  we  were  the  only  country  seri- 
ously affected  in  the  way  he  had  pointed 
out.  By  the  system  to  which  he  ob- 
jected, not  only  were  English  shipowners 
wronged  but  English  seaports  as  well — 
such  places  as  Liverpool,  for  instance — 
and  not  alone  our  brokers  and  merchants ; 
in  fact,  the  mercantile  classes  and  the 
labouring  classes  generally.  They  had 
great  reason  to  complain  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should 
not  merely  speak  of  this  as  ''an  im- 
portant question ; "  but  they  should  get 
up  and  say  that  they  would  protect  the 
interests  of  the  British  merchants,  and 
would  not  conclude  any  Treaty  with 
France  which  did  not  enable  the  ports 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  compete 

i&.  Mac  Ivtr 


fairly  with  those  of  France.  France,  in 
this  matter,  was  doing  a  deliberate  wrong 
to  us,  and  he  (Mr.  Mao  Ivor)  complainea 
bitterly  against  the  Gt>vemment  and 
against  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  from  whom,  in  spite  of 
the  invariable  politeness  of  their  utter- 
ances, it  was  difficult  to  get  any  definite 
reply.  It  seemed  to  be  impossible  fiir 
them  to  say  to  the  French  wvemment, 
as  they  ought  to  do — ''You  must  deal 
fairly  by  us  or  we  shall  decline  to  nego- 
tiate a  Treaty  with  you." 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  153;  Noes 
80 :  Majority  73.— (Div.  list,  No.  884.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  mihdrawn. 
Committee  deferred  tOl  To-morrow, 

PARLIAMENT  —  ARRANGEMENT  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS  —  LAND  LAW 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  may  be  to  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  I  should 
state  that  in  consequence  of  the  pro- 
longed proceedings  which  we  understand 
to  have  taken  place  in  the  House  of 
Lords  on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill, 
we  do  not  propose  to  ask  the  House  to 
proceed  with  that  measure  to-morrow. 
We  will  take  it  on  Monday.  To-morrow, 
at  12,  we  propose  to  take  the  Navy 
Estimates. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  was 
bound  to  say  that  this*  statement  had 
taken  the  House  with  surprise,  and  that 
the  proposed  arrangements  would  be 
very  inconvenient  to  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers. [^Laughter.l  Hon.  Members  op- 
posite were  prepared  to  laugh  at  any 
statement ;  but  it  was  a  fact  that  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  come  down  to^ 
morrow  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
the  subject  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  said  early  in  the  evening  would 
come  on  for  consideration.  There  was, 
of  course,  no  help  for  it  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  made  up  his  mind;  but 
hon.  Members  should  have  been  told 
about  it  sooner,  so  that  other  arrange- 
ments could  have  been  made. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  must  say  I  am 
surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  speak  in  this  strain.  It  is,  of 
course,  neoessaiy  for  us  to  do  all  we  can 
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to  saye  the  time  of  the  House,  and  to 
bring  on  this  important  Bill  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  for  the  con- 
Tsmence  of  Members.  But  what  would 
have  been  said  of  the  Qovemment  if 
we  had  come  down  here  at  12  o'clock 
to-morrow  to  consider  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments without  having  had  those  Amend- 
ments printed  ?  I  am  sorry  our  arrange- 
ments must  give  inconvenience  to  anyone ; 
but  that  inconvenience  will  be  felt  on  all 
ndes  of  the  House. 

Sis  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  I 
quite  agree  that  it  would  be  far  more 
convenient  to  have  another  day  to  con- 
sider the  Lords'  Amendments  before  we 
discuss  them  here.  As  they  have  come 
down  to  us  at  such  a  late  hour,  no  doubt 
it  would  be  advisable  to  defer  their  con- 
sideration tmtil  Mondav.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  it  would  not  nave  been  better 
to  have  fixed  Monday  in  the  first  in- 
stance, as  that  would  have  saved  the 
necessity  of  putting  many  hon.  Members 
to  inconvenience.  No  doubt,  the  day  was 
originally  fixed  with  the  best  intentions ; 
but  we  cannot  help  regretting  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  should  be  put  to  inconveni- 
ence. 

KEGULATION    OF  THE  FORCES  BILL. 

{Mr.  Secretary  Childer$f  The  Judge  Advocate 

General f  Mr.  CamphelUBannerman,) 

[bill  193.]      CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  OonsideratioU;  as  amended, 
read. 

Mb.  OHILDERS  said,  that  yesterday, 
at  midnight,  the  block  was  taken  off 
this  Bill;  but  after  taking  it  off  at  12 
o'dook,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  ^ut  it  on  again  at  4  o'clock  in 
the  mommg.  Strictly  speaking,  the  hon. 
Member  was  within  his  right,  although 
the  block  did  not  appear  on  the  Notice 
Paper;  therefore,  he  (Mr.  Childers) 
would  not  proceed  with  the  Bill. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred 
tiU  7\hm<nrow. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  BILL.-[Bill  243.] 

{Mr.  ChmceUor  of  the  Exeheqtter,  Lord  Frederick 

Cavendish,) 

TUIRD   BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time," 


Mb.  WABTON  objected,  and  sug- 
gested that  further  time  should  be 
given  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  to  consider  what  course  he 
would  take. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CE088  urged 
the  House  to  agree  to  the  Motion,  and 
pass  the  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 

BILL— [i^orrf*.]— [Bill  227.] 

{Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

SECOND  BBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  asked 
whether,  under  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  the  Government  would  not 
withdraw  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
related  to  the  patronage  of  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  and  the 
Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  said,  the  Gt)vemment 
had  fulfilled  a  pledge  they  gave  as  to 
this  matter,  and  were  prepared  to  dis- 
cuss it  now.  If  it  was  not  dealt  with 
now  the  patronage  would  remain  with 
these  Courts  until  next  Spring.  The 
Government  having  fulfilled  their  pledge 
would  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the  House;  and  if  the  Government 
agreed  to  postpone  the  discussion,  it 
must  be  understood  that  they  did  so  in 
deference  to  the  wish  of  the  House. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said, 
there  could  be  no  objection  taken  to  the 
action  of  the  Government ;  but  he  hoped 
they  would  agree  to  leave  this  matter 
to  be  dealt  with  next  Session. 

Second  reading  deferred  till  Monday 
next. 

PEDLARS    (CERTIFICATES)    BILL. 

[Zor<f*.]— [Bill  234.] 

{Mr.  Courtney.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (i/r.  Courtney.) 

Mr.  COURTNEY,  referring  to  an 
objection  to  this  Bill  entertained  by  the 
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hon.  Member  for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour),  explained  that  under  the  Act 
of  1879  a  pedlar  could  obtain  a  certifi- 
cate for  any  particular  district ;  but  if 
he  wished  to  go  into  another  district  he 
must  apply  to  the  magistrate  for  another 
certificate.  That  involved  an  inquiry  by 
the  police  as  to  the  man's  character,  and 
the  whole  matter  became  either  irksome 
or  degenerated  into  a  farce. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  explained,  that 
he  had  blocked  this  Bill  only  to  ensure  a 
discussion  upon  it  at  a  proper  time.  He 
had  been  requested  to  state  the  objections 
felt  by  the  Commissioners  of  Hertford  to 
the  Bill.  It  was  true  the  Bill  removed 
trammels,  and,  as  a  rule,  that  would  be 
a  good  thing ;  but  the  work  of  the  ped- 
lars was  decreasing  with  the  increasing 
means  of  communication,  and  as  their 
trade  grew  less  they  supplemented  it  by 
other  trades,  which  ought  to  be  super- 
vised by  the  Police.  For  the  protection 
of  the  public  it  was  considered  necessary 
to  restrict  the  certificates  to  districts,  so 
that  the  pedlars  could  be  more  easily 
watched.  The  operative  clause  of  this 
Bill  was  the  2nd  clause,  and  he  thought 
the  whole  argument  against  the  Bill  was 
that  it  removed  a  restriction  which 
ought  to  be  maintained. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOUET  said,  he 
did  not  think  the  objections  of  the  hon. 
Member  were  well-founded.  No  other 
objections  had  been  offered  to  the 
Bill,  and  he  had  been  advised  that 
these  pedlars  exercised  a  very  useful 
trade,  and  were  veiy  much  hampered 
and  embarrassed  when  they  went  into  a 
town  like  Birmingham,  in  which  there 
were  several  police  districts.  The  en- 
dorsements of  the  certificate  were  no 
benefit  at  all ;  and  the  Police  were  em- 
powered under  the  existing  Act  to  de- 
mand the  pedlar's  certificate  and  to 
inspect  his  pack.  Kepresentations  had 
been  made  to  the  Home  Office  that  these 
men  suffered  from  embarrassing  regu- 
lations, and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
allow  the  Bill  to  pass. 

Mr.  ONSLOW,  representing  a  place 
where  there  were  many  pedlars,  said, 
the  head  of  the  Police  there  had  assured 
him  that  the  certificate  was  a  great  safe- 
guard to  the  public.  The  pedlars  were 
more  or  less  of  the  tramp  class,  and  un- 
less the  Police  had  control  over  them  they 
might  transfer  the  certificates  from  place 
to  place.  The  pedlars  were  not  confined 
to  towns,  but  were  all  over  the  country ; 

Mr,  Courtney 


and  he  considered  this  a  very  dangeroug 
Bill,  for  it  would  encourage  burglaiy 
and  housebreaking.  He  did  not  b^eve 
the  Police  of  the  country  would  agree  to 
the  Bill. 

Me.  WHITLEY  said,  the  Police  in 
his  district  had  told  him  the  mere  en- 
dorsement of  the  certificate  was  no  pro- 
tection  at  all ;  and,  under  these  oircum- 
stances,  he  felt  bound  to  support  the 
Bill. 

Mb.R.N.;FOWLER  said,  it  certainly 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Bill  was  one 
of  very  doubtful  expediency. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  80 ;  Noes 
8  :  Majority  72.--(Div.  List,  No.  885.) 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 
Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Alteration  of  84  &  85 
Yict.  c.  96,  so  far  as  regards  requiring 
indorsement  of  a  pedlar's  certificate). 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  said,  the  whole 
pith  of  the  Bill  was  contained  in  this 
clause ;  but  after  the  division  which  had 
already  taken  place,  he  would  not  waste 
the  time  of  the  House  by  taking  another 
division.  He  had  not  received  a  suffi- 
cient amount  of  support  to  justify  such 
a  course,  and  he  could  only  expect  a 
repetition  of  the  defeat  he  had  already 
sustained. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported^  without  Amendment. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  now  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

Question,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  third  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed. 

PETROLEUM  (HAWKING)  BILL— [Xor<f#.] 

{Mr.  Courtney,) 

[bill  222.]      CONSIDKBATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Consideration  of  the  BiU,  as 
amended,  be  deferred  untU  Saturday." 
— {Mr.  Solicitor  General.) 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  must  enter 
his  protest  against  the  practice  nov 
resorted  to  of  putting  down  deferred 
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Bills  for  a  Satnzdaj  Sittmg.  A  Sitting 
had  been  fixed  for  Saturday  really  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  Supply,  and  he 
had  understood  that  Supply  would  be 
the  only  Business  proceeded  with.  That 
was  the  understanding  last  week,  and 
it  had  been  acted  upon.  When  an 
exceptional  Sitting  was  held  on  a  Satur- 
day, there  ought  to  be  a  distinct  under- 
stfuiding  that  no  Business  would  be 
entered  upon  except  such  as  was  really 
necessary  in  the  interests  of  the  country. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabreb  Hersohell):  To  save  further 
time,  I  will  put  down  the  Bill  for  Mon- 
day. 

Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred 
till  Monday  next. 

POLLEN  FISmNG   (IBELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Solicitob  General  for 
Ibbland,  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  reg^nlating  the 
doM  Season  for  fishing  for  Pollen  in  Ireland, 
mrdtrtd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Solicitor 
OsxERAL  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
BAL  for  Ireland,  and  Mr.  William  Edward 
FoBariB. 

Wlpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  248.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  \Uh  August y  1881. 


The   House  met  at  Twelve  of   the 
dock. 

MINUTES.}— Public   ^ill— First  Reading^ 
Central  Cnminal  Court  (Prisons)*  [261]. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

NAVY  (SOBRIETY).-RESOLUTION. 
Mb.  OAINE,  in  rising  to  move— 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  will 
promote  food  conduct  and  sobriety  among  the 
men  and  boys  of  the  Royal  Navy  if  the  spirit 
ration  were  henceforth  discontinued,  and  some 
eqmyalent  given,  equal  to  the  value  of  the  spirit 
ntum,  in  the  form  of  improved  dietary  or  in- 
craved  wages  i" 


said,  that  he  was  anxious  to  state  his 
case  as  briefly  as  possible,  in  considera- 
tion of  the  state  or  Public  Business.  In- 
temperance was  the  great  cause  of  in- 
subordination in  the  British  Navy,  and 
he  could  not  do  better  than  begin  hy 
reading  an  extract  from  The  Western 
Morning  News,  one  of  many  similar  cut- 
tings he  had  made  from  the  newspapers, 
in  regard  to  a  court  martial  which  had 
been  held  on  a  private  of  the  Eoyal 
Marines  for  drunkenness  and  assault. 
The  only  defence  the  man  made  was 
that  he  had  taken  ''an  extra  tot  of 
grog,"  and  that  he  did  not  know  what  he 
was  doing.  He  was  sentenced  to  18 
months  imprisonment.  He  (Mr.  Caine) 
took  that  as  an  illustrative  case  of  the 
evils  arising  from  the  habit  of  intem- 
perance, induced  by  the  supply  of  a 
daily  spirit  ration.  Another  cause  of 
drunkenness,  strange  as  it  might  ap- 
pear, was  the  existence  of  so  many  tee- 
totallers on  board  of  every  ship  in  the 
Navy.  This  arose  in  the  following  way. 
The  money  given  by  the  Admiredty  to 
the  men  in  exchange  for  the  rum  ration 
amounted  to  \\d,  for  two  days.  The  sell- 
ing price  of  the  rum  on  shore  would 
be  about  1«.  6(f.  The  consequence  was, 
that  men  who  did  not  draw  their  spirit 
ration  sold  it  for  what  they  could  get 
to  those  members  of  the  mess  who  were 
in  the  habit  of  drinking.  The  cook  of  the 
mess  got  considerably  more  liquor  than 
was  contemplated  by  the  naval  autho- 
rities, being  paid  for  his  trouble  by  each 
of  the  other  members  of  the  mess  giving 
him  a  small  portion  of  grog,  amount- 
ing in  the  agregate  to  over  two  pints 
a-day.  Another  cause  of  drunkenness 
was  the  habit  of  saving  drink  for  a 
birthday  or  some  other  occasion  which 
it  was  desired  to  mark  as  a  special  fes- 
tivity. This  was  of  too  frequent  occur- 
rence, and  sometimes  a  whole  mess 
would  get  into  difficulties  through  ex- 
cessive drinking,  after  having  saved 
their  rations  for  a  week  or  10  days. 
Another  evil  of  the  system  was  that 
the  spirit  ration  was  frequently  given 
to  petty  officers  to  overlook  certain 
small  offences.  He  quite  agreed  that 
they  were  bound  to  make  their  sailors 
as  comfortable  as  possible  on  board 
their  ships,  and  to  give  them  the  best 
scale  of  diet  which  was  available  for 
them ;  but  he  contended  that  rum  was 
not  food,  that  spirits  were  not  in  any 
way  food,  that  they  were  bad  for  the 
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morals,   and  bad  for  the  health,  and 
ought  to  be  discontinued.    He  would 
not  detain  the  House,  as  in  other  cir- 
cumstances   he  might   have  done,   by 
quoting  the  testimony  of  distinguished 
medic^  men  on  that  point.     It    was 
now,   he  thought,   clearly  proved  that 
spirits  were  not  necessary ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  they  were  dangerous  as 
an  article  of  diet.    He  contended  that 
the  discontinuance  of  the  spirit  ration 
would  not  in  the  least  interfere  with  the 
efficiency  of  the  Najy ;  in  his  opinion,  it 
would  improve  it.  He  could  quote  many 
cases  to  show  that  sailors  who  had  to 
serve  in  very  hot  climates  found  that 
they  could  do  their  work  better  without 
the  spirit  ration  than  they  could  do  with 
it.    Li  the  Ounard  Mediterranean  Ser- 
vice, where  the  men  had  to  endure  great 
heat  during  summer,  the  spirit  ration 
had  been  discontinued.    He  recollected 
the  case  of  a  gunboat  which  was  sent 
out  by  the  In£an  Government  to  the 
Bed  Sea  for  special  service.    By  some 
strange  mistake,  which,  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  £d  not  more  frequently  happen,  the 
supply  of   rum  was  omitted  from  the 
ship's  stores.    That  was  not  discovered 
until  after  the  ship  had  set  sail.    The 
commander  did  not  think  it  right  to  put 
back  ;  but  he  put  in  at  Aden  and  took 
in  a  plentiful  supply  of  coffee  and  sugar. 
The  men  had  hard  service,  being  fre- 
quently   employed  in    rowing  in  open 
boats  in  the  hottest  weather.    They  had 
an  unlimited  supply  of  coffee  and  sugar, 
and  they  did  their  work  exceedingly 
well.    When  the  ship  got  back  to  Bom- 
bay they  were   compelled   to  take  the 
regulation  ration  of  rum,  and  a  peti- 
tion, signed  by  every  man  on  board,  was 
presented  to  the  captain,  asking  that 
they  might  have  coffee  and  sugar  in- 
stead of  the  rum  ration  ;  but  the  Eegu- 
lations  of  the  Navy  at  that  time  did  not 
allow  of  it.    He  had  a  great  many  other 
instances  to  show  that  men  could  do 
their  work  in  hot  climates  better  with- 
out rum  .than  with  it.    In  the  Arctic 
regions,  where  sailors  had  to   endure 
gpreat  extremes  of  cold,  it  was  found  that 
they  did  their  duty  as  well  without  the 
rum  ration  as  with  it ;  indeed,  evidence 
was  readily  forthcoming  that  men  were 
healthier  and  better  without  spirits  than 
they    were  where  spirits    were    being 
served  out.    He  would  read  a  short  ex- 
tract from  the  diary  of  Sir  John  Boss, 
regarding   his  expedition  of    1829-33, 
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which  he  (Mr.  Oaine)  regarded  as  of  the 
more  value  as  at  that  time  temperance 
principles  were  not  so  popular  as  they 
were  now.  He  (Sir  John  Boss)  narrated 
how  he  stood  the  cold  better  than  any 
of  the  men  under  his  command  who 
used  tobacco  and  spirits.  When  they 
were  obliged  to  leave  the  vessel,  and 
left  the  stores  behind  them,  he  said — 

'*  It  was  remarkable  to  observe  how  mndi 
stronger  and  more  able  the  men  were  to  do  their 
work  when  they  had  nothing  but  water  to 
drink," 

To  come  to  another  point,  he  (Mr. 
Caine)  found  that  teetotallers  were  con- 
stantly distinguishing  themselves  above 
their  fellows.  Officers  of  his  acquaint- 
ance told  him  that  teetotallers  were  men 
chosen  for  special  service,  because  they 
could  be  so  much  better  trusted  than 
other  men.  The  first  man  who  reached 
the  top  of  Majuba  Hill  was  a  teetotaller 
of  the  Naval  Brigade.  He  lost  his  life 
from  the  fact  of  Ms  being  first  up  the 
hill.  In  1877  the  Army  and  JN'avy 
Challenge  Cup  at  Wimbledon  and  the 
first  prize  for  the  Army  and  Navy  were 
secured  by  the  same  man — the  ^t  in- 
stance of  the  sort  on  record.  That  man 
was  a  lifelong  teetotaller  in  the  Navy. 
In  1878  the  Army  and  Navy  Challenge 
Cup  was  again  won  by  a  teetotaller. 
There  were  several  other  instances  in 
which  teetotallers  in  the  Navy  had  dis- 
tinguished themselves  in  musketry  prac- 
tice, all  of  which  went  to  show  that 
there  were  excellent  precedents  for  the 
practice  which  he  recommended.  The 
spirit  ration  had  been  abandoned  in  the 
American  Navy  for  17  or  18  years  with 
the  most  beneficent  results  ;  and  they 
had  a  great  many  instances  of  sailors 
in  their  Merchant  Service  doing  their 
work  more  efiPectively  without  the  spirit 
ration  than  those  who  got  the  spirit 
ration.  It  had  been  intended  that  this 
Motion  should  have  been  seconded  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvonshire 
(Mr.  Bathbone),  if  he  had  been  able  to 
be  in  his  place.  He  would  have  been 
able  to  give  important  evidence  of  his 
experience  as  a  member  of  a  firm  who, 
for  30  years,  had  sailed  their  ships 
without  giving  grog — a  practice  which 
had  now  been  adopted  by  the  best  Ship- 
owning  Companies.  He  would  have 
been  able  to  state  that  even  during 
the  Crimean  War,  when  ships  were 
detained  for  a  week  or  ten  days  wait- 
ing for  crews,  owing  to  the  wotemif  of 
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sailors,  neither  his  firm  nor  any  other 
firm  not  allowing  gro^  on  board  had  to 
wait  for  a  single  day  for  a  crew,  though 
the  men  had  to  sign  articles  that  they 
were  not  to  receive  any  grog.  Messrs. 
Lamport  and  Holt,  managing  owners  of 
the  Brazil  and  Biver  Plate  Line,  with 
40  steamers,  and  trading  to  a  very  hot 
country,  said,  in  reply  to  an  inquiry, 
that  it  had  been  the  nde  with  them  for 
many  years,  except  in  cases  of  sickness, 
not  to  allow intozicante  of  any  description 
to  be  served  out  to  the  crews  of  their 
steamers.  This  rule,  they  said,  was 
was  adopted  by  other  Steamship  Com- 
panies, and  it  did  not  in  any  way  deter 
men  joining  the  service.  Messrs.  Ismay 
and  Imrie,  who  possessed,  in  addition  to 
fheir  steamers,  a  very  large  fleet  of  sail- 
ing vessels  going  to  all  parts  of  the 
world,  their  steamers  being  engaged  in 
the  Atlantic  trade,  which  was  a  most 
difficult  and  exposed  voyage,  said  that 
all  their  crews  signed  articles  without 
Any  grog  clause,  and  no  intoxicants  were 
permitted  to  be  served  or  sold  to  them 
on  board.  They  could  testify  from  long 
experience  that  this  rule  had  neither 
prejudiced  nor  prevented  good  crews 
being  freely  obtained.  For  some  years 
grog  in  their  service  had  been  altoge- 
ther abolished,  with  satisfactory  results 
in  the  performance  of  their  duty  by  the 
crews,  and  improved  discipline,  and, 
consequently,  greater  safety  of  the  valu- 
able lives  and  property  intrusted  to  their 
care.  But  perhaps  the  most  remark- 
able testimony  was  given  by  reading  the 
instructions  issued  in  1875  by  the  Pacific 
Steam  Navigation  Company,  one  of  the 
largest  Steam  Shipping  Companies 
traoing  from  Liverpool  to  the  West 
Coast  of  South  America.  He  (Mr. 
Oaine)  wished  it  to  be  noticed  that  the 
Directors  took  the  matter  under  their 
consideration,  and  did  not  leave  it  to  the 
chief  purser.  The  instructions  said  that 
a  case  of  drunkenness  on  board  the 
Boyal  Mail  Steamship  Britannia^  on  her 
last  homeward  voyage,  having  been 
proved,  they  decided  to  abolish  the 
allowance  of  spirits  to  seamen,  firemen, 
bakers,  and  cooks  in  future.  The  stipu- 
lation on  the  articles  of  ''no  grog 
allowed  "  had  to  be  strictly  adhered  to, 
and  care  must  be  taken  that  it  was  pro- 
perly explained  to  the  men  on  signing 
articles.  Previously  the  seamen,  when  at 
sea,  were  not  to  have  more  than  three 
passes  of  grog,  the  fireman  three  glasses, 
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and  cooks  and  bakers  two  glasses  each  ; 
and  when  in  harbour  the  seamen  received 
two  glasses,  and  the  firemen  two  glasses, 
and  the  cooks  and  bakers  one.  Even  that 
moderate  allowance  resulted  in  so  much 
intemperance  on  board  their  ships  at  sea 
that  they  were  obliged  to  rescind  this 
order.  Messrs.  Smith  and  Son,  the 
largest  owners  in  the  East  India  trade, 
and  Messrs.  Allan  Brothers,  Liverpool 
and  Glasgow,  whose  vessels  went  per- 
haps the  most  severe  voyages  during 
the  winter  months,  did  not  allow  spirit 
rations.  He  knew  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  given  his  earnest 
attention  to  the  subject ;  and  he  hoped 
before  long  to  see  these  stupid,  absurd 
rations  got  rid  of,  greatly  to  the  advan- 
tage of  Her  Majesty's  most  important 
Service.  He  would  conclude  by  moving 
the  Besolution  of  which  he  had  given 

Notice. 

Mr.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  desired 
to  second  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr. 
Caine).  He  believed  that  the  existing 
arrangements  of  the  Navy  really  be- 
came a  temptation  to  men  and  boys,  and 
injuriously  affected  their  efficiency.  He 
also  believed  that  they  were  a  hindrance 
to  men  in  their  desire  to  abstain  them- 
selves, and  to  promote  temperance 
among  their  shipmates.  His  own  ex- 
perience as  a  shipowner  was  this — that 
at  the  beginning  of  their  career  they 
served  out  grog,  but  for  at  least  20  years 
they  had  given  that  up.  Their  ships 
were  among  the  ice  of  the  Arctic  Seas 
for  weeks.  Since  they  had  made  the 
change,  it  had  promoted  the  good  of  the 
men  themselves,  and  had  acted  most 
efficiently  and  well  in  the  promotion  of 
sobriety  and  good  conduct  in  the  crews 
of  their  vessels.  His  experience  was  all 
in  favour  of  the  recommendation  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  to  take  this 
into  consideration,  and  make  arrange- 
ments in  furtherance  of  the  Besolution 
which  had  been  submitted  to  the  House. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  tho 
end  of  tho  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  will  promote 
good  conduct  and  sobriety  among  the  men  and 
boys  of  tho  Royal  Navy  if  the  spirit  ration  wero 
henceforth  discontinued,  and  some  equivalent 
given,  equal  to  the  value  of  tho  spirit  ration,  in 
tho  form  of  improved  dietary  or  increased 
wages,*' — {Mr.  Caine,) 

— ^instead  thereof* 
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Question  proposed,  *'  That  tlie  words 

Proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  said,  he  was  quite 
sure  that  the  Navy  was  not  yet  ripe  for 
the  proposal  made.  A  great  deal  had 
been  done  of  recent  years  in  the  direc- 
tion indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  in 
his  Motion  ;  but  there  was  a  number  of 
considerations  which  weighed  against 
this  ration  being  done  away  with.  Al- 
ready half  of  it  had  been  discontinued  ; 
but  there  were  considerations  with  refer- 
ence to  climate  and  other  matters  which 
must  be  regarded  before  a  ration  of  this 
kind  was  discontinued  for  those  who  de- 
sired it.  Sometimes  the  water  supply  on 
board  ship  was  of  a  very  questionable 
character,  and  the  mediccd  officers  of  the 
Navy  were  of  opinion  that  the  spirit 
ration  was  of  advantage  to  the  health  of 
the  men.  He  recognized  that  many  of 
the  evils  suggested  were  developed  by 
the  spirit  ration  ;  but  he  was  quite  sure 
that  many  other  evils  would  be  intro- 
duced if  it  were  entirely  done  away  with. 
For  the  last  20  years  all  persons  under 
18  years  of  age  were  not  allowed  the 
ration,  and  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  seamen  and  marines  were  members 
of  temperance  associations.  He  thought 
that  the  great  majority  who  still  con- 
tinued to  use  it,  and  for  whom  it  was 
useful  under  certain  conditions  of  ser- 
vice, should  be  allowed  to  do  so.  He 
could  not  believe  that  the  Admiralty 
would  prevent  this  ;  but  that  they  would 
go  on  as  they  had  hitherto  done,  and 
endeavour  to  induce  the  habit  of  tem- 
perance among  our  seamen  and  marines, 
which  had  made  so  much  advance  of 
recent  years. 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  he  could  not 
congratulate  the  House  upon  their  hav- 
ing entered  upon  the  Navy  Estimates 
through  the  portal  of  an  unusually  inte- 
resting discussion — a  discussion  which 
had  done  credit  to  the  interest  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Scar- 
borough (Mr.  Caine)  in  the  principles  of 
temperance,  and  to  his  eagerness  to  ap- 
ply those  principles  to  the  welfare  of 
our  Navy.  He  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  might 
venture  likewise  to  thank  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  having  stated  the  arguments 
against  the  abuse  of  spirits  in  the  Navy 
at  a  moment  when,  for  the  first  time  for 
20  years,  the  Admiralty  were  going  to 
do  something  notewortiiy  to  check  it. 
What  that  something  was  he  proposed 


to  explain  to  the  House— to  state  why  it 
was  that  the  Government  considered  it 
more  expedient  to  deal  with  the  question 
in  that  way  than  in  the  way  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's eflForts  were  singularly  well-timed. 
It  was  only  within  that  very  week  that 
the  punishment  of  flogging  had  practi- 
cally been  abolished  in  the  Navy  by 
Admiralty  Order ;  and  the  Members  of 
the  Board  which  had  issued  that  Order 
were  bound  to  ask  themselves  what  could 
be  done  to  diminish  the  temptation  to 
the  faults  and  crimes  for  whicn  flogging 
was  once  the  recognized  punishment. 
As  to  the  cause  of  those  crimes,  there 
was  no  doubt  whatever  that  it  was  drink 
— the  direct  and  indirect  effects  of  drink 
— to  which  most  of  the  misconduct  that 
existed  in  the  Navy  was  due.  In  the 
year  1850  this  was  so  manifest  that  a 
Committee  of  11  eminent  officers — ad- 
mirals and  post  captains — was  appointed, 
who  found  that — 

**The  eyening  grog  is  the  source  of  those 
evils  which  render  discipline  irksome,  and  give 
to  the  Naval  Service  a  character  for  harshness 
which  it  does  not  deserve." 

In  consequence  of  their  Beport  the  al- 
lowance of  rum,  which  then  was  a  quar- 
ter of  a  pint  per  diem,  was  reduced  by 
one-half,  and  many  excellent  alterations 
were  made  in  the  system  of  diet,  which 
conduced  much  to  the  bodily  comfort 
and  moral  welfare  of  our  seamen.  The 
present  state  of  things  stood  thus:  At  7 
the  sailor  had  his  breakfast,  with  his 
cocoa;  at  12  he  dined,  and  then  he  had 
his  half- gill  of  rum,  which  was  served 
out  in  the  shape  of  diluted  grog;  at 
half-past  4  he  had  his  supper,  wiSi  tea 
and  sugar  as  a  beverage,  and  that  was  his 
last  meal.  One  feature  of  this  arrange- 
ment was  its  extraordinary  cheapness  to 
the  country.  The  Admiralty  purchased 
the  spirit  in  bond.  The  rum  ration, 
which,  with  the  duty  added,  would  be 
worth  2Ji.,  only  cost  the  country  the 
third  of  Itf.,  and  the  entire  cost  of  the 
rum  issued  to  the  whole  Navy  all  the 
world  over  was  last  year  only  £14,500 ; 
and  this  year,  with  the  rise  in  spirits,  it 
was  £18,000.  But  the  Admiralty,  in 
case  a  man  forewent  his  rum,  thought  it 
right  to  break  through  its  usual  rules, 
and  to  allow  him  far  more  than  the 
value.  A  man  might  take  in  place  of 
his  rum  an  extra  ration  of  tea  and  sugar, 
which  was  worth  a  third  more  than  the 
rum ;  or  savings  in  moneyi  which  were 
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pre^y  nearly  twice  the  value  of  the 
spirits.  And  it  was  a  rule  in  the  Ser- 
Tice  that  no  one,  whatever  his  rank, 
might  draw  his  spirits  if  he  was  below 
the  age  of  18.  He  was  not  going  to  try 
and  persuade  hon.  Oentlemon  that  a 
sailor  who  drank  his  rum  and  water 
with  his  dinner,  and  never  exceeded  that 
dose,  was  likely  to  be  much  the  worse 
for  it.  That  was  not  the  question.  The 
question  was  two-fold.  In  the  first  place, 
ueir  young  sailors  acquired  a  taste  for 
spirits,  by  getting  them  daily  at  an  age 
when  they  were  quite  as  well  without 
ihem.  And,  in  the  next  place,  there 
was  such  a  quantity  of  spirits  going  a- 
begging  on  the  lower  deck,  that  a  man  who 
Uked  to  exceed  found  it  easy  to  get  more 
than  was  good  for  him.  Officers  who  had 
the  means  of  knowing  believed  that  a 
sixth  of  our  crews  were  teetotallers. 
They  certainly  were  so  in  some  vessels. 
And  yet  of  the  38,000  seamen  and  ma- 
rines afloat,  only  2,000  or  3,000  took 
money  or  tea  in  Ueu  of  rum.  The  plain 
Ceu^  was  that  whereas  the  Government 
gave,  and  could  give,  a  little  over  id,  in 
place  of  the  ration,  the  ration  itself  sold 
for  2d.  and  Zd. ;  and  they  all  knew  what 
that  meant.  The  man  who  did  not  drink 
his  rum  preferred  to  sell  it  to  his  com- 
rades, rather  than  sell  it  to  the  Govern- 
ment. And,  again,  rum  was  issued  to 
officers  as  well  as  to  men.  It  was  issued, 
but  comparatively  seldom  drunk;  and 
there  coiud  be  no  doubt  that  a  great  deal 
of  it  was  ffiven  away,  and  went  to  the 
lower  deck.  Dr.  Macleod,  the  retired 
Inspector  General,  one  of  the  most 
trusted  and  experienced  of  our  medical 
officers,  said  that  in  the  different  ships  in 
which  he  had  served  all  serious  accidents 
could  be  traced  to  the  men  who  were  at 
the  time  more  or  less  excited  by  spirits ; 
and  he  wrote — 

**  Itcaimotbat  have  a  pernicious  influence  on 
young  men  to  have  a  daily  ration  of  spirits 
served  out  to  them  as  part  of  their  diet,  as  it 
must  tend  to  engender  in  them  eventually  a  de- 
lire  for  the  stimulant,  and  assist  from  the  first 
to  lay  the  foundation  of  disease  in  whatever 
organ  of  the  body  may  happen  to  bo  constitu- 
tionally weak.*' 

But,  if  it  was  bad  for  young  men  to 
drink  spirits,  it  was  bad  for  them  to  go 
from  4.30  P.M.  to  7  a.m.  without  any  food 
at  all,  exposed  for  half  the  time  to  the 
fatiffues  and  rigours  of  a  night  watch. 
Under  those  circumstances,  the  Ad- 
miralty had  come  to  the  following  con- 
clusion, under  the  original  impulse  of 


his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
though  his  scheme  had  been  consider- 
ably enlarged  since  that.  In  the  case  of 
those  who  should  in  future  enter  the 
Navy,  they  would  withdraw  from  all 
men  and  boys  of  every  rank  below  the 
age  of  20  theirspirit  ration.  In  the  work- 
ing out  of  this  the  Admiralty  had  been 
considerably  strengthened  by  the  Motion 
on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Caine).  In  place  of  rum, 
in  addition  to  tea  and  sugar,  they  would 
give  a  ration  of  soluble  chocolate  and 
sugar,  which  sailors,  who  were  keeping 
midnight  or  morning  watch,  might  use 
as  the  material  of  a  very  weU-timed 
and  much- needed  meal,  which  was  a 
change  from  their  cocoa,  preferred  by 
many,  and  which  was  less  liable  to  dis- 
agree with  the  few  delicate  stomachs  in 
the  Navy.  It  was  cheaper  to  the  Go- 
vernment, besides  being  more  palatable. 
It  had  been  carefully  impressed  on  the 
commanders  of  ships  that  the  sailors,  if 
inclined,  should  take  this  cocoa  in  the 
shape  of  a  hot  meal  during  the  night 
watch ;  but  if  the  sailor  preferred-^and 
this  was  the  most  recent  addition  to  the 
Government  scheme — instead  of  taking 
cocoa  he  was  to  be  allowed  largely  to 
increase  the  allowance  of  sugar,  wnich 
was  really  the  most  popular  of  all  the 
rations  on  board  ship.  At  the  present 
time,  the  allowance  of  biscuit  was  l^lb., 
and  that  would  be  changed  into  an 
allowance  of  1  lb.  biscuit  and  an  allow- 
ance of  i  lb.  of  flour.  This  \  lb.  biscuit 
was  never  taken  up.  It  was  quite 
astonishing  to  observe  the  quantity  of 
biscuit  which  was  left  in  store,  and  it 
was  evidently  a  part  of  the  ration  the 
men  did  not  care  for.  Old  sailors  would 
know  that  with  this  \  lb.  of  flour  they 
would  make  the  composition  they  greatly 
preferred — namely,  dufiF.  The  belief  of 
the  Admiralty  was  that  when  the  young 
sailor  had  reached  20,  and  had  expe- 
rienced the  comfort  of  this  extra  meal  in 
the  night,  and  this  large  allowance  of 
sugar,  he  would  prefer  not  to  draw  his 
g^og,  but  would  continue  to  take  the 
more  healthy  ration,  and  what  by  that 
time  would  be,  he  thought,  a  more 
palatable  diet.  The  Admiralty  likewise 
proposed  to  discontinue  the  issue  of  rum 
to  officers.  The  rum  which  was  issued 
to  officers'  messes  was  not  drunk  as  a 
beverage  at  dinner;  it  was  drawn  in 
large  quantities  at  a  time,  and  might  be 
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Said  seldom  or  never  to  be  consumed 
with  any  moral  or  physical  profit  to  the 
consumer.  A  great  quantity  went  in 
presents  to  the  men  of  the  servant  and 
artificer  classes  as  a  sort  of  easy  pay- 
ment for  small  services;  and  spirits 
given  in  this  manner  in  general  went 
to  someone  who  got  more  than  was 
good  for  him.  When  the  ration  of  rum 
was  reduced  by  one  -  half  in  1850,  no 
compensation  was  given  to  commis- 
sioned officers;  but  the  Admiralty  did 
not  propose  to  take  this  course  on  the 
present  occasion.  A  sum  of  money 
equivalent  to  the  savings  price  of  rum 
would  be  contributed  to  the  mess  in  aid 
of  the  mess  funds.  And,  in  another  re- 
spect, the  Admiralty  had  done  something 
for  the  cause  of  morality  and  discipline, 
and  had,  he  believed,  proved  that  they 
understood  the  laws  of  health  better 
than  they  were  understood  by  some  of 
the  Admiralties  of  the  past.  In  order 
to  meet  the  exhaustive  effects  of  labour 
in  the  stoke-hole  under  a  tropical  cli- 
mate, extra  gprog  was  permitted  to  be 
served  out  to  the  men  in  the  engine- 
room  in  hot  latitudes ;  and  that  permis- 
sion, as  the  nature  of  things  was,  was 
rapidly  turned  into  a  custom.  In  the 
Indian  troop-ships,  some  10  or  11  years 
ago,  extra  rations  of  porter  were  given 
to  the  men,  and  claret  to  the  engineer 
officers,  and  the  idea  was  encouraged 
that  an  increased  dose  of  alcohol  was 
the  best  prophylactic  against  effects  of 
an  enervating  climate.  But  courts  mar- 
tial soon  began  to  show  that  that  idea 
was  a  perilous  one  to  start  on  board 
ship  ;  and  **  tropical  grog  "  was  the  in- 
stitution to  which  more  than  one  poor 
fellow  owed  his  downfall.  The  present 
Board — their  hands,  he  gratefully  ac- 
knowledged, strengthened  by  the  action 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  spirit 
which  it  denoted — abolished  the  wnole 
system  of  extra  issues  of  alcohol  in  any 
shape  or  form,  and  substituted  for  it 
beverages  like  limejuice  and  sugar,  and 
oatmeal  and  water,  which,  if  not  very 
exhilarating  to  read  about,  were  much 
more  innocent  and  salutary  in  their 
effects,  and  which,  he  had  no  doubt, 
would  in  the  long  run  do  more  to  cheer 
the  stoker  under  his  arduous  labours  in 
the  tropics,  sweetened  as  those  labours 
were  by  the  large  extra  pay  by  which 
they  were  very  deservedly  rewarded. 
Having  stated  what  the  Admiralty  pro- 
posed to  do  in  order  to  promote  temper- 
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ance  in  the  Navy,  he  must  turn  to  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  state  why 
the  Government  could  not  ask  the  House 
to  adopt  it.  In  the  first  place,  that 
proposal  touched  the  habits  of  men  who 
haa  entered  the  Navy  on  the  existing 
conditions  of  service,  and  touched  them 
with  no  gentle  hand.  Every  man  now 
in  the  Navy  came  in  on  an  understanding 
that  he  should  have  his  grog;  and  to 
send  him  off  on  a  three  years'  cruise 
without  the  possibility  of  getting  a  drop 
of  what  he  had  been  accustomed  to,  and 
that  when  he,  perhaps,  was  a  man  of 
35  or  36,  was  what  he  did  not  think 
they  could  or  ought  to  do.  It  was  true 
that  the  great  Ocean  Lines  had  abolished 
the  issue  of  grog,  and  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
was  very  glad  of  it ;  but  if  it  had  sud- 
denly been  done  half-way  through  a 
voyage,  when  the  men  had  no  choice 
but  to  go  without  their  grog  or  jump 
overboard,  he  thought  it  would  have 
been  a  stop  of  which  the  Directors  woidd, 
perhaps,  have  repented  themselves.  Our 
men  were  bound  to  the  Service,  and 
great  care  had  to  be  taken  in  dealing 
with  their  feelings,  and  even  what  some, 
who  did  not  know  sailors,  were  apt  to 
call  their  fancies,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  idea  arising  among  them  that  ad- 
vantage had  been  taken  of  their  situa- 
tion. Already,  the  mere  report  that  the 
grog  of  the  warrant  officers  was  to  be 
stopped — a  report  which  was  quite  erro- 
neous— had  caused  a  real  genuine  feel- 
ing of  anxiety  among  officers  who  were 
no  alarmists.  He  did  not  like,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  listened  to  his  an- 
swers in  the  House  would  acknowledge 
that  he  did  not  like,  arguments  drawn 
from  the  possible  discontent  and  dis- 
satisfaction of  our  seamen  ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  opinion  of  naval 
men  in  and  outside  the  Admiralty  had 
reminded  him  that  there  was  a  measure 
in  all  things,  and  the  hon.  Member 
asked  them  to  proceed  further  than  the 
Government  thought  it  wise  to  go.  Hon. 
Members  seemed  to  feel  this  themselves; 
for  when  they  sought  to  abolish  liie 
rum  ration  they,  at  the  same  time,  in 
order  to  make  that  step  palatable  to  the 
Navy,  accompanied  it  by  financial  pro- 
posals which  the  Admiralty  could  not 
accept,  and  which  he  was  convinced  that 
the  Treasury  would  not  sanction.  Hon. 
Members  proposed  that  the  Admiralty 
should  give  the  seamen  the  equivalent 
of  their  rum  ration  in  vict^oJs  or  money. 
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.To  give  the  equivalent,  and  very  mncli 
more  than  the  equivalent,  in  victuals — 
that  was,  in  tea,  sugar,  and  chocolate — 
was  exactly  what  the  Admiraltyproposed 
to  do.  To  give  the  equivalent  in  money, 
and  much  more  than  the  equivalent  for 
what  the  rum  actually  cost  the  Govern- 
ment, was  what  the  Admiralty  did  al- 
ready. What  hon.  Members  meant  was 
that  they  should  give  the  sailor  what  he 
could  sell  his  rum  for  on  board  ship,  or 
what  he  could  buy  it  for  at  a  puolic- 
house  on  shore.  And  what  was  that 
sum  ?  The  actual  cost  of  a  gallon  of 
rum  to  the  Qovernment  was  U.  5d.  last 
year.  It  now  had  mounted  to  Is.  9d, 
The  savings  price  allowed  by  the  Qo- 
vernment to  the  sailor  was  at  present  Ss. 
a  gallon.  The  value  of  the  gallon  in  the 
grog-shop  would  be  15«.  The  average 
cost  of  the  rum  to  the  Navy  for  each 
year  was  £15,000  to  £16,000.  The 
■avings,  which  were  taken  by  about 
2,800  people,  came  to  about  £2,032 
a-year.  The  tea  and  sugar  ration, 
which  was  taken  by  about  1,200  people, 
was  about  £750  a-year.  That  was  to 
say,  the  rum  ration  and  its  equiva- 
lents at  present  cost  the  country  about 
£18,000  a-year,  one  year  with  another. 
The  proposals  of  the  Government,  which 
he  had  detailed  in  his  speech,  would, 
if  they  were  accepted  by  the  whole 
Navy,  cost  about  £36,000  a-year;  but, 
as  the  operation  of  the  proposal  would 
be  optional  and  gradual,  the  burden  on 
the  Treasury  would  be  very  much  less 
than  that.  But,  while  the  change  for 
the  better,  it  was  hoped  and  bekeved, 
would  be  very  great  from  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  in  proportion  to  its 
moderate  cost,  what  woula  be  the  result 
of  the  proposal  ?  About  that  there  could 
be  no  doubt  whatever.  The  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Paisley  (Mr.  W. 
Holms)  to  make  the  value  of  the  spirit 
ration  such  as  would  induce  the  teeto- 
taller to  sell  it  to  the  Navy  instead  of  to 
his  friends,  would  entail  a  burden  on 
the  country  of  over  £96,000,  and  add 
nearly  £80,000  to  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates as  an  inevitable  and  instant  bur- 
den. As  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
he  must  say  that,  if  the  country  was 
willing  to  give  his  Department  £80,000 
a-year  more,  there  were  manv  ways  in 
which  it  might  be  more  usemlly  spent 
than  in  raising  the  pa^  of  the  seamen. 
Our  seamen  were,  considering  the  rank 
from  which  they  were  drawn,  perhaps 
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the  best  paid  and  pensioned  among  the 
large  bodies  of  our  public  servants,  and 
the  ease  with  which  the  flower  of  the 
population  were  attracted  into  the  ranks 
of  the  Navy  proved  that  to  add  £80,000 
a-year  to  those  attractions  would  be  an 
indefensible  expenditure  of  public  money 
which  was  so  much  wanted^elsewhere. 
Half  that  sum  would  enable  the  Ad- 
miralty to  set  at  rest  all  the  personal 
questions  connected  with  every  branch 
of  all  the  innumerable  Services  under 
their  control,  and  to  deprive  his  hon. 
Friends  the  Dockyard  Members  of  a 
grievance  for  ten  years  to  come.  But  he 
must  not  recommend  the  House  of  Ck)m- 
mons,  for  any  purpose  whatever,  how- 
ever moral  ana  proper,  to  add  at  one 
sweep  so  enormously  to  the  pay  of  our 
seamen.  The  Government  proposed  a 
tentative  measure,  which  made  the  first 
step,  and  a  pretty  long  one  it  was^ — in- 
deed, they  had  been  taking  it  for  the 
last  20  years — towards  substituting 
wholesome  aud  innocent  sustenance  for 
ardent  spirits.  When  they  had  seen 
how  that  worked  they,  or  their  Succes- 
sors, would,  if  necessary,  be  ready  to  go 
further — if  possible,  very  much  further, 
and  even  the  whole  way  ;  but  this  was 
as  far  as  they  thought  it  safe  and  wise 
to  go  at  present.  He  could  only  thank 
the  House  for  listening  with  attention 
while  he  had  detailed  toe  arrangements 
which  the  Admiralty  had  put  forward, 
which,  long  before  the  hon.  Member 
had  this  Motion  on  the  Paper,  it  was 
their  intention,  in  a  modified  shape,  to 
put  forward — an  arrangement  from 
which  it  was  confidently  expected,  by 
those  who  knew  the  Navy  best,  that 
much  good  would  result  with  as  little 
arbitrary  interference  as  possible  with 
the  habits  and  the  susceptibilities  of  our 
seamen. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened with  very  great  satisfaction  to  the 
statement  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Admiralty.  No  doubt,  the 
conduct  of  the  men  had  much  improved 
of  late  years.  A  drunken  sailor,  once 
so  common  a  spectacle,  was  now  rarely 
seen.  He  did  not  understand  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  the  allowance  of 
chocolate  would  be  made  to  the  morning 
watch  universally.  Such  an  allowance 
would  be  a  useful  thing  for  men  en- 
gaged, as  they  were,  in  luduous  labour. 
No  doubt,  the  men,  by  arrangements 
among  themselves,  obtiuned  some  food 
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during  the  interval  between  half-past 
4  and  7 ;  but  if  the  chocolate  were  served 
out  to  all  the  watch,  there  was  no  doubt 
it  would  do  much  to  prevent  that  sense 
of  exhaustion  which  induced  many  to 
have  recourse  to  spirits  as  a  stimulant. 
He  was  aware  that  commanders  had 
authority  to  order  an  extra  allowance 
under  certain  circumstances ;  but  it 
should  be  more  generally  exercised.  He 
thought  the  ration  of  chocolate  should 
be  issued  somewhat  more  freely  than 
hitherto.  Although  it  would  entail  a 
considerable  charge,  it  was  just  one  of 
those  charges  which  would  result  in  eco- 
nomy in  the  long  run. 

Mr.  EDWASd  CLAEKE  thought 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  were 
very  satisfactory ;  but  he  thought  tiiey 
might  be  made  still  more  satisfactory  if, 
instead  of  giving  spirit  rations  to  total 
abstainers,  who  sold  those  rations  in 
order  to  purchase  soluble  chocolate,  the 
Admiralty  would  provide  them  with 
soluble  chocolate,  especially  as  regarded 
the  morning  watch. 

Mb.  CA]&^E  said,  he  expressed  the 
feelings  of  the  friends  of  temperance 
throughout  the  country  when  he  said 
they  were  satisfied  with  the  large  con- 
cessions made  to  them.  He  expressed 
his  full  appreciation  of  the  line  in  which 
the  Admiralty  had  embarked,  and  which 
he  hoped  before  long  would  result  in  the 
adoption  of  his  Besolution. 

Question  put,  and  agre0d  to. 

Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ghair." 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "ATALANTA," 
OBSBBYATIOirS. 

Mb.  JENKINS,  in  caUing  attention 
to  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  loss  of  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Atalanta,  which  was  a 
matter  of  very  great  importance,  and 
well  worth  the  attention  of  this  House, 
said,  that  all  who  had  taken  any  inte- 
rest in  naval  matters,  and  had  followed 
the  proceedings  of  that  Committee,  would 
agree  with  him  that  the  noble  Efirl  who 
now  presided  at  the  head  of  the  Admi- 
ralty (the  Earl  of  Northbrook)  had  done 
a  great  public  service  in  establishing  a 
very  valuable  precedent,  inasmuch  as 
this  Naval  Commission  had  been  com- 
posed of  other  than  naval  officers,  who 
had  rendered  valuable  service  andeHoited 
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very  valuable  evidence  in  the  course  of 
the  investigation ;  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  lately  presided  at  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  taken  the  same 
course  after  the  loss  of  Her  Majeflty's 
ship  JEurydiee,  instead  of  biinging  up 
one  or  two  half-drowned  seamen  to  be 
tried,  they  would  never  have  heaztl  of 
this  miserable  Juno   or  training   ship 
Atalanta,    Having    followed    the    evi- 
dence of   that  Committee  closely,   he 
thought  the  Civil  Members  of  Uie  Com- 
mittee had  shown  great  skill  and  know- 
ledge in  dealing  with  the  questions  that 
came  before  them.    He  thought,  how- 
ever, it  was  a  matter  for  regret  that  the 
inquiry  was  confined  almost  exdusivelj 
to^  the  condition  or  unseaworthinees  of 
this   ship.    He  regretted  that  the  in- 
quiry had  not  extended  to  Ihe  fitness  of 
a  ship  of  this  kind  for  a  training  ship. 
In  the  evidence  before  the  Committee 
facts  had  been  brought  out  which^  in 
his  judgment,  proved  conclusively  that 
a  grave  blunder,  a  grave  error  in  jud^- 
nient,  was  made  by  the  Admiralty  ad- 
visers of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and 
he   was  veiy  much  surprised  that  his 
strong   common    sense    and   practical 
knowledge  should  have  allowed  him  to 
sanction  the  fitting  out  of  the  Juno  as 
a  training   ship.    So  far  as  he  (Mr. 
Jenkins)  could  gather,  the  reason  giren 
for  that  was  that  she  was  the  only  sail- 
ing ship  in  Her  Majesty's  Service  that 
was  available  for  the  purpose,  and,  to 
his  mind,  that  was  a  very  great  objec- 
tion to  her  employment.    Now,  a  ship 
of  900  tons,  according  to  the  evidence, 
could  have  been  built  in  a  Nai^  Dodc- 
yard  for  £4,000  or  £5,000  more  than  it 
cost  to  repair  the  Juno.    The  ship  was 
83  or  34  years  old,  and  the  origijoal 
estimate  of  the  cost  for  repairing  her 
was  £11,500.    ThBi  was  increased  to 
£19,000,  or  thereabouts,  and  the  total 
costfor  repairs  exceeded  £27,000.  After 
expending  that  enormous  sum  of  money 

Xn  her,  what  did  they  find?  That 
r  her  first  cruise  for  nine  months, 
she  had  to  be  repaired  at  a  cost  of  £1,800 
or  £1,900,  and  a  few  months  after  that 
the  repairs  to  her  again  amounted  to 
over  £800.  The  fact  was  that,  the  mis- 
take  having  been  made,  the  Admiralty 
had  not  the  courage  to  condemn  her,  as 
she  should  have  been,  upon  her  first  in- 
spection at  Portsmouth.  As  to  the  sta- 
bility of  the  ship,  it  was  proved  at  the 
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outset  that  slie  was  unsuited  for  the 
Serrice,  because,  before  she  left  Ply- 
mouth, one  of  tiie  best  seamen  in  the 
Nar^,  Admiral  Sir  Thomas  Sjmonds, 
condemned  her  and  threw  doubt  upon 
her  fitness  for  the  Service.  At  the  time 
the  vessel  left  England  she  showed 
symptoms  of  straining,  which  made  it 
plain  that  she  was  not  so  stable  and 
sound  as  she  should  have  been  when 
first  commissioned.  The  evidence  of  the 
master's  mate  was  very  important,  as 
also  was  the  carpenter's  of  the  ship,  his 
evidence  showing  that  at  the  time  she 
first  left  England  she  showed  symptoms 
of  straining,  and  throughout  the  voyage 
made  a  good  deal  of  water  even  in  or- 
dinary weather.  When  they  had  an 
old  ship,  it  was  impossible  to  say  whe- 
ther the  straining  was  such  as  to  make 
it  dangerous  or  not;  and  in  this  par- 
ticular ship,  he  believed,  the  straining 
was  of  the  character  to  make  it  danger- 
ous. That  it  was  so  was  seen  from  the 
fact  that  it  created  great  anxiety  in  the 
mind  of  Captain  Stirling  and  the  officers 
of  the  unfortunate  ship.  Captain  Stir- 
ling was  never  quite  satisfied  with  this 
ship  from  the  time  she  was  first  commis- 
sioned, for  he  was  always  suggesting 
alterations  to  the  Admiralty.  Although 
the  Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  her  seaworthiness,  they  had  not 
done  so,  but  appeared  to  have  evaded 
the  question;  and  he  should  like  to 
know  if  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  could 
throw  any  light  upon  the  matter,  or  if 
it  had  received  the  attention  of  the  Ad- 
miralty ?  He  had  thought  it  his  duty 
to  bring  the  subject  before  the  House, 
as  he  considered  it  a  question  of  very 
great  importance,  and  one  which  should 
not  be  passed  over  lightly.  The  evi- 
dence showed  conclusively  that  the  Ad- 
miralty were  at  fault;  and  though  he 
did  not  blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  tMr.  W.  H.  Smith),  he  blamed 
those  who  persuaded  him  to  take  this 
course.  Ships  of  the  kind  were  not  fit 
for  training  ships.  It  was  true  they 
had  a  sailing  vessel  in  the  Mediter- 
ranean ;  but  that  was  very  different  to 
crossing  the  Atlantic  in  the  Winter 
months;  and  he  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  opposite 
(Sir  John  Hay)  whether  boys  and  young 
seamen  could  not  be  trained  as  well,  or 
even  better,  in  ships  of  steam  power 
than  in  sailing  ships  pure  and  simple  ? 


In  the  future,  he  hoped  the  same  mis- 
take would  not  be  made,  and  that  these 
sailing  ships  would  not  be  used  as  train- 
ing slups.  A  great  deal  had  been  done 
by  the  Admiralty  in  fitting  out  a  flying 
squadron ;  but  they  wanted  more  than 
that,  they  wanted  a  detatched  squadron, 
and  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  would  be  in  a 
position  to  tell  them  that  steps  with  that 
end  in  view  were  being  taken,  so  that 
our  seamen  and  officers  might  be  better 
trained  than  they  could  be  under  the 
present  system. 

Mr.  duff  said,  that,  knowing  how 
anxious  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
was  to  get  into  Committee  upon  the 
Naval  Estimates,  he  would  not  enter 
into  details  in  supporting  the  views  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  That  was  a  subject 
on  which  he  had  more  than  once  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  in  that  House ;  and 
though  he  agreed  with  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  who,  in  a  speech  the 
other  day,  said  he  believed  the  Navy, 
men  and  officers,  were  imbued  with  the 
spirit  which  distinguished  the  men  in 
the  days  of  Hawkins,  Blake,  and  Ea- 
leigh,  he  was  bound  to  say  he  was  some- 
what sceptical  as  to  whether  the  men 
and  officers  now  were  as  great  naval 
sailors  as  the  men  of  the  16th  century. 
He  doubted  if  they  could  go  through 
the  Straits  of  Magellan  without  a  pilot. 
He  was  afraid  that  the  men  of  the  pre- 
sent day  were  not  so  efficiently  trained 
as  they  should  be;  and  he  was  very 
much  struck  at  looking  into  some  figures 
brought  out  before  the  United  Service 
Institution  by  Admiral  Wilson,  that  out 
of  18,500  seamen — and  we  had  only 
about  19,000  seamen  pure  and  simple 
—10,000  men  were  under  five  years' 
service,  and  they  only  averaged  18 
months  at  sea,  while  4,270  had  served 
between  five  and  10  years,  with  four 
and  a-half  years'  sea  service,  and  2,600 
15  years,  with  11 J  years'  sea  service. 
Bearing  in  mind  that  point,  he  referred 
them  to  the  Heport  of  the  Atalania 
Committee,  which  stated  that  a  large 
part  of  the  men  had  never  had  the  op- 
portunity of  handling  a  ship  under  sail 
m  heavy  weather,  their  knowledge  being 
chiefly  derived  from  books,  and  not 
from  practical  experience.  The  neces- 
sity of  that  was  the  more  plain  when 
they  remembered  that  it  was  a  practice 
amongst  the  large  steam  packet  corn- 
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panies  to  insist  that  all  their  officers 
should  have  had  their  knowledge  of  sea- 
manship from  sailing  ships.  It  was 
partly  from  want  of  tlus  knowledge  that 
so  many  disasters  occurred.  No  officer 
would  get  up  and  say  in  that  House 
that  a  man  was  fit  for  the  duties  of  a 
seaman  after  about  a  year  and  a-half's 
sea  service.  How,  then,  was  the  diffi- 
culty they  were  now  under  to  be 
avoided  ?  The  modem  man-of-war  did 
not  employ  many  sailors,  and  that  was 
all  the  more  reason  that  they  should 
seek  for  some  special  means  of  develop- 
ing good  seamanship.  He  therefore 
pressed  on  the  Admiralty  that  they 
ought  to  have  an  increased  number  of 
cruisers.  Those  cruisers  might  be  at- 
tached to  the  Channel  and  Mediter- 
ranean Squadrons;  and,  instead  of  their 
having  so  many  vessels  like  those  at 
present  on  foreign  stations,  they  should 
have  vessels  of  about  2,000  tons — ves- 
sels of  auxiliary  steam  power,  and  not 
overloaded  with  guns.  If  the  Service 
abroad  were  carried  on  with  those  ves- 
sels, they  would  be  a  very  important 
school  for  training  the  officers  and  men. 
There  would  be  a  saving  in  the  cost  of 
coal,  for  he  would  not  allow  these  ves- 
sels to  steam  excepting  under  certain 
circumstances.  They  might,  with  great 
advantage,  be  profitably  employed  in 
the  Pacific,  on  the  South-East  Coast  of 
America,  and  in  the  West  Indies.  Naval 
authorities  he  had  spoken  to  on  the  sub- 
ject had  admitted  that  the  only  objection 
that  could  be  raised  was  that  of  expense; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  they  would  be 
justified,  if  the  Admiralty  thought  these 
vessels  would  conduce  to  the  good  of  the 
Service,  in  refraining  from  having  them 
on  the  ground  of  cost.  In  an  interest- 
ing speech  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had  said 
that  he  believed  that  half  the  commerce 
of  the  world  floated  under  the  British 
flag.  If  that  was  true,  it  was  an  im- 
portant reason  why  their  commerce 
should  be  properly  protected,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  he  did  not  think 
matters  were  satisfactory  in  this  respect 
at  present.  He  hoped  that  in  next 
year's  Navy  Estimates  they  would  hear 
that  the  Admiralty  were  prepared  to 
carry  out  some  scheme  for  giving  the 
men  of  the  Navy  greater  experience  as 
bond  fide  sailors ;  and  if  there  was  no  ob- 

i'ection,  except  the  objection  of  expense, 
le  hoped  they  would  have  the  courage 
Mr.  Duff 


to  come  down  and  ask  the  House  for  the 
money  necessary. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  said,  that  he  desired 
to  join  with  the  hon.  Members  for 
Penryn  (Mr.  Jenkins)  and  BanfiPshire 
(Mr.  DuflF)  in  entreating  the  Admiralty 
to  take  some  steps  for  training  the 
officers  and  men  in  handling  ships  under 
sail.  He  did  not,  however,  concur  in 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Penryn 
in  the  condemnation  that  he  had  passed 
on  the  Admiralty  for  selecting  the  AUh 
lanta  for  the  purpose  of  a  training  ship. 
They  must  regret  the  loss  of  me  that 
occurred  in  that  vessel;  but  having 
served  in  the  Vestalf  a  ship  identictS 
with  the  Atalanta,  in  very  heavy  weather 
and  in  a  typhoon  in  the  China  Sea, 
he  rSir  John  Hay)  knew  that  a  vessel 
of  tnat  kind,  well  handled,  was  quite 
safe.  Nor  did  he  concur  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  hon.  Member  that  there 
should  be  steam  power  in  all  the  sailing 
vessels  that  might  be  used  for  purposes 
of  training,  for  it  would  add  enormously 
to  the  cost ;  and  the  opportunity  that  the 
officers  would  have  for  using  the  steam 
power  at  any  time,  when  the  energy  and 
skill  of  those  in  command,  and  the 
skill  of  the  men  required  to  be  de- 
veloped, would  tend  to  have  an  injurious 
effect.  He  thought  that  the  figures 
which  had  been  given  should  alarm  the 
country.  It  was  true  that  our  Mercan- 
tile Marine  had  developed  enormously, 
and  that  by  its  means  we  had  a  consider- 
able number  of  men  returned  as  seamen 
in  training.  A  very  small  proportion  of 
these  men,  however,  could  reef  and  steer 
— the  old  qualification  for  a  naval  sea- 
man. He  calculated  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  when  the  number  of  servants,  arti- 
ficers, and  foreigners  were  taken  into 
account,  they  had  only  a  Reserve  of 
15,000  men  whom,  in  the  event  of  neces- 
sity, they  could  hope  to  call  upon  firom 
the  Mercantile  Marine  in  addition  to  the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve.  This  was  all  the 
more  serious,  since,  of  19,000  men  now 
quoted  as  seamen  in  the  Navy,  there 
were  10,000  who  had  only  an  average  of 
a  year  and  a-half  s  service  at  sea,  and 
they  all  knew  that  a  year  and  a-halTs 
service  at  sea  was  utterly  insufficient 
to  make  a  sailor.  He  might,  in  con- 
nection with  that  fact,  mention  that  al- 
though seamen  might  be  improved  in 
character  and  conduct,  there  was  no 
doubt  that,  even  amongst  the  more  ex- 
perienced of  them;  the  sailoring  qualifi* 
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oations  had  mncli  deteriorated.  Before 
a  Oommittee  of  the  House  last  year 
Captain  Shaw,  of  the  Fire  Brigade,  an 
experienced  and  talented  officer,  men- 
tioned that,  nntil  about  10  years  ago, 
the  men  of  the  Fire  Brigade  were  taken 
almost  entirely  from  uie  Navy;  but 
latterly  he  had  given  up  taking  men 
from  the  Navy,  because  he  found  that 
they  had  not  got  the  activity  and  other 
qualifications  that  were  necessary  to 
make  them  efficient  in  the  Fire  Bri- 

Sde.  He  now  went  to  the  Mercantile 
arine  to  obtain  the  men  that  he  re- 
quired. It  was  thus  impossible  to  sup- 
pose that  we  had  such  seamen  as  we 
could  desire,  and  a  change  was  abso- 
lutely necessary.  They  trained  their 
boys  for  the  Navy,  and  they  had  a  force 
of  18,500  trained  seamen;  but  there 
were  only  some  4,270  men  who  had  had 
four  and  a-half  years'  service  at  sea, 
and  2,603  who  had  had  seven  and  a-half 
years'  service;  whilst  there  were  only 
1,816  who  had  had  10  years'  service. 
liiat  was  a  small  proportion  to  rely  upon, 
and  it  was  for  that  reason  that  he  had 
^ven  Notice  to  call  attention  to  the  de- 
sirability of  havinfi^  additional  cruisers 
built  or  bought — for  it  did  not  much 
matter  which — for  the  purpose  of  attach- 
ing to  each  squadron  cruising  ships,  in 
wmch,  when  the  iron-clads  were  in  har- 
bour for  re-fittings,  or  when  their  service 
at  sea  was  unnecessary  and  expensive,  to 
put  a  proportion  of  the  crews  on  board, 
and  so  gam  for  them  that  activity  and  that 
daring  which  was  only  obtained  by  con- 
stant exercise  aloft.  There  was  another 
question  to  which  he  would  now  call  the 
attention  of  the  House,  and  that  was  to 
the  very  few  iron-clads  that  they  now 
had  for  the  defence  of  the  country.  In 
his  opinion,  an  iron-clad  was  now  what 
the  hne-of-battle  ship  was  formerly.  The 
naval  power  of  a  country  was  measured 
by  its  iron-clads.  Although  many  of  his 
hon.  Friends  would  not  agree  with  his 
views,  he  would  call  their  attention  to 
the  idea  on  which  iron-clads  were  first 
created.  Some  hon.Qentlemen  were  now 
of  opinion  that  in  creating  an  iron -clad 
they  must  create  an  impregnable  mov- 
able castle.  That  was  not  his  opinion. 
It  was  necessary  that  they  should  have 
large  iron-clads  to  meet  vessels  like  those 
Italy  had  produced,  and  such  as  the 
French  possessedin  the  threelargest  ships 
of  their  Navy ;  but  iron-clads  were  built 
originally  because   wooden  ships  were 


exposed  to  shell  which  set  fire  to  them, 
and  the  vessels  were  liable  to  destruction 
before  they  could  make  a  sufficient  im- 
pression on  the  enemy.  This  directed 
attention  to  the  building  of  iron-clads. 
At  present  it  was  quite  true  that  the 
power  of  the  guns  was  much  increased ; 
but  if  they  buut  their  ships  of  a  material 
that  could  not  be  set  on  fire,  they  could 
continue  an  action,  and  it  was  not  to  be 
supposed  that  they  would  not  lose  some 
men  and  ships,  but  they  could  prolong 
the  engagement  and  bring  it  to  a  suc- 
cessful issue.  He,  therefore,  desired 
not  to  urge  on  the  Admiralty  the  con- 
struction of  great  and  costly  ships — 
ships  costing  £1,000,000  each  —  but 
a  sufficient  number  of  ships  to  main- 
tain the  peace  and  perform  the  duty 
of  the  old  line-of-battle  ships.  What 
was  the  proportion  that  this  country 
seemed  to  desire  in  former  days?  In 
1793  the  British  line-of -battle-ship  Fleet 
numbered  115,  whilst  France  had  76,  and 
Spain  65.  The  combined  Fleets  of  France 
and  Spain  were  more  in  number  than 
the  British  Fleet;  but  the  proportion 
was  thought  sufficient.  It,  at  any 
rate,  preserved  the  peace  in  1790,  al- 
though it  did  not  do  so  in  1793.  In 
1790,  when  France  and  Spain  were  bent 
on  war  in  the  question  regarding  Nootka 
Sound,  a  large  fieet  was  immediately 
commissioned,  and  an  armament  of  53 
sail  of  the  line  brought  France  and 
Spain  to  terms  without  a  declaration  of 
war.  In  1820  there  was  hardly  a  line- 
of-battle  ship  in  the  world  that  did  not 
belong  to  England ;  our  sail  of  the  line 
surpassing  in  numbers  the  combined 
Fleets  of  all  the  other  countries.  In  1 840 
the  relations  of  France  and  England  were 
considerably  strained  after  the  success- 
ful attack  on  Acre ;  but  the  Fleet  of  Eng- 
land in  the  Mediterranean  was  increased 
by  1 7  sail  of  the  line  in  a  very  short  time, 
and  the  result  was  that  France  kept 
the  peace.  It  was  shown  that  a  dis- 
play of  naval  superiority  might  effect  wh  at 
a  long  and  bloody  war  might  fail  to  do. 
On  the  change  from  sailing  line-of-battle 
ships  to  steam  line-of-battle  ships,  France 
for  a  time  took  the  lead ;  but  in  1860, 
thanks  especially  to  the  patriotic  pro- 
test of  the  late  Prince  Consort,  an  effort 
was  made,  and  our  superiority  was  re- 
established. Then  came  the  era  of  iron- 
clads, which  had  replaced  the  old  line- 
of-battle  ship.  At  first  our  great  private 
establishments  seemed  to  leave  us  with- 
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out  fears  of  any  rival ;  but  France  emu- 
lated our  activity,  and  in  1870,  while 
Great  Britain  had  40  iron-clads,  France 
had  81.  At  that  time  other  Powers  had 
hardly  any  iron-clads ;  but  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  now  there  were  266 
iron-clads  or  more  owned  by  Powers 
other  than  Great  Britain.  He  would, 
however,  use  France  otherwise  than  as 
the  standard  of  comparison,  and  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders),  in  1870,  as  recorded  in  Ransard, 
when  he  stated  the  numbers  of  the 
Fleets  as  40  and  31  respectively,  also 
said  that,  in  order  to  maintain  the  re- 
lative supremacy  of  England,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  build  each  year  12,000 
tons  of  iron-clads— 8,000  in  the  Royal 
Dockyards  and  4,000  in  private  yards — 
that  was,  to  produce  three  new  iron-clads 
in  each  vear,  in  order  to  keep  pace  with 
the  shipbuilding  then  going  on  in  France. 
The  result  of  the  last  10  years  had  been 
very  difiPerent  from  that  contemplated. 
France,  after  her  great  misfortune,  was 
supposed  to  be  devoting  herself  solely 
to  the  improvement  of  her  Army,  which 
was  increased  to  1,700,000  men,  and  it 
was  thought  she  would  not  pay  the  same 
attention  to  her  Navy.  It  was  not,  how- 
ever, as  they  expected.  They  had  now 
built  or  building  in  the  English  iron-clad 
Navy  58  or  59  ships,  of  which  six  were 
building.  The  French  iron-clad  Navy 
was  62  or  63,  including  11  that  were 
building.  Thus,  in  numbers,  it  would 
be  superior  to  our  own,  when  those 
building  were  completed,  and  that  was 
not  a  result  that  we  could  regard  as 
satisfactory.  If  the  proportion  that  they 
desired  in  1870  was  as  three  to  four,  it 
could  not  be  advantageous  to  this  coun- 
try that  that  proportion  should  now  be 
apparently  equal.  Subtracting  the  ves- 
sels that  the  French  were  building,  they 
had  52  iron-clads,  all  but  one  in  European 
waters,  whilst,  subtracting  those  that  we 
were  building,  we  had  53,  not  all  in  Euro- 

fean  waters,  but  in  all  parts  of  the  world. 
t  was,  therefore,  evident  that  in  the 
Mediterranean,  the  Atlantic,  and  gene- 
rally on  the  European  coast,  the  French 
were  in  numbers  greatly  superior  to  us. 
But  of  the  ships  he  had  named  belong- 
ing to  the  British  Navy,  one  was  at 
Melbourne,  two  at  Bombay,  one  at 
Honff  Kong,  two  at  Bermuda,  and  four 
in  China,  the  Pacific,  and  Australia. 
Those  10,  then,  must  be  deducted  from 

Sir  Jo  An  Eay 


the  force  available  for  the  Atlantic  and 
Mediterranean,  leaving  48  or  49  in 
Europe,  of  which  six  were  building,  to 
compare  with  63  French,  of  which  1 1 
were  building.  It  might  be  said  that  a 
majority  of  the  French  ships  were 
wooden  ships  iron-armoured,  and  that 
we  preferred  iron  and  steel.  It  was 
asked — Were  the  French  ships  of  a 
character  and  quality  that  were  dan- 
gerous to  England?  And,  in  looking 
at  that  question,  he  would  remind  the 
House  of  what  had  recently  occurred  in 
the  Tunis  affair.  Perhaps  the  country 
generally  were  unaware  of  the  fact  that 
by  a  stroke  of  the  pen,  as  it  were,  10 
sail  of  iron-clads  appeared  off  the  har- 
bour of  Sfax  on  a  recent  occasioni 
whereas  we  had  only  six  iron-clads  in 
the  Mediterranean;  and,  however  power- 
ful and  effectual  these  might  be  for  tiie 
services  they  might  be  c^ed  on  to  per- 
form, the  House  would  remember  that 
ships  of  that  kind  or  any  other  kmd 
could  not  be  in  two  places  at  once.  An 
hon.  Friend  of  his  who  had  visited 
Brest  Harbour  had  informed  him  that 
he  had  seen  there  31  iron-clads  fitted 
with  the  newest  artillery  and  mitrail- 
leuses. He  did  not  deny  that  steel  and 
iron  ships  were  preferaole  to  some  of 
these  vessels,  which,  it  might  be  said, 
were  of  wood  and  iron,  and  such  as  this 
country  would  not  be  satisfied  to  rely 
upon.  But  it  must  be  remembered  that 
we  had  in  our  Navy  wood  and  iron  ships 
which  were  returned  as  perfectly  good 
and  efficient  vessels — the  Lord  Warden 
and  the  Repulse^  for  instance,  which  were 
built  before,  at  least,  20  of  the  ships  in 
Brest  Harbour.  The  French  had  in- 
creased their  Navy  very  much  more 
rapidly  than  England  during  the  last  10 
years.  Instead  of  having  built  120,000 
tons  in  the  course  of  10  years,  as  was 
stated  to  be  necessary  in  1 870,  England 
had  only  built  96,000  tons.  Therefore, 
although  it  was  evident  that  France  had 
increased  her  Navy  rapidly  in  the  course 
of  the  last  12  years,  this  country  had 
built  ships  in  nothing  like  the  propor- 
tion suggested  as  being  necessary  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  1870. 
He  (Sir  John  Hay)  suggested  that  in- 
stead of  building  six  ships  at  the  pre- 
sent time  we  should  be  building  18,  in 
order  to  keep  pace  with  the  rate  ol 
building  in  France,  which  had,  during 
the  time  he  had  referred  to,  more  than 
doubled.    Moreover,  all  the  other  Soro- 
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pean  Powers  had  added  to  their  mari- 
time strength,  and  there  were,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  iron-dads  possessed  by  Eng- 
land, a  total  of  266  iron-olads  belonging 
to  the  various  Powers  of  the  world;  and 
he  contended  that  these  must,  of  neces- 
sity, be  taken  into  consideration  in  de- 
ciding the  number  of  iron-clad  vessels 
which  this  country  ought  to  possess  for 
the  maintenance  of  her  naval  superiority. 
He  was  not  of  opinion  that  shipbuilding 
should  be  confined  to  our  Dockyards, 
which  ought  to  be  particularly  utilized 
for  the  puipose  of  repairs ;  but  that  it 
should  be  distributed  amone^st  the  mer- 
cantile shipbuilding  yards  of  the  Clyde, 
the  Tyne,  the  Humber,  the  Mersey,  and 
the  Thames,  the  resources  of  which  were 
aoffioient  to  turn  out  from  two  to  three 
iron-dads  each  within  the  time  necessary 
for  their  construction.  Now,  it  was  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  impossible  to  main- 
tain the  Navy  in  a  state  of  completeness 
without  spending  £12,500,000  upon  it 
annually ;  but,  notwithstanding  this  ac- 
knowledged fact,  we  had  now  cut  that 
amount  down  to  £10,000,000.  On  the 
whole,  therefore,  during  the  last  10  years 
wehad  spent£15,000,000  too  little  on  the 
Navy,  except  in  that  year  when  the  late 
Eirst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  bought  the  ready-made  iron-clads, 
which  alone  saved  the  country  from  occu- 
pying a  naval  position  inferior  to  that 
of  France.  He  trusted  the  House  would 
forgive  him  for  having  endeavoured  to 
make  dear  the  absolute  necessity  which 
existed  for  maintaining  the  superiority 
of  the  British  Navy ;  and  he  appealed 
to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to 
make  an  effort  in  that  direction,  which, 
if  the  facts  were  as  he  had  stated,  he 
felt  sure  the  country  would  willingly 
respond  to. 

Sib  THOMAS  BRA8SEY  said,  he 
had  been  asked  to  reply  on  behalf  of  the 
Admiralty  to  the  observations  which  had 
been  addressed  to  the  House  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Penryn  (Mr.  Jenkins) ;  and 
he  trusted  that  it  would  not  be  thought 
that  the  important  statement  which  had 
been  made  was  treated  with  any  disre- 
spect in  consequence.  With  reference 
to  the  speech  which  had  fallen  from  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  John 
Hav),  he  should  leave  that  to  be  dealt 
with,  when  the  general  Shipbuilding 
Vote  was  reached,  by  his  hon.  Friend 
tiie  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  He 
would,  however,  say  a  word  or  two  with 


reference  to  the  personnel  of  the  Navy. 
His  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
not  expressed  all  the  confidence  which 
he  had  hoped  he  entertained  in  the 
Naval  Service  of  the  present  day,  and 
seemed,  to  some  extent,  to  question  the 
seamanship  of  the  men,  quoting  in  sup« 

gort  of  that  view  an  opinion  expressed 
y  Captain  Shaw,  the  Superintendent  of 
the  London  Fire  Brigade,  to  which  he 
(Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  offered  the  opinion 
of  another  gallant  officer  who  had  come 
fresh  from  his  command,  and  who  spoke 
in  the  highest  terms  of  the  seamen  of 
the  Fleet.  With  reference  to  the  Hoyal 
Naval  Eeserve,  the  ri^ht  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  opposite  seemed  to  ques- 
tion its  efficiency ;  out,  from  reliable  in- 
formation in  thepossession  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, he  (Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  was  in 
a  position  to  state  that  the  Eoyal  Naval 
Beserve  was  never  in  a  more  efficient 
condition  than  at  the  present  time.  He 
believed  there  had  never  been  so  little 
difficulty  in  keeping  up  the  number  of 
the  Force.  So  far  from  there  being  any 
difficulty  in  this  respect,  they  had  re- 
cently had  applications  for  the  enrol- 
ment of  men  in  excess  of  the  number 
provided  for  in  the  Votes,  and  they  heard 
there  were  men  applying  for  admission 
whom  it  was  a  great  disappointment  to 
the  recruiting  officers  to  reject,  on  ac- 
count of  the  exceptional  qualifications 
which  they  possessed.  He  might  also 
state  the  Liverpool  Committee  of  Ship- 
owners and  Masters,  who  for  many  years 
had  been  watching  attentively  the  posi- 
tion of  merchant  seamen,  had  recently 
dissolved,  because  they  were  sensible  of 
the  great  improvement  which  had  taken 
place  in  that  respect.  He  would  also 
remind  the  House  that  the  facilities  for 
training  seamen  were  now  brought  to  a 
degree  of  development  and  efficiency 
which  had  never  been  reached  in  former 
years.  They  had  heard,  on  a  recent  oc- 
casion, of  the  great  prosperity  which,  at 
the  present  time,  was  attendant  upon  the 
shipping  enterprize  of  the  country ;  and 
those  who  were  anxious  for  the  main- 
tenance of  seamanship  in  the  Merchant 
Service  must  learn  with  satisfaction  that 
the  owners  of  ships  were  now  finding  the 
investment  of  their  money  more  remu- 
nerative in  sailing  ships  than  in  steam 
vessels.  In  turning  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Penryn  (Mr. 
Jenkins),  it  was  not  necessary  to  trouble 
the  House  with  any  len^h.^  <>fe^^T^^- 
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tions  on  that  subject,  nor  was  it  for  Wm 
(Sir  Thomas  Brassey)  to  vindicate  the 
conduct  of  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty 
in  selecting  the  Atalanta  as  a  training 
ship.  The  House  was  aware  that  naval 
opinions  were  strongly  in  favour  of  train- 
ing our  seamen  in  sailing  ships,  and  the 
officers  of  the  Navy  were,  in  this  matter, 
not  singular  in  their  views ;  because,  in 
the  Mercantile  Marine,  experience  in 
sailing  ships  was  held  to  be  indispens- 
able to  the  production  of  a  seaman. 
That  principle  having  been  accepted,  the 
next  question  was  this — Was  the  Ata- 
lanta a  suitable  ship  for  the  Service? 
On  that  point  it  was  sufficient  to  observe 
that,  when  formerly  in  commission,  she 
held  the  character  of  being  a  buoyant 
and  stable  vessel  in  bad  weather.  In 
accordance  with  the  duty  which  devolved 
on  the  present  Board  of  Admiralty,  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  matter,  and  it  was  determined  that 
its  investigations  should  be  of  the  most 
searching  and  impartial  character.  The 
Committee  was  fairly  constituted,  and 
combined  both  naval  and  other  elements. 
The  inquiry  was  most  exhaustive,  and 
the  Report  was  signed  by  every  Member 
of  the  Committee.  It  was  to  the  effect 
that  the  Atalanta  was  a  sound  and  stable 
ship,  well-manned  and  well-equipped. 
With  such  a  Report  as  that  before  them, 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  had  not  felt 
themselves  called  upon  either  to  punish 
or  to  censure  any  officers,  whether  pro- 
fessional or  executive,  who  were  respon- 
sible for  the  selection  and  the  equipment 
of  the  vessel.  The  heavy  expenditure 
on  repairs  to  the  vessel  had  been  sharply 
criticized,  and  it  must  be  admitted  that 
if  such  an  outlay  could  have  been  anti- 
cipated, it  would  have  been  preferable 
to  have  built  a  new  ship.  There  was  a 
great  discrepancy  between  the  original 
estimate  and  the  final  statement  of  the 
cost  of  repairs,  which  amounted  alto- 
gether to  £28,000,  the  original  revised 
estimate  having  been  £16,000.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  was  stated  on  the  part 
of  the  shipbuilding  department  that  a 
vessel  of  the  same  type  could  not  have 
been  built  at  a  less  cost  than  £36,000. 
This  would  apply  to  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Penryn,  that  a 
new  ship  might,  perhaps,  have  been  con- 
structed at  a  less  cost  than  the  amount  of 
repairs.  The  liability  to  great  and  unfore- 
seen expenses  was  doubtless  an  objection 
to  fitting  out  any  old  wooden  ship  for  re- 
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newed  service  at  sea.  In  the  case  of 
the  Atalanta  the  expenditure  was  dis- 
tributed over  a  lengthened  period.  It 
was  divided  between  three  Dockyards, 
and  no  single  individual  was  responsible 
for  what  had  occurred.  He  would  not 
hazard  a  conjecture  as  to  the  cause  of 
the  loss  of  the  Atalanta.  It  was  certain 
that  the  vessel  had  encountered  a  hurri- 
cane of  extraordinary  severity ;  and  sea- 
men well  knew  how  fearfully  the  ordi- 
nary phenomena  of  bad  weather  were 
intensified  in  those  great  tempests  which 
were  encountered  only  at  intervals  of 
years.  He  need  not  pursue  further  the 
painful  subject  of  the  loss  of  the  Atalanta. 
Before  passing  to  other  topics,  he  would 
take  the  opportunity  of  expressing  on 
behalf  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  nation 
their  sincere  and  heartfelt  sympathy  with 
the  widows  and  the  orphans  who  had  been 
left  desolate  by  tho  disaster.  He  now 
turned  to  the  general  subject  of  the  train- 
ing of  seamen  ;  and  as  regarded  that  no 
hon.  Member  was  more  entitled  than  his 
hon.  Friend  to  address  the  House  on  the 
subject.  He  spoke  with  the  experience  of 
a  successful  shipowner  and  a  former 
commander  of  merchant  ships.  ^The 
Navy  would  value  the  opinion  of  a  sea- 
man who  had  received  his  training  in 
what  he  might  call  the  Sister  Service. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  said  that  he  shared 
the  general  opinion  that  the  art  of 
handling  a  smp  under  canvas  was  a 
valuable,  if  not  an  essential,  part  of  a 
naval  education.  At  the  same  time,  he 
recognized  the  importance  of  steam  in 
combination  with  canvas  as  an  addi- 
tional guarantee  for  safety.  Such  beins^ 
the  views  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  claimed 
his  general  approval  for  the  ships,  in 
which  the  majority  of  their  seamen  were 
now  serving.  They  had  at  present  in 
commission  one  large  frigate,  the  Incon- 
stant, and  19  corvettes,  some  of  which 
far  exceeded  in  size  and  power  the 
frigates  of  former  days.  They  had  18 
sloops,  and  one  sailing  sloop,  the  Crumr, 
which  was  doing  excellent  work  in  the 
Meditterranean.  He  was  giving  expres- 
sion to  his  personal  opinion  when  he  said 
that  he  hoped  that  another  vessel  like 
the  Cruiser  might  hereafter  be  added  to 
the  Mediterranean  Squadron.  We  had 
also  five  brigs,  which  were  most  usefnl 
for  training  purposes,  attached  to  the 
home  ports.  On  the  last  occasion  when 
the  Board  visited  the  Dockyards,  they 
saw  the  squadron  of  brigs  weigh  aiichor 
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in  Pljmonth  Sonnd,  and  execute  in  ad- 
mirable style  a  series  of  intricate  evolu- 
tions under  sail.  The  present  Board 
were  determined  to  keep  up  the  seaman- 
ship of  the  British  Navy  in  a  manner 
worthy  of  its  ancient  reputation.  They 
had  fitted  out  a  Flying  Squadron,  and 
transferred  lar^e  numbers  of  seamen 
from  the  barrage  at  Sheemess  and  the 
receiving  ships  at  the  home  ports  to  sea- 
going ships.  They  would  take  care  to 
supply  the  Navy  with  ships  which  would 
be  efficient  under  steam  and  sail.  They 
would  spare  no  pains  to  improve  not 
only  the  ships  but  the  system  of  training. 
They  knew  that  they  were  watched  by 
competent  critics,  and  he  thanked  his 
hon.  Blends  the  Members  for  Banff  and 
Penryn  for  their  interesting  and  sug- 
gestive speeches. 

Adiobal  EQEBTON  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  no  particular  individuid  was 
responsible  for  the  selection  of  the  Ata- 
lanta,  the  whole  Board  being  really  re- 
sponsible ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  ^at  the 
reasons  which  were  put  forward  in  favour 
of  her  selection  were  satisfactory  to  the 
Board  in  general.    Bemarks  had  been 
made  with  reference  to  the  age  of  the 
vesseL    As  they  all  knew,  there  were 
old  ships  and  old  ships.    One  old  one 
might  De  seaworthy,  while  a  yoimger 
one  might  be  utterly  unseaworthy.     He 
might  illustrate  that  by  recalling  to  mind 
the  loss,  some  20  years  ago  or  so,  of  the 
ship  that  took  Wolfe  to  Quebec.     It  was 
lost  on  the  sands,  and  it  was  found,  on 
examining  her,  that  she  was  as  sound  as 
she  possibly  could  be,  although  she  must 
have  been  something  like  104  years  old. 
Everyone  formed  his  own  theory  as  to 
the  cause  of  the  loss  of  the  Atalanta, 
and  there  certainly  was  nothing  in  the 
evidence  to  show  that  her  age  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  her  loss.    He  was  sur- 
Srised  to    hear    it  said    that  Admiral 
ymonds  objected  to  her;  for  he  be- 
lieved that  any  objections  which  he  could 
have  entertained  against  her  were  with 
regard  to  her  equipment  for  such  a  pur- 
pose as  that  for  which  she  was  used. 
&T  Thomas  Sjmonds  was  the  son  of  her 
constructor ;  and,  so  far  as  his  (Admiral 
Egerton's)  recollection    served,  he  did 
not  think  there  was  any  vessel  of  which 
he  was  prouder.    She  sailed  and  was 
commanded  in  an  admirable  manner. 
That  was  the  conclusion  at  which  he  had 
arrived  after  a  careful  study  of  the  Blue 
Sook  ou  the  subject.    There  was  little 


or  no  profit  to  be  found,  however,  in 
further  discussion  of  this  painful  sub- 
ject, and  he  regretted  that  the  memory 
of  it  had  been  revived.  He  wished  to 
endorse  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  opposite  (Sir  John 
Hay)  with  regard  to  the  very  great  im- 
portance of  increasing  the  number  of 
their  war  ships.  He  had  not  investi- 
gated the  question  so  fully  as  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  of  the  number 
of  ships  in  course  of  building  by  foreign 
Powers ;  but  while  he  would  not  like  to 
say  a  single  word  which  would  cause  a 
feeling  of  antagonism  between  this 
country  and  France,  he  felt  bound  to 
say  that  it  was  impossible  to  observe 
without  some  anxiety  the  large  number 
of  iron-clads  which  their  neighbours 
across  the  Channel  were  constructing. 
As  to  the  best  type  of  ship  to  build,  he 
would  very  much  prefer  that  they  should 
build  a  large  number  of  smaller  iron- 
clads, rather  than  that  they  should  ex- 
pend vast  sums  in  building  one  or  two 
very  large  ships.  It  might  be  necessary 
to  have  one  or  two  great  vessels ;  but  he 
thought  they  should  spend  the  money 
of  the  country  to  much  greater  advan- 
tage by  building  a  large  number  of 
smaller  ones  with  the  proper  amount  of 
speed,  rather  than  in  building  a  few 
great  ships.  He  was  very  anxious  that 
the  Admiralty  should  turn  its  attention 
more  to  the  consideration  of  the  arma- 
ment of  the  Navy,  for  competent  ob- 
servers had  put  it  on  record  that  they 
were  not  in  a  satisfactory  position  in  re- 
gard to  the  guns  on  our  ships.  A  dis- 
tinguished officer  had  said  that  the  Eng- 
lish guns  were  not  equal  to  the  guns  on 
the  vessels  of  some  foreign  Powers,  and 
that  that  was  the  opinion  of  the  foreign 
officers  themselves.  As  to  training  ships, 
he  agreed  that  they  ought  to  use  both 
steam  and  sailing  vessels  for  the  pur- 
pose, and  there  certainly  ought  to  be 
some  sailing  ships  on  foreign  stations. 
Such  ships  ought  to  have  one  or  more 
tenders  attached  to  them  for  the  use  of 
officers  and  men.  With  regard  to  ex- 
penditure, the  new  ships  that  were  ne- 
cessary to  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy 
could  not  be  built  without  considerable 
outlay;  but  he  felt  convincedthatif  it  were 
only  clearly  shown  that  we  were  abso- 
lutely behind  other  nations  as  regarded 
the  equipment  of  our  Navy,  no  difficulty 
woula  be  found  in  providing  the  money 
requisite  to  place  it  in  its  proper  posi- 
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tion  in  relation  to  the  Navies  of  tlie 

world.  

Me.  MAOLIVER  said,  he  desired  to 
press  upon  the  Government  the  neces- 
sity of  considering  the  claims  of  that 
deserving  and  important  class,  the  naval 
engineers.  On  a  former  occasion,  when 
the  subject  was  before  the  House,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  stated  that  the 
position  of  the  naval  engineers  had  been 
improved ;  but  that  was  said  under  an 
evident  misapprehension.  So  far  from 
that  being  the  case,  they  were  no  better 
off  now  than  they  were  20  years  ago. 
In  moving  the  Navy  Estimates,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  stated  that 
in  future  less  blue-jackets  and  more 
artificers  would  be  employed  in  the 
Dockyards;  and  that  being  so,  he  trusted 
that  the  position  of  the  artificers,  which, 
so  far  &om  being  better,  was  really 
worse  than  it  was  formerly,  would  also 
be  taken  into  favourable  consideration. 
He  wished  also  to  call  attention  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  grievances  of  naval 
officers  were  attended  to  at  the  Admi- 
ralty. It  had  been  said  that  the  Admi- 
ralty was  always  ready  to  meet  the 
claims  of  those  who  felt  aggrieved.  On 
this  point  he  had  recently  received  a 
letter  from  an  officer  of  long  standing  and 

freat  experience  in  the  Navy,  in  which 
e  said  that  if  officers  brought  forward 
complaints,  however  well  founded  they 
might  be,  they  would  become  marked 
men,  not  by  the  Civil  Lords,  but  cer- 
tainly by  the  Sea  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty; and  the  writer  went  on  to 
suggest  that,  as  a  remedy  for  such  a  state 
of  things  as  now  existed,  the  First  Lord 
should  appoint  a  certain  time  and  place 
at  which  he  would  be  prepared  to  re- 
ceive officers  and  listen  to  their  griev- 
ances 

Sir'  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  pro- 
tested, in  the  strongest  possible  manner, 
against  the  way  in  which  the  Navy 
Estimates  had  been  treated  that  year. 
They  were  brought  on  that  day  without 
a  single  Minister  being  present  who  was 
responsible  for  the  Estimates.  He  had 
nothing  to  say  adverse  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  who, 
either  as  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  as 
a  speaker,  a  writer,  or  a  politician,  was 
a  credit  to  the  House  and  to  the  country; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  a  re- 
sponsible Minister.  His  complaint  was 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
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was  a  Member  of  the  Upper  HouBe,  and 
that  he  had  never  opened  his  mouth 
about  the  Navy  since  he  had  held  his 
present  Office.  In  1871,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  stated  that  the  two  Ministers 
responsible  for  the  two  great  spending 
Departments  ought  to  be  in  that  House ; 
and  in  1872,  he  said  that  the  two  prin- 
cipal Ministers  who  were  responsible 
for  those  Departments  ought  to  sit  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff)  pointed  out,  however, 
that  when  sitting  in  the  Lords,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  could  not  be 
responsible  for  the  Estimates,  and  it  was 
plain  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
contemplate  that  the  First  Lord  ought 
to  be  in  that  House.  It  was  trifling 
with  the  House  and  with  the  oountiT 
that  these  Estimates  should  be  disoussed 
before  a  Gentleman  who,  however  able, 
was  not  responsible,  and  that  the  Mi- 
nisters who  were  responsible  were  not 
there.  The  result  of  having  the  First 
Lord  in  the  other  House  was  that  a  host 
of  petty  tyrannies  towards  the  Navy 
and  the  Dockyards  might  be  brought 
forward,  to  which  they  could  get  no 
satisfactory  reply.  One  act  of  tyranny 
to  the  Dockyards  perpetrated  by  this 
invisible  Bosurd  was  in  their  stopping  a 
quarter  of  an  hour  of  the  dinner  tmie 
of  the  labourers.  That  put  the  men  to 
a  great  deal  of  inconvenience,  because, 
whereas  before  they  were  able  to  walk 
home  and  get  their  dinners,  they  were 
now  no  longer  able  to  do  so.  The  old 
navigating  officers  of  the  Fleet  also  com- 
plained of  the  way  they  had  been 
treated.  The  warrant  officers  also  com- 
plained that  they  were  put  on  a  lower 
rate  of  pay  when  working  in  the  har- 
bours than  what  they  enjoyed  when  at 
sea ;  and  many  other  grievances  of  arti- 
ficers, Dockyard  riggers,  and  others 
might  be  mentioned.  With  regard  to 
the  complaint  that  the  First  Lora  would 
not  see  a  deputation  from  that  House 
because  it  was  an  interference  with  dis- 
cipline, he  maintained  that  it  was  no 
such  thing,  and  that  the  engineers  and 
Dockyard  labourers  had  just  as  much 
right  to  have  their  views  represented  as 
any  other  class  of  electors  in  the  oountiy. 
He  trusted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  woidd 
brine^  this  matter  before  the  particular 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  who  would 
put  it  before  the  next  Ijord,  who  wouU 
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before    the  First  Lord,   and 
grieTances    of  the  engineers 


place   it 

that  the 

would    be    remedied.    He  wished  his 

hon.  Friend  wonld   go  into  the  com- 

flaints  that  came  from  the  Dockyards. 
[e  would  find  that  none  of  them  were 
extraragant;  but  he  would  also  find 
that  a  great  many  were  reasonable,  and 
that  all  of  them  were  plausible,  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  the  opportunity  of 
going  into  these  matters  as  he  (Sir  H. 
I)rummond  Wolff)  had  when  he  visited 
his  constituents.  An  hon.  Member  behind 
him  reminded  him  that  the  crisis  might 
soon  come ;  but  he  was  always  happy  to 
meet  his  constituents,  and  feared  notmng 
as  far  as  that  was  concerned.  If  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  only  went  into 
these  matters,  he  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  was  sure  he  would  find  a  great 
deal  to  redress.  He  trusted  that  in 
future  years  Uie  Navy  Estimates  would 
be  moved  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
year,  and  that  the  day  was  at  hand  when 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would 
again  be  a  Member  of  that  House. 

Mb.  PULESTON,  in  reference  to  the 
elaims  of  the  naval  engineers,  said;  he 
considered  them  to  be  urgent  and  well- 
founded  ;  and  that  any  scheme  for  the 
improvement  of  their  condition  should 
also  include  those  who  were  below  them — 
namely,  the  engine-room  artificers.  With 
respect  to  what  had  been  said  as  to  the 
refusal  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty to  receive  a  deputation  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  in  reference  to  the 
complaints  of  the  naval  engineers,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiraltpr  ^Mr.  Trevelyan)  had  spoken 
of  ^e  discipline  of  the  Navy,  and  dis- 
approvingly of  the  fact  that  officers  had 
asked  Members  of  Parliament  to  bring 
forward  their  grievances.  But  they  were 
driven  to  do  so,  as  they  found,  practi- 
cally, that  their  complaints  were  other- 
wise unheeded.  While  he  (Mr.  Puleston) 
said  that,  he  joined  very  cordially  in 
what  had  been  said  by  his  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  as  to  the 
courtesy  and  efficiency  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  held  the  Office  of  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  and  represented  that 
Department  in  the  House.  It  had  been 
promised  that  the  new  scheme  relating 
to  the  Boyal  Marines  should  be  pro- 
mulgated by  the  1st  of  July;  and,  as  it 
was  not  issued  yet,  there  was  some 
anxiety  to  know  what  it  was  to  be.  He 
liad  endeavoured,  on  more  than  one  oc- 


casion, to  urge  the  desirability  of  getting 
rid  of  some  of  the  d[aring  inequaUties 
that  existed  in  the  Dockvards,  and  he 
had  submitted  plans  by  which  that  ob- 
ject might  be  attained.  The  distinctions, 
for  example,  between  shipwrights,  wheel- 
rights,  and  carpenters  were  so  unneces- 
sarily wide  as  to  call  for  serious  attention ; 
and  the  labourers'  question  was  a  large 
one,  particularly  that  raised  by  the  hired 
men.  The  most  important  requirement 
was  that  more  men  should  be  put  on  the 
Establishment.  Something  was  done  by 
the  late  Government  in  mat  direction, 
and,  to  some  extent,  the  factory  hands 
were  established.  It  was  necessary  to 
offer  inducements  togood  men  to  remain 
in  the  Service.  When  they  joined  it 
thev  wanted  to  look  forward  to  the  future 
as  being  measurably  provided  for.  In 
the  absence  of  such  provision,  the  law 
of  supply  and  demand  produced  serious 
variations  in  the  population  of  the  Dock- 
yard towns,  which,  in  a  large  measure, 
were  built  up  on  the  faith  of  Govern- 
ment. Then,  with  regard  to  pensions 
and  to  provisions  for  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  seamen.  Admiral  Gambier 
had  shown  that  there  were  various  funds 
in  connection  with  the  Admiralty,  de- 
rived from  fines  and  other  sources, 
which,  even  without  any  help  from  the 
Treasury,  and  without  any  contributions 
by  the  men  themselves,  would  constitute 
suitable  provision  for  this  purpose.  The 
fact  mentioned  on  a  former  occasion  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  that 
only  3  per  cent  of  tne  seamen  who  had 
been  asxed  for  their  opinion  upon  a  fiind 
to  which  they  should  contribute  had 
replied  in  the  affirmative,  was  due 
mainly  to  the  circumstance  that  no  ma- 
tured scheme  was  placed  before  them ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Puleston)  believed  that  if  a 
substantial  and  intelligent  scheme  were 
presented  to  them,  showing  that  if  they 
either  contributed  so  much  themselves, 
or  authorized  so  much  to  be  deducted 
from  their  pay,  a  fund  would  be  made 
sufficient  to  provide  adequate  provision 
for  their  wives  and  children,  the  affirma- 
tive answers  would  be  nearer  100  per 
cent  than  3  per  cent.  He  desired  also 
to  call  attention  to  the  arbitrary  way  in 
which  officers  were  sometimes  dismissed 
from  the  Service ;  and  he  would  give  as 
an  instance  the  case  of  two  officers  in 
one  of  the  Departments,  the  Medical 
Department,  who,  after  serving,  one  in 
Stonehouse  and  the  other  in  Plymouth, 
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for  a  year  on  trial,  were  confirmed  in 
their  appointments  and  then  suddenly 
and  summarily  dismissed  without  any 
charge  being  made  against  them.  They 
had,  on  the  faith  of  their  appointment 
by  the  Admiralty,  gone  to  considerable 
expense  in  furnishing  their  houses,  and 
establishing  their  families  in  what  they 
regarded  as  a  permanent  position  ;  and 
the  only  explanation  they  could  get  from 
the  Admiralty  was  that  the  interests  of 
the  Service  required  their  dismissal. 
Men  dismissed  under  such  circumstances, 
of  course,  lost  their  character,  and  would 
not  be  able  to  obtain  other  occupation, 
because  they  could  give  no  reason  for 
their  dismissal,  although  their  accounts 
had  been  dedared  by  the  Admiralty 
officials  to  be  in  perfect  order.  Such  a 
system  was  injurious  not  only  to  the 
men,  but  to  the  country  ;  and  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
would  consider  their  case.  At  the  least, 
compensation  ought  to  be  given  them, 
and  their  characters  vindicated,  so  that 
they  might  have  a  chance  of  obtaining 
other  employment.  Another  matter  of 
importance  was  the  action  of  courts 
martial ;  and  he  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  of  the  case  of  Lieutenant 
Deacon,  who,  after  18  years  of  good 
service,  was  some  time  ago  court-mar- 
tialled  on  a  charge  of  drunkenness  at 
the  mess,  and  convicted  on  the  evidence 
of  four  officers,  although  four  others 
declared  that  he  was  not  drunk.  One 
of  the  witnesses  upon  whose  evidence 
mainly  the  officer  was  convicted,  it  was 
reported,  had  since  been  the  subject  of 
charges  which  showed,  at  least,  that,  if 
these  statements  were  true,  his  evidence 
was  of  less  value  than  it  was  assumed 
to  be.  He  did  not  dispute  the  finding 
of  the  courts  martial,  nor  question  their 
ability  and  sincerity  of  purpose ;  but  the 
sentence  in  this  case  had  been  unani- 
mously declared  by  the  papers  through- 
out the  country,  including  the  Army  and 
Navy  papers,  to  be  of  unprecedented 
severity ;  and  he  again  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  to  allow  the  sentence  to 
be  reconsidered  —  not  with  a  view  to 
Lieutenant  Deacon  re-entering  the  Ser- 
vice, but  in  order  in  some  way  to  lessen 
this  unmerited  disgrace.  In  conclusion, 
he  would  express  his  regret  that  when 
the  Navy  Estimates  were  about  to  be 
considered  the  House  should  be  so 
empty  as  it  was  on  this  occasion,  and 
that  more  interest  was  not  taken  in  a 

Mr,  FuhtUm 


Service  to  which,  more  than  to  any  other, 
the  greatness  of  this  country  must  be 
attributed. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  said,  he  sin- 
cerely  trusted  that  next  Session  the  Navy 
Estimates  would  be  brought  on  at  a  time 
when  it  would  be  possible  to  discuss  the 
important  matter  raised  by  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
Macliver).  The  engineers  of  the  Eoyal 
Navy  were  still  looked  upon  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  as  intruders;  and  the 
fact  was  not  realized  so  much  as  it  would 
have  to  be,  that  engineers  would  be  the 
chief  mainstay  in  the  future  of  our  fight- 
ing vessels.  He  hoped  that  any  scheme 
which  might  be  prepared  would  be  a 
thorough  one,  dealing  with  the  griev- 
ances in  no  niggardly  manner,  and 
placing  the  engineers  in  the  position 
demanded  by  their  importance  in  the 
Service. 

Mr.  H.  ALLEN,  as  Member  for  Pem- 
broke, also  desired  to  enforce  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Mr.  Macliver),  and  observed  that  the 
position  and  claims  of  the  engineers  were 
more  and  more  forcing  themselves  on 
the  attention  of  the  public.  With  refi;ard 
to  the  number  of  men  on  the  Estabush- 
ment,  he  believed  that  before  metal  was 
substituted  for  wood  in  the  construction 
of  ships,  all  the  Dockyard  employ h  were 
on  the  Establishment,  and  were  entitled 
to  superannuation  allowance  on  retire- 
ment. But  the  system  of  hiring  men 
was  then  introduced,  and  now  in  the 
Pembroke  Dockyard  only  about  one- 
third  of  the  men  employed  were  on  the 
Establishment.  Another  grievance  was 
that  men  of  inferior  ^ade  were  set  to 
do  superior  work ;  and  when  they  had 
passed  their  probation  were  not  put  into 
the  superior  grade,  but  were  kept  in 
their  old  position,  and  received  the  pay 
and  pension  belonging  to  the  inferior 
grade.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  endeavour  to  remedy  that  griev- 
ance. 

Mr.  BIGGAE,  who  had  a  Motion  on 
the  Paper  to  move  for  a  Select  Commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  claims  of  Mr. 
John  Clare,  patentee  of  iron  shipbuild- 
ing, said,  he  was  unable  to  move  the 
Resolution;  but  he  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  matter. 
The  claims  of  Mr.  Clare  had  been  fre- 
quently placed  before  the  House,  and 
the  reply  had  always  been  that  this  case 
was  settled  a  very  lon^  time  a^,  anj 
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that  the  Mmister  of  the  day  was  not 
diraosed  to  re-open  it.  He  (hlLr.  Biggar) 
dia  not  think  that  was  a  sufficient 
answer;  and  he  did  not  intend,  if  he 
could  in  any  way  avoid  it,  to  accept  a 
reply  of  that  sort.  He  wished  the  Mi- 
nister of  the  day,  or  some  succeeding 
day,  to  meet  the  case  on  its  merits,  and 
to  g^ye  a  sufficient  explanation,  or  such 
a  decision,  as  would  settle  the  question 
once  for  all.  Though  the  case  had  been 
pendinff  for  a  long  time,  his  friend,  Mr. 
Glare,  had  never  allowed  his  claim  en- 
tirely to  collapse.  Up  to  the  time  at 
whidi  the  claim  arose,  the  principle  on 
which  iron  vessels  were  built  was  with 
vertical  columns  from  the  keel,  and  then 
by  what  were  called  stringers  from  stem 
to  stem  of  the  vessel.  After  sustaining 
any  strain,  ships  built  in  this  way  were 
liable  to  double  up  like  a  sheet  of  paper, 
and  go  down  in  deep  water.  Mr.  Clare 
invented  a  new  principle,  somewhat  re- 
sembling lattice  ffirders.  Whether  Mr. 
dare  was  the  original  patentee  of  this 
improved  form  of  shipbuilding  or  not, 
there  was  no  doubt  that  his  plans  were 
Bnbmitted  to  the  Admiralty,  and  that 
the  Admiralty  was  impressed  by  the  de- 
sirability of  the  plans,  and  afterwards 
built  vessels  upon  plans  similar  to  his. 
So  far  all  seemed  very  fair.  Mr.  Claro, 
however,  made  an  application  for  com- 
pensation ;  and,  in  nis  (Mr.  Biggar's) 
personal  opinion,  one  reason  why  the 
daim  was  unsuccessful  was  this — that 
he  expected  to  be  paid  at  a  very  high 
rate.  He  expected  to  get  a  commission 
upon  all  vessels  which  had  been  built 
upon  his  plans,  and  on  all  vessels  that 
might  be  Duilt  on  these  plans  during  the 
term  of  his  patent.  The  result  was  that 
a  controversy  arose  between  the  Admi- 
ralfy  and  Mr.  Clare.  They  set  him  at 
defiance,  and  gave  him  an  opportunity 
of  tiying  his  case  in  a  Court  of  Law. 
The  result  was  unfavourable  to  Mr. 
Glare,  for  the  reason  that  Mr.  Scott 
Bussell  and  Mr.  Charles  Fox  gave  evi- 
dence that  his  plans  were  not  a  novelty, 
but  that  vessels  on  the  same  plans  had 
been  previously  built.  Mr.  Glare  was 
convinced  that  that  evidence  was  erro- 
neous, and  thought  he  could  prove  it. 
What  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  claimed  was  that 
a  Select  Committee  should  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  Mr.  Clare's  case.  He  did 
not  ask  the  Government  to  commit  them- 
selves to  give  any  compensation ;  but  he 
asked  that  they  should  not  oppose  the 
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appointment  of  a  Committee  next  Ses- 
sion to  investigate  the  claims,  and,  if 
they  found  they  were  not  just,  then  there 
was  an  end  of  the  whole  matter.  If  the 
Committee  recommended  in  Mr.  Clare's 
favour,  the  Government  would  only  be 
bound  to  take  into  consideration  the 
nature  of  his  claims. 

Mb.  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
had  intended  to  say  something  with  re* 
gard  to  the  claims  of  the  engineer  offi- 
cers; but  it  appeared  that  they  were 
satisfied  with  the  prospects  held  out  by 
the  Government,  and  they,  no  doubt, 
had  good  reason  for  believing  that  their 
case  would  be  attended  to.  With  re- 
gard to  the  warrant  officers,  the  same 
observation  would  also  apply.  But  two 
cases  had  occurred  lately,  one  at  Ply- 
mouth and  the  other  at  Devon  port,  where 
persons  in  the  service  of  the  Admiralty 
had  been  dismissed  without  being  af- 
forded any  opportunity  of  making  their 
complaints  known  or  having  them  in- 
vestigated. He  should  like  to  know  why, 
in  these  two  cases,  no  opportunity  had 
been  given  to  persons  who,  after  many 
years'  service  in  the  Navy,  had  been  de- 
prived of  their  employment,  of  having 
an  investigation  into  the  circumstances 
of  their  dismissal.  The  particular  case 
upon  which  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
was  that  of  Lieutenant  Deacon,  who 
was  dismissed  from  Her  Majesty's  Ser- 
vice in  consequence  of  the  finding  of  a 
court  martial  which  sat  upon  an  accusa- 
tion of  intoxication  made  against  him. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Clarke)  was  very  sensible 
of  the  difficulty  of  reviewing  a  decision 
of  a  court  martial ;  and,  of  course,  his 
own  experience  in  Courts  of  Law  had 
taught  him  to  be  very  careful  indeed 
in  forming  a  judgment  upon  reading 
the  proceedings  of  a  trial  as  to  what 
really  took  place.  But  he  was  bound  to 
say  deliberately,  after  reading  the  report 
of  the  evidence  ^iven  at  Lieutenant 
Deacon's  court  martial,  that  anything 
more  unsatisfactory  than  the  evidence 
which  was  given  there  he  never  remem- 
bered. Mr.  Deacon  was  charged  with 
intoxication,  and  the  witnesses  against 
him  were  persons  who  did  not  volunteer 
their  accusations,  but  who  had  been 
spoken  to  before  they  were  called  to  give 
evidence.  In  almost  every  case  it  was 
only  under  pressure  that  they  expressed 
the  opinion  that  Mr.  Deacon  was  intoxi- 
cated. The  particulars  of  the  charge 
were  certainly  of  a  very  remarkable  cVva»- 


8  0 


LJiyiii^uu  uy 


O 


gle 


1859 


Navy— E.  U.S. 


fCOHHONS] 


''Atdlfmtar 


1860 


racter,  because  the  intoxication  was 
alleged  to  have  taken  place  at  a  time 
wlien  Mr.  Deacon  was  at  ainner — ^he  was, 
in  fact,  presiding  at  the  dinner — he  had 
given  a  toast,  and  had  then  ordered 
coffee,  and  had  left  the  dinner ;  and,  so 
far  as  one  could  see,  there  was  no  evi- 
dence of  his  having  behaved  in  such  a 
way  as  to  lead  anyone  to  believe  that  he 
was  in  a  state  of  intoxication.  So  far  as 
the  evidence  went,  he  (Mr.  Clarke)  was 
quite  unable  to  find  anything  except  an 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of 
some  persons  that  this  gentleman  was 
intoxicated,  and  it  was  upon  evidence  of 
that  description  that  he  was  dismissed 
Her  Majesty's  Service.  It  was  a  matter 
of  terrible  importance  to  a  man  who, 
though  not  old,  had  spent  several  years 
in  the  Service ;  and  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty and  the  First  Lord  would  give 
the  case  their  re -consideration.  If  ever 
there  was  a  case  in  which  the  finding  of 
a  court  martial  needed  reviewing,  he 
thought  it  must  bo  that  of  Lieutenant 
Deacon. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  should 
reserve  any  observations  he  might  have 
to  make  upon  the  question  of  iron-clad 
ships  until  he  had  had  an  opportunity 
of  nearing  the  statement  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Trevelyan).  The  hon.  Member 
for  Penryn  (Mr.  Jenkins)  had  drawn 
attention  to  the  case  of  the  Atalanta  ; 
and  although  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
had  not  intended  to  address  the  House 
after  the  able  statement  made  by  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Sir  Thomas 
Brassey),  yet  he  thought  it  would  be,  on 
the  whole,  more  fitting  that  he  should 
now  notice  some  of  the  statements  made 
by  the    hon.  Member.      He  had  very 

f  onerously  acquitted  himself  (Mr. W.  H. 
mith)  of  any  personal  responsibility  in 
the  loss  of  that  unfortunate  ship ;  and 
he  might  tjJce  the  opportunity  of  saying 
that  no  circumstance,  except  the  loss  of 
the  Eurydice,  occasioned  him  more  deep 
sorrow  during  his  administration  of  the 
Admiralty  than  did  the  loss  of  the 
Atalanta,  It  was  a  most  deplorable  oc- 
currence, and  entitled  the  relatives  of 
the  gallant  .men  who  sacrificed  their 
lives  to  the  sympathy  and  regard  of 
the  country.  The  hon.  Member  had 
referred  to  the  Naval  Lords  being  re- 

Sonsible  for  the  selection  of  the  ship, 
e  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  however,  wished 
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to  express  his  entire  concurrence  with 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  the  Member  for  East  Derby- 
shire (Admiral  Egerton),  and  to  say  that 
the  Board  as  a  Board  were  responsible 
for  the  selection  of  the  Atalanta,  Of 
necessity,  in  the  distribution  of  business, 
the  discharge  of  certain  duties  fell  to  one 
or  another  member  of  the  Board ;  but 
the  Board,  as  a  whole,  were  responsible 
for  everything  that  was  done  by  them. 
The  vessel  was  selected,  not  by  himself 
or  by  his  Board,  but  by  the  previous 
Board ;  and  he  believed  they  selected  her 
with  full  knowledge  of  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  that  they  were 
fully  justified  in  their  selection.  She 
was  a  ship  of  good  character  and  good 
reputation.  She  had  been  almost  com- 
pletely rebuilt  at  Pembroke,  and  so 
thoroughly  and  substantially  refitted 
that,  to  the  best  of  the  belief  of  those 
competent  to  judge,  she  was  in  a  per- 
fectly sound  condition  when  she  left 
British  shores.  No  doubts  were  ex- 
pressed as  to  seaworthiness,  and  the 
gallant  Admiral  then  commanding  at 
Devonport  in  no  way  hinted  that  she 
was  in  the  slightest  degree  an  unsafe 
vessel.  She  was,  in  his  opinion,  too 
small  to  accommodate  the  seamen ;  but 
that  was  a  mere  expression  of  opinion 
with  regard  to  size.  The  misfortune  was 
deeply  to  be  deplored ;  but  he  (Mr.W.H. 
Smith)  was  not  on  that  account  pre- 
pared to  say  that  the  endeavour  to  train 
seamen  in  sailing  vessels  must  be  a  mis- 
take. If  it  was,  it  was  a  mistake  which 
was  shared  by  the  most  experienced 
owners  of  steamships  in  the  country. 
He  believed  that  in  some  of  the  largest 
lines  of  steamships  the  owners  made  it 
a  condition  that  their  junior  officers 
should  have  had  a  practical  training  on 
board  purely  sailing  vessels.  There  was 
another  fact  which  had  been  lost  sight 
of.  He  believed  that  the  Merchant  Ser- 
vice was  as  well  manned  and  the  ships 
were  as  well  found  as  at  any  period  of 
its  history.  There  was  a  great  advance 
in  the  seaworthiness  of  their  ships  and 
the  character  of  the  sailors.  Yet  it  was 
notorious  that  on  the  occasion  which  re- 
sulted in  the  loss  of  the  Atalanta  more 
than  20  ships  foundered  at  sea,  or,  at 
any  rate,  had  not  been  heard  of,  having 
been  engulfed  in  the  storms  that  pre- 
vailed then.  He  thought  that  circum- 
stance alone  pointed  to  a  condition  of 
things  which  might  well  acooni^t  for  tiie 
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minnte  inquiry  at  the  various  ports  of  the 
country.  He  could  only  say,  with  regard 
to  the  shortening  of  the  dinner  hour  in 
the  Dockyards,  that  in  the  Dockyards, 
as  elsewhere,  the  Factory  Acts  had  to 
be  observed ;  and  that,  it  being  neces- 
sary to  make  up  in  the  course  of  the 
week  five  quarters  of  an  hour  taken 
from  the  working  time  of  the  boys  sub- 
ject to  those  Acts,  various  plans  were 
considered,  and  it  was  ultimately  de- 
cided to  curtail  the  dinner  hour  in  the 
manner  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
complained.  At  the  same  time,  the  Ad- 
miralty would  be  glad  to  adopt  any  better 
arrangements  that  could  be  suggested. 
With  respect  to  the  Eoyal  Naval  Engi- 
neers, they  were  the  only  branch  of  ttie 
Service  that  had  not  been  dealt  with  in 
a  comprehensive  manner,  and  he  would 
make  a  statement  with  regard  to  them 
in  moving  the  Navy  Estimates  for  next 
year.  As  for  the  delay  in  the  promul- 
gation of  the  scheme  for  the  Royal  Ma- 
rines, he  had  to  say  that  it  was  due  only 
to  the  desire  of  the  Admiralty  to  judge 
of  the  practical  working  of  the  corre- 
sponding scheme  that  had  been  pre- 
pared by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  It  only  remained  for  him  to  say  a 
word  on  the  case  of  Mr.  Clare,  which 
had  been  brought  forward  with  great 
moderation,  considering  the  long  time  it 
had  been  before  the  public.  In  June, 
1865,  Mr.  Clare  wrote  to  the  Admiralty, 
stating  that  if  buoyancy,  strength,  and 
resistance  were  the  points  required,  he 
could  produce  a  mode  of  construction 
which  would  produce  greater  efficiency 
than  any  yet  adopted.  For  some  time 
after  that  he  laid  his  plans  before  the 
Admiralty,  where  they  were  carefully 
considered  ;  and,  after  consultation  with 
the  professional  officers,  a  reply  was 
given.  In  September,  1853,  Mr.  Clare 
filed  a  patent  for  certain  methods  of 
fastening  iron  plates  of  iron-clads ;  and 
on  the  13th  July,  1855,  the  then  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  answered  him 
that  the  Board  was  not  prepared  to  en- 
tertain his  suggestion,  and  in  Novem- 
ber of  the  same  year  wrote — *'  I  have 
to  acquaint  you  that  we  have  no  oc- 
casion for  your  services."  This  was 
done  on  the  responsibility  of  the  pro- 
fessional officers  of  the  Admimlty.  Mr. 
Clare  was  not  willing  to  accept  this 
answer,  and  in  September,  1864,  he 
Bent  in  a  bill  for  £6,571,740,  the  de- 
fails  of  which  he  (Mr.  Trevelyan)  had 

Mr,  Trevelj/ar^ 


by  him.  He  would  only  read  the  last 
three  items — 

"  To  loss  by  Admiralty  for  withholding  pay- 
ment from  me  since  1856,  £2,000,000;  to  loss 
by  Buke  of  Somerset  nominating  gentlemen  to 
oppress,  persecute,  and  swindle  me  of  my  pro- 
perty by  perjury,  £2,000,000 ;  to  the  interference 
on  behalf  of  the  Duke  of  Somerset  paying 
Captain  Coles  for  14  years  for  my  inyentions, 
£2,000,000." 

This  was  followed  by  a  printed  paper 
entitled — "Clare  versus  The  Queen;  or, 
a  Petition  of  Right  versus  a  Petition  of 
Wrong,"  which  concluded  by  saying — 

'*  If  your  Majesty  will  be  pleased  to  say  that 
a  sum  of  money  shall  be  paid  on  account,  and  a 
new  trial  take  place,  my  case  shall  not  only  be 
proved  quickly,  but  shall  put  every  one  of  the 
Admiralty  conspirators  and  perjured  witnesses 
into  gaol." 

Up  to  this  time  he  had  relied  upon  the 
opinion  of  the  professional  officers,  who 
positively  declared  that  they  gained  no 
benefit  whatever  from  Mr.  Clare's  ser- 
vices. But  he  did  not  put  a  great  deal 
of  store  on  what  had  up  to  then  occurred: 
Mr.  Glare  took  his  case  into  the  Queen's 
Bench,  and  filed  a  petition  claiming 
£500,000  for'  the  infringement  of  his 
patent.  The  Admiralty  contested  his 
claim,  which  was  tried  in  February, 
1863,  at  very  great  length;  and  the 
evidence  of  the  Admiralty  professional 
officers  was  supported  by  some  of  the 
ablest  naval  engineers  of  the  day.  Mr. 
Scott  Eussell  stated  that  he  had  built 
many  ships,  and  he  produced  the  draw- 
ings of  one  built  in  1850  identical  in 
principle  with  the  idea  of  Mr.  Glare. 
"If  you  believe  the  Crown  witnesses," 
said  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  ''then 
there  was  no  novelty  in  the  invention, 
or  there  has  been  no  infrinfi^ement  of 
it."  Mr.  Samuda,  another  witness,  de- 
clared that  for  many  years  he  had  built 
ships  on  this  principle.  The  opinion  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  was  very  strong. 
He  characterized  the  claims  to  be  the 
wildest  and  most  extravagant  he  had 
ever  known.  Since  that  time  Mr.  Glare 
had  never  left  the  Admiralty  alone,  and 
his  letters  convinced  him  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
that  he  belonged  to  that  class  of  men 
whom  the  Admiralty  could  not  possibly 
have  accepted  as  one  of  their  profes- 
sional officers.  His  claim  before  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Benoh  was  that  he 
ought  to  have  been  engaged  as  con- 
structor and  shipbuilder  for  the  Ad- 
miralty. He  still  wrote  and  signed  him- 
self—"Inventor,    Patentee,   Upholder, 
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and  Marine  Ship  Oonstructor  of  the  State 
Navy  since  1863/'  but  sometimes  only 
used  the  initials.  The  late  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  left  it  on  record  that  it 
was  clearly  impossible  to  re-open  the 
case.  The  verdict  of  a  Court,  presided 
over  by  one  of  the  ablest  Judges  that 
ever  sat  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  had  been 
taken ;  and  he  thought  successive  Boards 
of  Admiralty  were  quite  right  in  de- 
clining to  re-open  the  question.  It  very 
often  happened  that  a  gentleman  came 
to  the  Admiralty  and  made  a  sort  of 
general  proposition ;  and  in  subsequent 
years,  when  another  gentleman  did 
really  make  such  a  thing  as  was  vaguely 
su^ested,  the  first  genueman  sent  in  a 
claim.  The  Admiralty  was  not  un- 
generous ;  but  if  inventors  of  real  ser- 
vice to  the  country  were  to  be  re- 
warded, it  was  all  the  more  necessary 
to  refuse  the  claims  of  those  whom 
the  Admiralty  professional  officers  pro- 
nounced to  be  of  no  service  what- 
ever. 

PASSENGER  ACTS— EMIGRANT  SHIPS. 
OBSEBVATIONS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing Notice  on  the  Paper: — To  call 
attention  to  the  Beport  on  Accommoda- 
tion for  Emigrants  in  Transatlantic  Pas- 
senger Ships ;  and  to  move— 

**That  the  grave  abuses  complained  of  by 
Hisi  O'Biien,  and  i>artly  admitted  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  require  a  prompt  legislative 
remedy,*' 

said,  he  thought  a  great  misapprehen- 
sion had  gone  abroad  with  regud  to  the 
aUeged  fiulure  of  Miss  O'Brien  to  make 
out  her  case.  The  substance  of  her 
complaint,  he  held,  was  made  out  be- 
yond all  doubt  by  the  admissions  of  the 
Government  Department  itself.  He 
also  wished  to  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  only  evidence  called  at  the  in- 
quiry was  that  of  a  character  which 
ou^ht  to  be  looked  at  with  healthy  sus- 
picion by  the  public  at  lar^e.  The  Blue 
Book  on  the  subject,  laid  before  the 
House,  consisted  of  a  Minute  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  upon 
the  conduct  of  his  own  officials,  and  of 
the  evidence  of  the  managers  of  a  large 
number  of  Companies.  Where  none  but 
the  witnesses  for  the  defence  were  heard, 
it  was  a  triumph  for  the  prosecution  to 
see  that  practically  these  charges  were 
provedi  and  that  was  the  case  with  the 


present  inquiry.  The  emigration  ques- 
tion was  of  great  importance,  as  emi- 
gration was  increasing ;  and  they  must 
not  forget  that  the  arrangements  for 
emigration  were  more  and  more  con- 
trolled by  the  circumstances  of  the  great 
rush  of  Continental  emigration.  To 
Miss  O'Brien  was  due  the  deep  grati- 
tude of  Irishmen  and  Irishwomen,  for 
the  womanly  courage  with  which  she 
had  come  forward  and  made  her  state- 
ments, b  V  which  she  had  exposed  herself 
to  opprobrium  and  something  very  like 
insults  on  the  part  of  the  officials  of  the 
(Government.  It  would  be  seen,  by  re- 
ference to  the  admissions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  that  he  practically 
admitted  the  truth  of  Miss  O'Brien's 
statements.  He  admitted  that  provision 
ou^ht  to  be  made  for  keeping  communi- 
cations between  the  married  and  the 
single  women  separate ;  he  agreed 
that  the  lavatory  accommodation  ought 
to  be  separate.  The  President  iSso 
seemed  to  be  disposed  to  agree  that,  if 
a  certain  number  of  women  were  car- 
ried, there  should  be  a  woman  of  posi- 
tion to  act  as  matron,  and  that  showed 
how  well  founded  were  the  allegations 
made  on  the  subject.  It  was  stated  that 
some  of  the  Oompanies  were  very  well 
arranged  and  managed;  but  the  law 
was  not  made  for  the  restraint  of  the 
well-behaved,  but  for  the  restraint  of 
the  ill-behaved.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
very  much  regretted  that  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  thought  fit, 
in  that  statement,  to  indulge  in  a  serious 
reflection  against  Miss  O'Brien  and 
against  the  poor,  and  he  also  regretted 
that  he  shomd  put  those  reflections  in  a 
public  document.  It  was  admitted,  by 
manager  after  manager,  that  it  was 
practically  impossible  for  the  emigrants 
in  a  large  number  of  ships  to  change 
their  clothes,  or  to  wash  themselves  ^m 
the  beginning  of  the  voyage  to  the  end. 
Among  those  persons  for  whom  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  &oard  of  Trade  had  such 
unquestionable  scorn,  he  chose  to  par- 
ticularize in  referring  to  workmen's 
garrets  and  hovels.  He  thouffht  so 
eminent  a  democrat  might  have  kept  in 
the  background  such  an  expression. 
The  answer,  which  had  attended  the  in- 
quiry, he  was  sorry  to  say,  appeared  to 
be  re-echoed  by  the  subordinates  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman,  and  especially 
was  this  found  to  be  the  case  in  Mr. 
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Ghray,  Assistant  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade.  Miss  O'Brien  had  described 
the  monster  berths  in  which  passengers 
were  packed  as  *'  huge  hammocks,"  in 
which  men,  women,  and  children  lay 
side  by  side  promiscuously.  To  a  person 
like  Miss  O'Brien,  not  acquainted  with 
the  nomenclature  on  board  emigrant 
ships,  it  was  not  unreasonable  that  those 
long  trays  of  passengers,  one  above  an- 
other, should  look  like  ''huge  ham- 
mocks," or  that  the  way  the  passengers 
were  packed  together  should  suggest 
something  like  **  promiscuousness."  In 
drawing  upon  the  horrors  of  association 
with  persons  of  dissolute  morals  and 
conversation.  Miss  O'Brien  had  asked 
if  a  shrinking  girl-child  of  11  years 
should  strive  **  to  rise  and  flee  to 
save  her  soul,"  what  could  she  do? 
In  these  monster  berths,  which  were  di- 
vided, the  ''pigeon-hole"  sleepers  could 
only  get  out  head  foremost  or  feet  fore- 
most ;  and,  in  cases  of  prostration  or 
sickness,  that  must  be  a  matter  of  some 
difficulty.  But  what  was  the  interpre- 
tation put  upon  the  supposition  of  a  girl 
striving  "  to  flee  to  save  her  soul "  by 
the  Assistant  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade?  What  was  the  base,  ignoble 
joke  made  of  the  innocent  expression 
of  this  lady  by  Mr.  Gray  ?  Addressing 
each  manager  that  came  before  him  he 
asked — '*  Supposing  that  a  girl-child — 
a  shrinking  girlchUd — should  strive,  in 
Miss  O'Brien's  words,  *  to  flee  to  save 
her  soul,'  or  to  leave  her  berth  for  some 

natural   purposes ."     This  was  the 

base,  ignoble  jest  of  Mr.  Oray.  It  was 
in  the  face  of  officials  of  this  character 
that  this  spotless  Irish  lady  had  been 
compelled  to  fight  on  behalf  of  her 
countrywomen.  Mr.  Gray's  **  dirty  joke" 
was  repeated  in  every  case.  Such  was  the 
character  and  tribunal  that  had  tried  the 
case  ;  and  yet  upon  the  evidence  of  this 
tribunal  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  declared 
''that  Miss  O'Brien's  case  had  com- 
pletely broken  down,"  that  her  state- 
ments had  been  thoroughly  investigated 
by  competent  officials — like  Mr.  Gray 
— and  that  it  was  not  too  much  to  say 
that  they  had  been  entirely  disproved. 
The  fact  was  that,  with  regard  to  one 
particular  ship,  Miss  O'Brien's  case  did 
break  down,  and  she  was  the  first  to 
admit  it;  but  the  general  charge  of 
want  of  proper  precautions  in  the 
trade  at  large  was  proved  to    demon- 

Mr.  O'Donnell 


stration.  Undoubtedly,  it  was  the  case 
that  men,  women,  and  children  were 
pigeon-holed  in  monster  berths  ;  and 
matters  should  be  so  arranged  as  to  pre- 
vent anymore  serious  consequences  tnan 
lack  of  ventilation  or  suffocation.  Miss 
O'Brien  complained  that  the  single 
women  were  not  necessarily  partitioned 
off  from  the  married  couples;  thus, 
anyone  who  claimed  marriage  might,  in 
reality,  be  an  agent  of  infamy  in  New 
York,  as  had  often  happened  when, 
owing  to  great  pressure,  the  worst- 
managed  Companies  did  a  roaring  trade 
in  emigration.  The  Companies  them- 
selves could  not  be  altogether  blamed 
for  this  state  of  things,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  the  Passenger  Acts  did  not 
compel  them  to  separate  the  passengers 
as  suggested.  Yet  it  was  said  that  Miss 
O'Brien's  charges  had  been  disproved. 
Owing  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a 
common  thoroughfare  to  the  lavatories, 
available  at  night,  indecent  persons  had 
the  most  dangerous  facilities  for  cany- 
ins  out  their  purposes.  Miss  O'Brien 
asked  that  there  should  be  legal  prohi- 
bition of  such  facilities.  The  present 
Acts  did  not  provide  for  the  separa- 
tion of  single  men  from  single  women 
on  board,  and  that  statement  had  been 
made  by  Mr.  Montgomery,  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Dominion  Steamship 
Company,  apparently  to  the  surprise  of 
the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  It 
was  urged,  that  there  was  the  steward's 
watch  at  night  to  preserve  the  pas- 
sengers from  molestation,  but  that  offi- 
cer was  not  allowed  to  examine  the 
women's  berths  at  night ;  thus,  if  a 
man  entered  these  berths  he  was  com- 
paratively safe.  Miss  O'Brien  had  fur- 
ther complained  that  the  women's  berths, 
in  many  cases,  had  no  fastenings  from 
the  inside,  and  urged  that  the  provisions 
made  by  the  best  Companies  should  be 
made  compulsory  in  all  cases.  The 
women  were  frequently  unable  to  offer 
any  resistance,  as  when  they  were 
prostrated  by  sea  sickness.  Passengers 
had  no  protection  against  the  semi- 
sailors  and  semi-lubbers  who  did  the 
tmsailor-like  work,  and,  practically,  had 
the  run  of  the  whole  vessel,  and  many 
complaints  had  been  made  against  these 
men.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  was  not 
aware  that  immorality  always  fol- 
lowed where  facilities  for  immorality 
were  provided  ;  but  he  maintained 
that  emigrants  had  a  right  to  be  pro- 
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tected  a^^ainst  indecency   as   well    as 
aninst  immorality.      Oases  of  immo- 
mi^  were  not  ^ways  made  known,  for 
the  simple  reason  that  such  exposure 
would  reflect  upon  the  conduct  of  the 
Companies  upon  whose  vessels  they  oc- 
curred.    The    minds    of  the  heads  of 
these  Companies  were  so  interested  and 
so    disposed,    that    even    when   grave 
charges  were  made  they  were  at  once 
led  to  take   the  view  of  their  under 
officials.    He  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  could  as- 
sure the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  that,  be- 
sides the  people,  the  ^eat  mass  of  the 
Bishops  and  clergy  of  Ireland  were  most 
deeply  interested    in  the  matter,   and 
most  grateful  to  Miss  O'Brien  for  her 
heroic  efiforts.    A  worthy  Irish  priest 
had  sent  him  one  or  two  extracts  to 
which  he  would  refer.     He    had    an 
extract    from    a    most  popular   news- 
paper, circulating  amongst  the  classes 
that  came  out  as  steerage  emigrants — 
namely,    Frank  Zeslie^s    WeMy,   which 
dealt  with  the  misconduct  and  abuses 
that  had  occurred  on  the  steamer  Heela, 
The  evidence  given  before  the  Emigra- 
tion Oommissioners  at  Oastle  Gardens 
showed  that  the  steward  had  been  drunk 
during  the  entire  passage,  and  had  taken 
liberties  with  the  female  passengers  as 
if  it  formed  part  of  his  duty.    It  was 
high  time,  the  paper  stated,  that  the 
owners  and  agents  of  these  Line  steamers, 
who  had  a  snobbish  contempt  for  poor 
people  of  humble  birth,  should  under- 
stand that  America  took  a  different  view 
of  the  matter,  and  would  enforce,  so  far 
as  they  were  able,  the  better  treatment 
of  persons  who  came  there  to  enjoy  the 
freedom  of  that  country  and  the  equality 
guaranteed  by  her  Oonstitution.     A  re- 
spectable Irishwoman,  writing  from  her 
uncle's  home  in  Boston  to  The  Boston 
Pilots  one  of  the  most  respectable  papers 
in  any  cotmtry,  gave  an  account  of  her 
sufferings,  and  the  insults  to  her  and 
other  women  in  a  ship  belonging  to  one 
of  the  best  conducted  Lines.     She  stated 
that  on  Sunday,  the  20th  September, 
she  sailed  from  Queenstown  (Ireland)  on 
board  the  JETeehf  and  received  the  worst 
ill-treatment.     The  steerage  passengers 
were  packed  together  like  cattle  in  a 
truck,  and  constant  abuse  and  insult 
were  offered  to  the  female  passengers. 
The   steward  especially  was  most  in- 
sulting, and  used  the  worst  expressions 
towards  them.  They  made  several  com- 
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plaints  to  the  captain,  and  he  told  them 
that  he  would  make  it  all  ri^ht ;  but  he 
never  did.     The  females  comd  not  dress 
or  undress  during  the  voyage,  or  even 
wash  themselves.     Some  of  the  gentle- 
men passengers  complained  to  the  cap- 
tain of  how  the  females  were  treated ; 
but  he  gave  them  no  satisfaction,  but 
laughed  in  their  face.     The  steward  was 
drunk  all  the  time.     She  never  suffered 
so  much  in  her  life  as  she  did  during 
that  voyage.     He  had  also  a  letter  from 
a  gentleman  connected  with  the  Oatholio 
University  School,  Stephen's  Green,  Dub- 
lin, dated  May  10,  1881,  in  which  he 
related  particulars  of  a  double  visit  he 
paid  to  America  on  board  two  ships 
which  he  mentioned.     He  did  not  go 
steerage;  but  he  said  it  was  a  matter 
of  common  talk  among  the  better  dass 
of  passengers — ^the  freedom  and  liberty 
the  sailors  permitted  themselves  among 
the  young  women  of  the  steerage  class.. 
It  was  notorious  among  the  passengers 
that  gross  acts  of  impropriety  were  com- 
mitted by  sailors  towards  the  female  pas- 
sengers, and  four  females  became  insane 
during  one  voyage.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
got  another  letter,  mentioning  the  name 
of  the  ex-emigrant  agent  in  Liverpool, 
who  was  prepared  to  give  information 
in  regard  to  the  gross  misconduct  of 
sailors    on    board    Atlantic    steamers. 
Sailors  were  not  only  admitted  to  the 
female  compartments,  but  actually  out- 
raged the  passengers.     To  show  that  his 
(A&.   O'Donnell's)    description    of    the 
hammocks    was  not    in  any  way  ex- 
aggerated, he  might  refer  the  House 
to    the  statements  on  the  subject  by 
Dr.  De  La  Foer,  the  Medical  Officer 
at  Queenstown.     The  principal  officer 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Captam  Wilson) 
was  sent  over  from  London,  and  he  also 
practically  admitted  the  whole  substance 
of  the  charges  made  by  Miss  O'Brien 
against  the  present  system.     He  (Mr. 
O^Donnell)  contended  that  the  fact  that 
there  were  precautions  taken  on  well- 
managed  Lines  furnished  no  argument 
against  the  necessity  of  altering  the  law 
so  as  to  compel  misconducted  captains 
and  sailors  in  charge  of  those  ships  to 
become  well-conducted.   Captain  Wilson 
said  that  the  longitudinal  division  be- 
tween the  berths,  which  was  only  from 
6  to  10  inches  high,  was  movable,  and, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  was  removed  if  a 
husband  and  wife  with  children  were 
together,  so  Uiat,  when  the  mattrass  and 
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bedding  were  put  in,  the  division  prac- 
tically did  not  exist.  The  berths  all 
formed  one  long  mafctrass.  He  con- 
tended that  that  was  a  colourable  eva- 
sion even  of  the  existing  law,  because 
the  Passenger  Act  provided  that,  ex- 
cept in  the  case  of  married  couples, 
every  adult  passenger  should  have  a 
separate  berth.  The  existing  system 
was  simply  scandalous,  and  it  was  a 
wonder  there  were  not  more  complaints. 
Although  his  statement  had  been  neces- 
sarily brief,  he  had  brought  forward 
ample  proofs  from  the  admissions  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  the  admissions  of 
their  officers,  and  in  the  absence  of  any 
impartial  investigation,  that  though,  of 
course,  it  was  quite  open  for  weU-con- 
ducted  Lines  to  conduct  themselves  well, 
it  was  also  open  for  ill-conducted  Lines 
to  conduct  themselves  badly.  He  hoped 
a  new  spirit  would  be  breathed  into  this 
administration,  and  that  now  that  the 
Government  were  to  take  an  official 
part  in  Irish  emigration,  they  would 
not  by  a  superficial  examination,  but  a 
real  determination,  put  an  end  for  ever 
to  the  scandalous  abuses  which  dis- 
graced the  present  passenger  traffic. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  said,  the  question 
was  one  of  great  importance,  and  he  and 
others  felt  that,  particularly  now  that 
the  Government  meant  to  promote  emi- 
gration by  Government  means,  it  should 
engage  their  serious  attention.  He 
ought  to  say  that  Miss  O'Brien's  state- 
ments with  regard  to  the  Germanic  were 
not  fully  borne  out  by  some  of  the  emi- 
grants. He  (Mr.  Moore)  had  promised 
to  abide  by  the  verdict  of  the  emigrants ; 
and  the  moment  it  was  received  he  con- 
veyed his  regret  to  the  Company  to  which 
the  ship  belonged.  He,  however,  felt, 
after  having  taken  great  interest  in  the 
question  for  some  time  past,  and  after 
having  carried  on  a  long  correspondence 
respecting  it,  that  Miss  O'Brien  had  done 
a  real  service  to  the  country  by  her  dis- 
closures. It  was  perfectly  clear  the  law 
was  in  a  most  unsatisfactory  state,  and 
he  could  not  imagine  a  more  dishonest 
inquiry  than  that  held  by  Mr.  Gray  at 
Liverpool.  That  gentleman  went  down 
to  Liverpool  with  a  preconceived  view, 
which  he  was  determined  to  prove,  and 
every  question  he  put  was  what  lawyers 
called  a  **  leading  question."  His  re- 
port was  the  report  of  the  permanent 
official  whose  dignity  had  been  touched. 
It  was  wholly  misleading,  and  was  re- 
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plete  with  the  most  offensive,  insolent 
vulgarity.  Father  Nugent  was  the  only 
independent  witness  summoned,  and 
what  was  his  evidence?  It  amounted 
to  this,  ^that  upon  the  first-class  Lines 
from  Liverpool  to  New  York  things 
were  pretty  well  conducted.  He  told 
them  l^t  these  Lines  had  separate  in- 
closed berths  for  married  couples,  for 
single  men,  and  for  single  women.  But 
the  point  was  that  the  law  did  not  com- 
pel  the  Companies  to  provide  these  in- 
closed berths;  it  only  stipulated  that 
males  above  14  shoidd  be  separated 
from  all  other  classes  in  the  ship,  and 
did  not  prevent  married  men  or  sup- 
posed married  men  sleeping  in  a  room 
with  unmarried  women,  no  matter  what 
their  age.  As  at  present  framed,  the  law 
opened  the  door  for  every  kind  of  abuse 
on  inferior  Lines.  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  report  of  the  proceedings  at  the  trial  of 
the  masters  of  a  great  many  ships  in 
New  York.  That  would  have  been  a 
mere  futile  ground  for  observation  for 
the  officials  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
captains  of  these  ships  had  been  con- 
victed for  gross  overcrowding.  One  of 
the  first  ships  on  the  ocean,  one  belong- 
ing to  the  Inman  Company,  sailed  from 
Queenstown  18  months  ago  with  about 
450  passengers  more  than  the  number 
she  was  entitled  to  carry,  and  instead  of 
punishing  such  a  gross  scandal  as  it  de- 
served, the  Board  of  Trade  let  off  the 
owner  with  an  ample  apology.  When 
they  had  these  direct  proofs  of  over- 
crowding, it  was  necessary  that  they 
should  look  into  the  state  of  the  law,  and 
see  that  it  was  thoroughly  reversed.  He 
received  a  number  of  letters  on  this  sub- 
ject, some  of  a  most  atrocious  kind,  from 
dismissed  agents  and  others,  which  he 
intended  to  pass  over,  and  others  fr^m 
persons  of  undoubted  respectability,  dis- 
closing a  state  of  things  which  required 
the  prompt  intervention  of-  the  Legisla- 
ture. He  was  sensible  that,  in  bringing 
forward  these  complaints,  they  might 
possibly  divert  traffic  from  British  ship- 
owners to  foreign  Lines.  That  would 
be  a  great  calamity,  because  foreign 
Lines  were  managed  in  a  most  abomin- 
able way,  and  emigrants  would  not  even 
have  that  protection  which  the  present 
unsatisfactory  state  of  the  law  afforded 
with  respect  to  British  vessels.  The 
substance  of  the  complaints  he  had  re- 
ceived was  that  there  was  not  proper 
separation  for  the  sexes,  and  that  young 
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single  women  were  attended  bj  men. 
These  men  mi^ht  enter  the  compart- 
ments of  females  at  any  time  for  the 
nominal  purpose  of  attendance,  when, 
perhaps,  the  poor  young  women  were 
absolutely  exhausted  from  sea  sickness. 
He  had  received  letters  from  females 
who  trayelled  to  America,  complaining 
of  the  want  of  privacy  in  their  compart- 
ments, and  of  the  undue  proximity  of 
their  berths  to  those  of  sin^e  and  mar- 
ried men.    The  absence  of  medical  as- 
sistance when  required,  and  of  the  at- 
tendance of  a  stewardess,  were  also  com- 
plained of  by  the  young  women  whose 
Mters  he  read.    Keferring  to  the  ad- 
vertisements published  in  London,  in- 
viting  emigrants   to   travel  by  a  Line 
whi(£    womd    convey    them    to   New 
York  at  a  rate  considerably  lower  than 
that  of    the  Liverpool  Companies,   he 
said    it    should    be     publidy   known 
that  emigrants  beguiled  by  these  solici- 
tations were    merely    taken   in    small 
coasters  to  Antwerp,   and  there   tran- 
shipped for  New  York  in  vessels  of  a 
most  filthy  description,  which  rendered 
life   almost   insupportable  during    the 
voyage.     He  had  received  a  communi- 
cation, in  which  the  fullest  credence 
oonld  be  placed,  showing  how  a  ship  of 
this  kind  became  a  perfect  pandsemo- 
nium  after  a  certain  hour  in  the  even- 
ing. '  In  the  vessel  to  which  the  letter 
specially  referred  there  were  430  pas- 
sengers, some  of  whom  were  subjected 
to  we  roughest  usage,  and  even  kicked. 
The  women  on  board  were  not  given 
separate  accommodation.  He  complained 
— ^first,  that  there  was  no  legal  obliga- 
tion to  enforce  separation ;  second,  that 
.the  Bourd  of  Trade  had  no  legal  control 
over  the  arrangements  under  which  pas- 
sengers were    conveyed  who  left  this 
country    and   were   transhipped    at    a 
foreign  port ;  and,  third,  that  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  no  control  over  the  arrange- 
ments with  regard  to  immigrants  coming 
to  this  country.     The  horrors  of  the  48 
hoars'  voyage  from  the   Scandinavian 
and  North  German  ports  exceeded  what 
was  experienced  in  the  long  Atlantic 
voyage.    The  only  satisfactory  solution 
of  the  matter  was  to  insist  on  the  sepa- 
ration of  the  sexes.     He  did  not  thmk 
the  shipowners  would  be  hostile  to  such 
aregu^tion.    Indeed,  the  Allan  Line 
had  for  years  carried  out  the  system  of 
separation,  and  would  not  now  depart 
bom  it  for  the  world.    True,  the  male 


and  female  passengers  were  on  the  same 
deck ;  but  no  man  was  permitted  to  en- 
ter the  inclosed  berth  in  which  a  woman 
was.  A  strong  argument  was  that  on 
board  the  In£an  troopships  the  most 
absolute  separation  prevailed,  and  there 
was  no  sufficient  reason  why  the  same 
system  should  not  be  enforced  in  the 
ordinary  emigrant-carrying  traffic.  It 
was  also  necessary — and  he  was  glad 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  supported  them 
in  this — that  there  should  be  some 
woman  appointed  to  take  charge  of  the 
female  department.  Perhaps  the  House 
was  not  aware  that  the  emigrant  traffic 
from  Queenstown  to  New  York  paid  the 
shipowners  a  great  deal  better  than  the 
first-class  passengers.  The  total  cost  for 
each  steerage  passenger  was  not  above 
£2,  leaving  a  net  profit  of  something 
like  £4.  A  Protestant  clergjnnan  in  the 
East  End  of  London  had  told  him  that 
the  question  would  never  be  settled  un- 
til they  got  some  religious  ladies  of  the 
Catholic  faith  to  take  the  work  in  hand 
voluntarily.  The  emigration  to  our  Aus- 
tralian Colonies  was  conducted  under 
admirable  regulations,  and  in  Melbourne 
there  was  an  excellent  house  for  the  re- 
ception of  emigrants.  He  trusted  that 
some  similar  establishment  would  be 
provided  at  Queenstown.  The  sanitary 
arrangements  were  scandalous  in  almost 
every  case ;  certainly  some  that  he  had 
seen  on  a  White  Star  vessel  seemed  very 
satisfactory;  but,  for  the  most  part,  they 
were  very  much  the  reverse.  The  whole 
subject  was  one  in  which  Irish  Members 
felt  a  deep  concern  for  the  honour  and 
happiness  of  a  number  of  poor  people. 
They  thought  that  every  protection 
ought  to  be  afforded  to  emigrants  going 
out  to  America  in  order  to  give  them  a 
fair  chance  of  starting  in  life. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  would 
endeavour  to  lay  aside  all  personal  feel- 
ings in  replying  to  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members,  although  he  thought  he  might 
complain  of  the  tone  and  temper  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  ^Mr.  O'Don- 
nell).  He  came  to  the  consideration  of 
the  question  with  one  feeling  only — an 
earnest  desire  that,  out  of  the  discussion, 
the  House  might  arrive  at  some  practical 
conclusion  as  to  what  alterations,  if  any, 
were  possible  and  desirable  to  secure  the 
comfort  and  decency  and  morality  of  the 
emigrants.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan had  commented  strongly  on  the 
persons  who  had  conducted  the  inquiry 
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for  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  also  on  the 
evidence  given.   Mr.  Gray  was  a  trusted 
and  valued  officer  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  was  most  impartial  and  disinterested 
in  the  matter,   because   there  was  no 
question  of  the  conduct  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  officers.   As  to  the  evidence,  what 
other  evidence  was  it  possible  to  get? 
The  first  point  to  be  decided  was  the 
actual  system ;  and  for  that  purpose  Mr. 
Gray  and  Captain  Wilson,  accompanied 
by  Miss  O'Brien,  personally  examined 
some  of  the  great  liners.    Miss  O'Brien 
was,  of  course,  not  present  at  the  in- 
quiry ;  but  she  was  present  at  the  per- 
sonal inspection,  and  she  coincided  abso- 
lutely as  to  the  statements  made  with 
reference  to  what  was  seen  at  that  in- 
spection.    He  agreed  entirely  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dunearvan  as  to  the 
importance  of  the  subject.    It  was  im- 
portant, in  the  first  place,  to  the  emi- 
grants themselves ;  and  it  was  also  im- 
portant to  the  owners  of  the  ^eat  steam- 
ship Lines,  whose  character  liad  been  so 
seriously,  and,  as  he  thought,  unjustly 
impugned.    It  had  been  said  that  the 
Board  of  Trade,  to  a  great  extent,  had 
admitted  the  charges  of  Miss  O'Brien, 
and  that  they  had  shown  that  by  the  re- 
commendations they  had  made.     Well, 
he  did  not  wish  to  minimize  those ;  but 
he  must  say  they  were  not  of  urgent  im- 
portance.    After  careful  inquiry,  it  was 
recommended,  in  the  "first   place,  that 
there  should  be,  what  already  existed  in 
many    cases,    separate    communication 
from  the  single  women's  and  from  the 
single   men's    quarters  without    going 
through  each  other's  quarters.      That 
was  desirable  ;    but  he  did  not  think 
it    was    so    important    that    a    diffe- 
rent state  of  things  necessarily  contri- 
buted always  to  immorality.     A  com- 
mon passage  and  a  common  staircase 
was  the  usual  thing  with  all  houses  and 
hotels;    and   the  idea  that  these   emi- 
grants, men  and  women,  were  not  to  be 
trusted  to  go  upstairs  together  involved 
an  accusation  against  the  people  con- 
cerned that  he  should  be  sorry  to  make. 
Then,  the  second  recommendation  was 
the  possession  of  a  sufficient  number — 
an   ample  number — of   lavatories  and 
latreens;    and,    having   expressed    the 
strong  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
on  this  point,  it  would  be  carried  out. 
Then,   the  third  recommendation  was 
that  a  matron  should  have  charge  of  the 
women's  quarters,  and  that  was  a  sug- 

Mr.  Ohamhwrlain 


gestion  that  shipowners  would  do  well 
to  consider.  On  some  Lines  it  had  been 
adopted,  and  afterwards  abandoned  for 
reasons  not  connected  with  expense.  It 
was  always  usual  in  long  passages  to 
select  one  or  more  of  the  women  to  act 
as  matron  during  the  voyage.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  said  Miss 
O'Brien's  statements  had  been  proved; 
but  there  he  must  differ  fr^m  him ;  and 
then  the  hon.  Member  went  on  to  ob- 
serve that  he  (Mr,  Chamberlain)  had 
used  scornful  language  with  reference  to 
Miss  O'Brien,  and  that  was  a  statement 
he  must  absolutely  and  utterlv  denv. 
He  had  treated  Miss  O'Brien  through- 
out with  the  greatest  respect — a  respect 
to  which  her  sex  and  her  good  intentions 
entitled  her,  though  he  could  not  but 
regret  that,  in  making  statements  rashly 
without  sufficient  experience,  she  had 
done  injustice  to  a  respectable  trade. 
The  words  he  had  used,  and  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  quoted,  were — 

**  It  might  be  doubted  if  Miss  O'Brien  had 
done  full  justice  to  the  well-known  character 
and  virtue  of  her  countrywomen,*' 

and  he  denied  that  there  was  anything 
in  that  of  the  nature  of  an  expression  <u 
scorn  to  Miss  O'Brien  or  the  emigrant 
classes.  If  single  women  were  berthed 
together— from  20  to  30  together— if  all 
were  virtuous  and  well  disposed,  or  even 
if  any  were,  it  would  be  impossible  that 
any  immorality  could  take  place.  Miss 
O'Brien  was  certainly  mistaKon  in  many 
of  the  statements  she  had  made,  as  she 
herself  admitted.  No  such  thing  as  a 
''  monster  hammock  "  existed  in  any  of 
the  emigration  vessels  that  had  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member.  There 
were  separate  compartments,  in  which 
trays  one  above  another  were  placed  at 
right  angles  to  the  vessel,  these  trays 
consisted  of  five  or  six  berths  ;  so  that  in 
a  whole  compartment  it  was  possible  to 
have  24  beds ;  but  they  were  not  in  line 
as  in  a  hammock.  The  mistake  was  per- 
fectly unintentional  on  the  part  of  Miss 
O'Brien,  if  she  had  admitted  that  she 
could  not  reconcile  what  she  saw  on  the 
second  occasion  with  what  she  thought 
she  saw  on  the  first.  She  had  further 
stated  that  she  had  seen  ''  a  dark  hole  " 
resembling  those  on  board  slave  ships. 
It  was  proved  that  there  was  no  such 
hole;  but  that  the  decks  were  well 
lighted  and  ventilated,  and  the  one  re- 
ferred to  was  subsequently  used  for  cabin 
passengers.    The  ooarges  in  regard  to 
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MINUTESJ— -5fl^   First    in   Farliamait—The 

Earl  of  Karrington,  after  the  death  of  hia 

father. 
Public  Bills — First  Reading — National  Debt  • 

(213). 
ThirU  Beading— EmQ  Lough  and  River  *  (206), 

and  pasted. 


DRAINAGE  (IREIiAND)  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL.— RESOLUTION. 

Lord  THUELOW  moved— 

*'  That  the  Order  of  the  let  day  of  April  last, 
which  limits  the  time  for  the  Second  Koading 
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the  misoondaot  of  stewards  and  sailors 
were  not,  as  far  as  he  knew,  possible  of 
prevention ;  inasmuch  as  it  would  not  be 
possible,  by  any  legal  proceeding,  to 
prevent  these  persons  from  making  their 
way  into  &e  quarters  of  unmarried 
women  if  they  chose  to  do  so.  As  far  as 
overcrowding  of  emigrant  ships  was  con- 
cerned, he  could  only  say  that  that  had 
afaready  been  legislated  against ;  and  if 
any  complaint  on  the  point  was  made, 
he  should  certainly  take  steps  concerning 
it,  as  he  should  also  if  it  was  made 
known  to  him  that  in  emigrant  ships 
male  servants  were  allowed  to  go  into 
rooms  occupied  by  women.  Separation 
was  possible,  no  doubt ;  but  it  could  not 
be  carried  out  without  considerable  diffi- 
culty and  expense,  and  ought  not  to  be 
attempted  unless  the  legislation  was 
made  universal  as  far  as  all  the  emi- 
grant-carrying Companies  were  con- 
cerned. He  admitted  that  the  Pas- 
sengers Act  might,  with  advantage,  be 
amended  in  some  particulars,  and  nothing 
would  please  him  better  than  to  bring 
in  an  amending  Bill;  but  the  conduct 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  and 
his  Colleagues  had  made  such  legislation 
rather  difficult  and  left  the  time  very 
short  indeed,  and  a  Government  might 
be  excused  from  undertaking  such  legis- 
lation when  so  many  arrears  were  left 
imattended  to. 

LoBD  PBEDERIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  after  the  statement  made  by  the 
Prime  Minister  yesterday  as  to  the  hour 
at  which  Supply  would  be  taken,  he 
should  not  ask  the  House  to  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply  that  night. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  expressed 
his  regret  that  the  Government  did  not 
see  their  way  to  requiring  the  complete 
separation  of  the  sexes  on  board  emi- 
grant ships,  and  said  the  time  the  Go- 
vernment had  employed  in  passing  Coer- 
cion BiUs  for  Ireland  would  have  been 
much  better  spent  in  legislating  upon 
the  question  under  discussion. 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock 
till  Monday  next. 


of  any  Bill  hronght  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons confirming  any  Provisional  Order  he  dis- 
pensed with  witti  respect  to  the  said  Bill." 

The  noble  Lord  explained  that  the  Bill 
was  one  of  considerable  interest  and  im- 
portance to  a  large  number  of  persons 
m  Ireland.  The  measure  had  reference 
to  a  district  in  the  county  of  Cork.  It 
was  of  a  very  useful  character,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  not  be  prevented  from 
becoming  law  by  reason  of  a  technicality 
in  the  Forms  of  the  House. 

The  Earl  of  EEDESDALE  (Chair- 
MAN  of  Committees)  said,  he  did  not 
think  he  ever  rose  to  do  a  more  painful 
or  unpleasant  duty  than  the  present.  He 
had  been  for  a  great  many  years  Chair-* 
man  of  the  Committees  of  that  House, 
and  it  was  his  duty  in  that  Office  to  see 
that  the  Orders  of  the  House  with  regard 
to  private  legislation  were  observed.  He 
had  never  yet  found  any  want  of  confi- 
dence in  the  decisions  he  had  come  to, 
and  this  was  the  first  time  in  which, 
having  expressed  a  decided  opinion 
against  a  proceeding  of  this  kind,  that 
opinion  had  been  overruled.  One  of 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  was 
that  no  Bin  confirming  a  Provisional 
Order  should  be  read  a  second  time  if 
brought  from  the  other  House  after  the 
16th  of  June  ;  but  this  Bill  was  not  read 
a  first  time  in  the  House  of  Commons 
till  the  2l8t  of  July,  and  if  their  Lord- 
ships allowed  such  an  infraction  of  their 
Oriiers,  those  Orders  were  worth  nothing 
at  all,  for  nobody  could  rely  on  them. 
He  had  never  shown  any  unwillingness 
to  suspend  the  Orders  when  good  reason 
had  been  shown ;  but  here  there  was  a 
deliberate  insult  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
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Eveiytliing  was  ready  in  the  Office  in 
Ireland  by  the  22nd  of  January,  and  the 
delay  was  simply  owing  to  the  negligence 
of  the  promoters  to  push  it  forwara  in 
due  time.  

Earl  OHANYILLE  entirely  agreed 
with  the  observation  of  the  noble  Earl 
that  tiie  Orders  of  the  House  should  be 
maintained ;  but  could  not  accept  the 
view  that  any  insult  to  the  noble  Earl 
would  be  inyolred  in  a  Besolution  of  their 
Lordships  to  suspend  the  Order  for  the 
public  convenience.  He  was  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  details  of  the  matter, 
and  could  not  say  why  the  Bill  was  not 
proceeded  with  at  an  earlier  date.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  obser- 
vations of  the  noble  Eul  would  expedite 
parties  who  were  concerned  in  Kivate 
Bills.  There  was  really  no  objection  to 
this  BilL  The  object  of  it  was  good, 
and  it  was  desirable  that  it  should  be 
paeeed  this  Session.  He  thoup;ht  they 
might  suspend  the  Order  in  this  excep- 
tional case.  To  do  so  would  cast  no  re- 
flection on  the  Office  of  the  noble  Earl. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALIBBUBY 
said,  he  felt  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
done  his  duty  by  calling  attention  to  this 
matter.  Unless  the  Order  was  main- 
tained, there  was  veiy  little  chance  of 
it  meeting  with  any  respect  hereafter. 
These  Orders  were  often  a  security 
against  private  rights  being  invaded  by 
the  action  of  Provisional  (hders,  and  if 
the  noble  Earl  went  to  a  division  he 
should  support  him.  But,  while  saying 
that,  he  admitted  that  there  was  in  thu 
case  some  ground  why  they  should  take 
an  indulgent  view ;  and,  as  there  was 
no  opposition  to  the  Bill,  he  would  ad- 
vise the  noble  Earl  not  to  press  his 
objection. 

The  Eakl  op  BEDESDALE  (Chaib. 
MAN  of  Committees)  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  advice  which  had  been  given 
him,  because  if  he  did  it  would  go  forth 
that  their  Orders  were  of  no  use.  K 
this  were  a  small  case  he  would  not 
press  his  objection.  This  Bill  was 
ready  on  the  22nd  of  January ;  but  the 
promoters  had  thought  proper  not  to 
pu^  &e  Bill  forward.  If  the  Motion 
were  agreed  to  tiiere  would  be  an  end  of 
their  Standing  Orders. 

LoBD  THImLOW  desired  to  assure 
their  Lordships  that  nothing  had  been 
done  which  was  prejudicial  to  the  dignity 
or  {he  Office  of  the  noble  Chairman  of 
Committees.    There  had  been  an  unfor- 
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tunate  delay ;  but  he  mightobsore  iliai 
two  Bills  analogous  to  the  present  were 
brought  in  last  year  in  the  month  of 
Auguist,  and  were  passed  into  law. 

^KoB  Eabl  of  BEDESDALE  (Chaxb^ 
MAN  of  CoMMiiTEEs}  Said,  that  the  &cl 
just  mentioned  showed  that  he  wms  not 
unwilling  in  proper  cases  to  have  tlie 
Standing  Orders  suspended.  The  cir- 
cumstanoes  of  last  Session  were  very  ex- 
ceptional indeed.  Everytiiing  was  Tetj 
late.  As  he  believed  it  to  be  neoeaaary 
that  the  Standing  Orders  should  be 
obeyed,  he  should  divide  against  the 
Motion. 

On  question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided: 
—Contents  29 ;  Not-Contents  81 :  Ma- 
jority 2. 
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According  to  the  figures  adopted  bj  the 
Secretary  of  State's  despatch,  there  were 
some  470,000  Hindoos  in  Ceylon.  He 
proposed  to  eliminate  these  altogether 
ttom  the  discussion,  because  most  of 
these  were  poor  Ooolies  employed  on  the 
coffee  plantations,  and  were,  for  the 
most  part,  only  temporary  sojourners  in 
Oeylon,  and  wore  not  affected  by  taxa- 
tion. Those  who  belonged  to  the  few 
Hindoo  temples  in  Ceylon  might  be 
classed  with  the  Buddhists.  Now,  the 
1,500,000  Buddhists  and  the  180,000 
Mussulmans  of  Ceylon  would  be  equally 
dismayed  and  alarmed  for  the  pro- 
perty held  by  themselves  as  religious 
communities  when  they  found  the 
Government  disendowing  its  own  re- 
ligion; and  there  were  indications  in 
this  Correspondence  that  the  temple 
lands  of  the  Buddhists  were  threatened 
with  attack  and  spoliation,  or  with  new 
taxation,  which  would  have  the  same 
effect.  As  to  the  Mussulmans,  it  was  to 
them  but  a  very  slight  grievance,  if  it 
were  a  grievance  at  all,  that  some  por- 
tion of  the  public  money  derived  from 
general  taxation  should  go  to  the  main- 
tenance of  a  representative  of  the  re- 
ligion of  the  State ;  but  it  would  be  a 
great  grievance  to  them  to  be  subjected 
to  a  State  and  a  Government  without 
any  religion,  such  as  the  English  Go- 
vernment would  appear  to  be  if  the 
policy  of  these  despatches  were  carried 
out.  He  could  not  conceive  any  greater 
humiliation  for  the  Mussulmans  than  to 
be  under  a  Government  which  had  dis- 
carded religion  and  its  ministers,  and 
which  hung  out  the  colours  of  infidelity, 
or,  as  it  was  now  called,  agnosticism.  In 
the  meantime,  this  grievance  was  as 
nothing  compared  to  that  from  which 
the  Mussulmans  of  Ceylon  were  actually 
suffering.  Though  they  were  from 
170,000  to  180,000  in  number,  and  were 
the  most  intelligent,  active,  and  wealthy 
of  the  Native  communities,  they  still 
had  no  representative  in  the  Legislative 
Council.  He  hoped  that  the  regard  for 
equality  of  the  noble  Earl  would  induce 
him  to  remedy  this  before  long.  So  far 
he  had  spoken  on  general  principles ; 
but  to  come  to  particulars,  the  Mussul- 
mans in  Ceylon  often  spoke  to  him  of 
the  Bishop  of  Colombo,  but  they  never 
said  anything  against  him  or  his  office  ; 
and,  though  this  subject  had  probably 
been  discussed  in  the  local  newspapers, 
it  had  not  been  alluded  to  in  the  letters 


Oommons  Amendments  considered  (ac- 
cording to  Order),  and  agreed  to. 

In  reply  to  Yiscount  Sidmouth, 
Thb  Eami  oe  NORTHBEOOK  said, 
there  was  a  sufficient  fund  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Commissioners,  supple- 
mented as  it  would  be  from  other  funds 
that  were  available,  to  render  it  unne- 
cessary that  an  appeal  should  be  made 
to  the  public  for  subscriptions  for  the 
widows  and  orphans  of  the  sufferers  by 
the  loss  of  the  Voterel,  and  he  hoped  that 
other  similar  cases  would  also  be  met  in 
the  same  manner  in  future. 

CEYLON  —  ECCLESIASTICAL    SUB- 
SIDIES. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY,  in 
rising  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  correspondence  relative  to  eccle- 
siastical subsidies  in  Ceylon ;  and  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
for  explanations  of  his  despatches  of  19th 
November  1880,  and  l4th  June,  said,  he 
desired  to  call  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  Correspondence  recently  laid  be- 
fore Parliament  on  the  ecclesiastical  sub- 
sidies in  Ceylon.  This  Correspondence 
referred  to  two  subjects  which  were  dis- 
tinct— namely,  the  maintenance  of  the 
Bishop  of  Colombo  and  his  clergy,  and 
tiie  maintenance  of  the  Heformed  Church 
at  Wolfendahl.  With  regard  to  the 
Bishop,  he  should  say  nothing  of  the  in- 
trinsic merits  of  the  Bishop  of  Colombo, 
because  it  would  weaken  the  line  of 
argument  he  was  going  to  take,  because 
he  had  better  leave  that  to  other  noble 
Lords  and  to  the  right  rev.  Bench,  and 
because  he  was  bound  to  believe  that 
the  only  grounds  of  action  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  were  those 
stated  in  paragraph  No.  2  of  his  despatch 
of  November  19  of  last  year — namely, 
the  small  number  of  persons  supposed  to 
be  benefited  out  of  the  general  taxation 
of  Ceylon.  For  the  Secretary  of  State 
this  was,  therefore,  a  question  of  popu- 
lation, and  if  the  population  of  Ceylon 
were  Umited  to  the  250,000  Christians, 
of  whom  190,000  were  Homan  Catholics, 
the  inequality  which  had  moved  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  would  be  great;  but 
as  there  were  2,150,000  non-Christian 
inhabitants  of  the  Island,  other  con- 
pideratioiis  must  be  taken  into  account. 
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he  had  received  from  that  Island.  He 
might  say  much  the  same  as  to  the 
Buddhists ;  although  it  appeared  to  be 
inconsistent  with  meir  tenets,  yet  they 
were  much  attached  to  public  worship, 
and  would  think  ill  of  a  Government 
which  discouraged  it.  The  most  ancient 
mosque  in  Ceylon  was  originally  built 
on  temple  land,  which  was  leased  by  the 
Buddhist  priestis  to  the  Mussulmans ;  and 
when  they  found  that  the  building  erected 
by  them  was  dedicated  to  public  worship 
the  Buddhist  priests  refused  to  take  the 
money  reserved  as  rent  for  the  land. 
The  Governor  of  Ceylon,  Sir  James 
Longden,  wrote  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  the  effect  that  the  ecclesiastical  sub- 
sidies might  be  withdrawn  in  Ceylon 
because  the  circumstances  were  different 
from  those  in  Trinidad,  where  he  had 
opposed  such  a  measure.  He  thought 
tnat  the  difference  was,  however,  all 
against  the  policy  of  the  noble  Earl,  for 
in  Trinidad  less  scandal  would  be  caused 
than  in  Ceylon,  where  the  exemplary 
demeanour  and  learning  of  the  Buddhist 
priests  made  it  the  more  essential  that  a 
State  professing  to  be  Christian  should 
not  desert  the  held.  If  the  Government 
persisted  in  the  course  laid  down  in  these 
despatches,  it  would  be  more  easy  to 
beheve  that  it  was  indifferent  and  hos- 
tile to  religion  than  to  believe  the  ex- 
cuses on  account  of  economy  or  of 
equality  put  forward  in  this  Correspond- 
ence. He  trusted  that  the  noble  Earl 
would  reconsider  his  decision,  even 
though  he  should  reduce  the  stipend  of 
the  Bishop  and  reduce  the  number  of 
the  clergy  who  were  now  supported  by 
the  Government  of  Ceylon,  and  that  he 
would  not  sever  the  connection  between 
Church  and  State,  and  throw  to  the 
Bishop  a  freedom  which  he  did  not  re- 
quire, or,  as  the  noble  EarPs  despatch 
worded  it,  **  relieve  him  from  all  State 
interference."  At  the  same  time,  in 
order  to  satisfy  those  feelings  which 
were  raised  by  consideration  of  the  sta- 
tistics of  the  population,  some  assistance 
might  well  be  granted  to  the  Portuguese, 
who,  in  general,  were  not  as  wealthy  as 
the  other  classes  of  the  Christians.  It 
appeared  from  the  Correspondence  that 
the  Dutch  Reformed  Church  willingly 
joined  the  Church  of  England,  and 
rallied  to  that  Church  in  1796,  and  had 
shown  no  signs  of  wishing  to  separate 
jfrom  it.  As  for  the  unofficial  Mem- 
bers of  the  Legislative  Council  who  had 
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raised  this  question,  and  who,  in  a 
heathen  and  idolatrous  country,  had 
called  upon  the  Gt)vemment  to  withdraw 
its  countenance  and  support  from  the 
established  ministers  of  religion,  the 
more  fitting  attitude  for  the  Government 
towards  them  would  be  that  which  was 
adopted  by  His  Majesty's  Ambassador 
at  Constantinople  some  200  years  ago, 
who,  when  the  Quaker  persisted  in  keep- 
ing on  his  hat  before  him,  said  the 
Turks  were  right,  and  that  the  man 
must  be  mad.  The  Government  of 
Ceylon  might  get  over  the  difficulty 
caused  by  the  steps  taken  and  related  in 
this  Correspondence  by  making  g^ranta 
of  some  of  the  land  still  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Government  to  the  different 
Churches.  The  case  of  the  Church  of 
Wolfendahl,  belonnng  to  the  Reformed 
Dutch  Church  of  Colombo,  stood  upon 
a  different  ground.  The  decision  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  in  his  despatch  of 
June  14,  was  open  to  all  the  ODiections 
which  might  be  made  to  his  aecision 
against  the  Bishop  of  Colombo ;  but, 
besides  that,  it  was  a  distinct  violation 
of  the  engagements  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment at  the  time  of  the  capitulation 
of  the  Dutch  in  1796.  It  appeared  to 
be  only  a  quibble  to  endeavour  to  evade 
that  engagement  by  saying  that  the 
Dutch  clergy  voluntarily  left  Ceylon  in 
1806.  The  Dutch  settlers  did  not  leave, 
and  were  now  there,  and  were  known  as 
Burghers.  They  required  and  had  a 
claim  to  the  stipends  stipulated  for  their 
clergy  in  1796,  and  it  made  no  differ- 
ence to  them  whether  the  original  clergy 
left  voluntarily  or  had  all  died  of  an 
epidemic.  Least  of  any  could  our  Go- 
vernment afford  to  disregard  and  break 
its  Treaty  engagements;  and,  even  if 
the  Secretary  of  State  attached  any  value 
to  this  quibble  of  the  Law  Officers,  the 
matter  in  dispute  was  too  trifling  to 
make  it  advisable  to  risk  the  opposite 
view  which  was  taken  by  the  I)utch 
Burghers.  This  was  not  the  only  Colony 
in  which  Treaty  obligations  had  been 
set  aside  and  disregiurded  and  hostile 
comment  provoked  on  the  part  of  the 
former  countrymen  of  the  Colonists 
whose  rights  had  been  set  aside. 

The  Akchbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said,  it  was  important  that  they  should 
know  whether  the  disendowment  re- 
ferred to  by  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
effected,  and,  if  it  had  not,  whether 
there  was  time  for  considemtion.    It 
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oonld  [hardly  be  considered  as  aotoallj 
done;  because,  so  far  as  he  knew, 
there  was  a  Legislative  Body  in  Cey- 
lon, and  the  only  record  they  had  of 
the  opinion  of  that  body  was  to  the 
effect  that  it  ought  not  to  be  done.  The 
Secretary  of  State,  in  his  despatches, 
seemed  to  contemplate  that  the  thing 
would  be  done.  He  presumed  it  would 
be  done  by  votes,  in  obedience  to 
orders  from  head-quarters.  The  objec- 
tions raised  to  the  proposal  were,  first, 
that  it  was  a  violation  of  Treaty  obliga- 
tions ;  and,  secondly,  that  it  was  inex- 
pedient in  itself.  As  to  its  being  in 
violation  of  Treaty  obligations,  that,  at 
all  events,  was  a  very  important  matter, 
and  it  had,  probably,  been  considered 
by  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
lliere  was  a  Proclamation  following  the 
Treaty,  which,  to  uninstructed  persons, 
seemed  to  be  an  acknowledgment  of 
the  obligation  of  maintaining  the  Chris- 
tian religion  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment which  succeeded  the  occupation  of 
the  Dutch.  At  the  time  of  the  cession 
of  Ceylon  by  the  Dutch  there  were 
two  great  religions  in  the  Island — 
one  the  original  Buddhist  religion, 
professed  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
inhabitants,  the  other  the  Christian 
religion,  professed  by  a  large  body. 
At  that  time  the  Government  issued  a 
Proclamation,  stating  that  both  those 
religions  should  retain  the  rights  ceded 
to  them  by  the  Dutch  Government.  But 
it  was  said  that  instead  of  one  body  of 
Christians  in  the  Island  there  were  now 
several;  and,  no  doubt,  there  was  a 
temptation  to  apply  to  Ceylon  the  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  applied  in  other 
places  where  there  were  different  Chris- 
tian denominations.  But  when  they 
considered  the  Papers  they  would  find 
that  not  even  all  the  congregations 
of  the  Church  of  England  were  sub- 
sidized. Some  successors  of  the  old 
Dutch  congregations  continued  to  receive 
those  stipends,  and  they  were  under  the 
JBishop  of  Ceylon,  although  they  were, 
by  descent,  the  representatives  of  the 
old  Dutch  Presbyterian  congregations. 
Many  of  their  ministers  were  actually 
persons  whose  ancestors  were  of  those 
Dutch  Christians,  or  belonged  to  the  Na- 
tive Churches  which  grew  up  under 
Dutch  protection.  Now,  the  question 
was  raised — Why  give  the  subsidy  to  the 
Church  of  England  and  not  to  the  other 
bodies  ?    It  was  a  sufficient  answer  to 


this  to  say  there  was  a  large  heathen 
population,  consisting  also  of  various 
bodies.  The  most  important  was  the 
Buddhist,  which  received  this  subsidy  ; 
but  there  were  other  heathen  denomi- 
nations existing  throughout  the  country 
who  received  no  subsidy.  To  those  who 
said  that  the  Bhuddist  body  shoidd  be 
disendowed  as  well  as  the  Christians 
the  answer  was  plain — if  you  promised 
a  sum  of  money  to  one  person  it  was  no 
reason  he  should  not  get  it  because 
other  persons  to  whom  you  made  no 
such  promise  got  none.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  Buddhists  were  not  en- 
dowed ;  but  they  were  secured  by  the 
Government  one-third  of  the  landed  pro- 
perty of  the  whole  country.  Not  only 
so ;  but  in  the  cultivation  of  this  land 
they  were  secured  from  taxes  which  fell 
on  all  the  other  inhabitants  of  the  Island. 
That,  of  course,  increased  the  incidence 
of  taxation  on  the  other  inhabitants; 
and,  therefore,  the  Buddhists  were  prac- 
tically endowed  with  a  large  sum  of 
money.  If  they  endeavoured  to  disen- 
dow the  Buddhist  body  they  would  lose 
possession  of  the  Island,  because  one- 
third  of  the  land  was  in  their  possession, 
and  they  constituted  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  population.  Conse- 
quently, it  would  be  dangerous  to  tam- 
?er  with  the  rights  secured  to  them  by 
reaty.  Now,  he  was  surprised  that  some 
of  those  who  were  so  eager  against  en- 
dowments of  all  kinds  should  be  discon- 
tented with  endowing  their  Christian 
brethren  in  Ceylon,  while  they  were 
bound  to  maintain  so  very  large  an 
endowment  of  a  heathen  religion.  The 
case  of  Jamaica  was  not  analogous  to 
the  present,  because  in  Jamaica  no 
heathen  religion  received  large  amounts 
of  public  money.  It  would,  besides,  be 
highly  undesirable  to  show  in  Ceylon 
our  readiness  to  shake  off  all  recognition 
of  the  Christian  religion  on  the  part  of 
the  State,  especially  as  the  Proclama- 
tion at  the  cession  of  the  Island  made 
such  loud  declarations  that  the  Christian 
religion,  which  the  Dutch  had  left  in  a 
flourishing  condition,  was  to  be  main- 
tained by  the  Government  that  succeeded 
them.  The  course  pursued  in  a  good 
many  instances  by  the  Colonial  Office 
lately,  of  disestablishing  and  disendow- 
ing Churches,  was  one  which,  to  say 
the  least,  required  to  bo  taken  with 
caution.  It  was  now  proposed  to  sweep 
away  the  corporation  sole  created  b^ 
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Letters  Patent  in  the  Bishopric  of 
Colombo.  This  experiment  ought,  in 
his  judgment,  to  be  made  with  great 
caution.  It  was  in  the  power  of  the 
Crown  to  create  corporations;  but  it 
was  not  quite  clear  that  the  Crown 
could  by  its  own  act  supersede  them. 
The  gravest  complications  as  to  pro- 
perty had  been  introduced  in  various 
Colonies  by  the  off-hand  way  in  which 
the  Colonial  Office  had  dealt  with  these 
matters.  A  serious  law-suit  had  recently 
arisen  with  reference  to  property  at 
(Jrahamstown,  in  the  Cape  Colony ;  and 
a  very  important  question  would  have 
to  be  decided  before  long  by  the  Privy 
Council  as  to  whether  the  corporation 
of  the  Bishopric  of  Grahamstown  was 
.still  in  existence,  although  the  Crown 
had,  for  the  time,  failed  to  appoint  any- 
one to  occupy  the  corporation.  The  re- 
sult at  present  was  complete  confusion 
as  to  all  property  connected  with  this 
matter.  So  in  Ceylon  the  same  diffi- 
culties might  arise  which  had  occurred 
in  other  Colonies,  where  the  seeds  of 
many  law -suits  had  been  sown  by  the 
way  in  which  this  matter  had  been  dealt 
with.  Therefore,  although  he  did  not 
expect  the  noble  Earl  to  alter  his  views 
on  the  subject,  he  hoped  he  would  not 
fail  to  give  full  consideration  to  the 
difficulties  that  might  arise  from  the 
course  he  was  about  to  adopt. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY  said,  ho 
was  not  prepared  to  admit,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  that  the  action  of  the 
Colonial  Office,  either  in  that  or  the  other 
matters  referred  to,  had  been  either  rash 
or  hasty.  The  decision  affecting  the 
Cape  Bishopric  to  which  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  referred  took  place  many  years 
ago,  before  he  was  in  the  Office  which 
he  now  had  the  honour  to  hold ;  and  the 
effect  of  it,  as  far  as  he  remembered,  was 
that  the  Letters  Patent  could  not  be 
legally  maintained.  He  could  not  admit 
the  truth  of  the  allegation  that  the  action 
of  the  Colonial  Office  had  sown  the 
seeds  of  many  legal  disputes  in  regard 
to  ecclesiastical  matters  in  the  Colonies. 
The  Colonial  Office  had,  in  all  these 
instances,  advised  that  a  statute  should 
be  passed  in  each  Colony  to  enable 
the  disendowed  Churches  to  transact 
their  work  and  to  hold  property.  He 
agreed,  indeed,  with  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late that  it  would  be  a  great  hard- 
ship and  a  scandal  to  the  Church  if  mea- 
sures were   not   taken    to   enable  the 
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Church  to  administer  its  affairs  in  a 
satisfactory  manner.  With  regard  to 
the  particular  question  now  before  the 
House,  he  must  point  out  that  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  had  spoken  of  the  Buddhist 
endowment  as  if  it  were  the  same  thing 
as  the  endowment  which  was  about  to  be 
done  away  with.  The  Buddhists  in  Cey- 
lon had  possessed,  from  very  ancient 
times,  large  tracts  of  land,  which  were 
known  as  temple  lands,  while  the  very 
small  endowment  which  was  now  given 
to  the  Anglican  and  the  Presbyterian 
Churches  came  directly  out  of  the  taxa- 
tion of  the  Island,  and  was  paid  by  the 
Government.  With  regard  to  any  lands 
which  the  Church  possessed,  it  was  dis- 
tinctly provided  in  a  despatch,  which  he 
wrote  on  the  subject,  that  there  was  to 
be  no  interference. 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
inquired  whether  such  lands  were  free 
from  taxation  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
did  not  know ;  but  he  did  not  think  that 
because  they  were  bound  by  Treaty  to  re- 
spect the  privileges  of  the  Buddhists, 
therefore  they  were  bound,  for  all  time, 
to  extend  the  same  privileges  to  other 
religions.  This  was  a  question,  not  of 
Christianity,  but  of  a  variety  of  Chris- 
tian denominations.  There  were  in  Cey- 
lon large  numbers  of  Buddhists,  Maho- 
medans,  and  Hindoos,  a  considerable 
number  of  Roman  Catholics,  and  a  hand- 
ful of  Anglicans  and  Presbyterians.  They 
endowed  this  handful  of  Anglicans  and 
Presbyterians  ;  but  they  totally  dis- 
regarded the  claims  of  the  Roman 
Catholics,  Mahomedans,  and  Hindoos. 
Such  an  injustice  could  not  possibly  be 
defended.  When  he  held  Office  before 
this  question  came  up  for  consideration, 
and  some  persons  at  that  time  desired 
that  a  change  should  be  made ;  but 
nothing  wus  done,  because  it  did  not 
appear  that  there  was  any  feeling  in 
Ceylon  in  favour  of  the  change.  Since 
then,  however,  a  strong  feeling  had 
been  expressed  by  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  persons  in  Ceylon  that  these 
endowments  should  be  put  an  end  to. 
Therefore,  he  thought,  the  time  had 
come  when  the  change  might  be  made, 
not  rashly,  but  after  the  consideration 
of  many  years.  There  were  nearly 
250,000  Christians  in  Ceylon.  Of  these, 
190,000  were  Roman  Catholics,  and 
45,000  belonged  to  unassisted  Pro- 
testant   denominations,    leaving    only 
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15,000  Anglioans  and  Presbyterians, 
who  reoeiTed  a  State  contribution  of 
£10,000  a-year.  If  the  endowment  of 
the  latter  was  continued,  could  it  pos- 
siblj  be  maintained  that  the  Boman 
Catholics  ought  to  receive  nothing  ?  If 
there  were  ^&eaty  obligations  requiring 
them  to  keep  up  this  endowment,  he 
should  have  considered  that  they  were 
absolutely  bound  eiUier  to  continue  it  or 
to  give  a  sum  of  money  by  way  of  com- 
pensation. But  he  thought  the  most 
rev.  relate  could  not  have  referred  to 
the  actual  words  of  the  Treaty,  which 
said — 

"  The  clergT  shall  oontinae  in  their  functions 
and  receive  uie  same  pay  and  emoluments  as 
they  have  from  the  Dutch." 

The  only  question  which  could  arise 
was  whether  the  present  Dutch  Ohurch 
in  Oeylon  was  entitled  under  the  Treaty 
to  continue  to  receive  some  stipend  ?  Aib 
there  might  be  a  legal  doubt  on  this 
point,  he  referred  it  to  the  Law  Officers, 
who  gave  it  as  their  distinct  opinion 
that  the  Treaty  did  not  apply,  for  shortly 
after  its  conclusion  the  whole  of  the 
Dutch  clergy  left,  and  the  payment  made 
to  tiiem  came  to  an  end,  and  the  present 
payment  could  not  be  held  to  be  made 
under  the  Treaty.  The  Bishop  of  Co- 
lombo had  urged  upon  him  the  neces- 
sity of  giving  sufficient  time  to  the 
Church  in  Ce;^on  to  make  arrangements, 
and  a  period  of  five  years  had  accord- 
ingly Deen  granted  for  the  purpose. 
He  might  observe  that  the  Bishop  said 
he  was  not  prepared  to  advance  on  be- 
half of  the  Church  of  England  in  Ceylon, 
as  a  whole,  any  claim  for  a  continu- 
ance of  the  State  assistance,  and  he 
added — 

''  I  am  not  aware  that  as  a  Church  we  have 
any  right  to  it,  nor  am  I  sure  that  its  i)erma- 
nent  continuance  would  be  to  our  ultimate  ad- 
vantage." 

This  was  not  merely  a  question  of  the 
disendowment  of  a  Church.  It  was  a 
question  of  justice  to  the  various  inhabit- 
ants of  the  Island.  To  give  a  con- 
current endowment  to  all  these  religious 
communions  would  be  out  of  the  ques- 
tion for  various  reasons,  and,  amongst 
others,  that  it  would  impose  a  burden 
on  the  revenues  of  the  Colony  which 
they  could  not  bear.  The  strongest 
possible  case  had  been  made  out  for 
putting  an  end  to  this  small  endow- 
ment, which  was  not  at  all  necessary 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  Church  in 
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Ceylon  ;  and  he  could  not  hold  out  any 
hope  that  the  policy  on  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  determined  in 
respect  to  this  matter  would  be  departed 
from. 

The  Earl  of  CAENAEVON  desired 
to  know  whether  all  the  details  of  the 
proposed  arrangement  had  been  settled, 
or  whether  there  was  still  room  to  mo- 
dify them  ?  He  trusted  care  would  be 
taken  to  prevent  legal  complications  in 
regard  to  Church  property  if  disestab- 
lishment took  place.  He  also  trusted 
that  his  noble  f'riend  would  make  the 
transition  as  gradual  and  as  easy  as 
possible. 

TUNIS.— EESOLUTION. 

The  Eabl  of  DUNEAVEN,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  present  state  of 
affairs  in  Tunis ;  and  to  move— 

*<  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  any 
interference  with  the  integrity  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire  in  North  Africa  is  likely  to  prove  dan- 
gerous to  the  peace  of  Europe," 

said,  that  on  the  last  occasion  this  sub- 
ject was  before  the  House  the  noble 
Earl  tiie  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  remarked  that,  in  view  of  the 
complicated  state  of  things  then  existing, 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  take  the  best  advice  they  could  get 
and  to  give  a  full  and  frank  explanation 
to  Parliament.  Since  then  Papers  had 
been  presented  relating  to  both  Tunis 
and  Tripoli,  and,  judging  from  the  pub- 
lic Press,  matters  had  become  somewhat 
less  complicated  than  they  were;  but 
the  information  contained  in  the  Papers 
was  somewhat  meagre,  and  matters 
were  still  so  far  complicated  that  he 
thought  that  the  full  explanation  which 
the  noble  Earl  suggested  would  be  wel- 
comed by  the  House  and  the  country. 
The  first  thing  that  would  strike  anyone 
on  reading  the  Papers  would  probably 
be  that  there  was  no  mention  made  of 
the  Enfida  case.  It  was  not  necessary 
for  him  to  go  into  the  details  of  this  dis- 
pute. The  facts  were  that  a  French 
Company  negotiated  with  Khereddin 
Pasha  for  the  purchase  of  a  large  estate 
in  land.  As  there  existed  in  Tunis,  as 
in  other  Mahomedan  countries,  a  right 
of  pre-emption  on  the  part  of  neighbour- 
ing proprietors  in  the  case  of  a  sale  of 
landed  property,  the  precaution  was 
taken  of  leaving  a  strip  all  round  the 
Enfida  estate  in  the  hands  of  Khereddin 
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Pasha,  so  as  to  exclude  the  possibility 
of  the  ri^ht  of  pre-emption  being  exer- 
cised. But,  as  it  turned  out,  this  pre- 
caution was  unavailing,  as  a  Mr.  Levy 
possessed  some  portions  of  property  in 
the  centre  of  the  Enfida  estate.  He  was 
consequently  able  to  exercise  his  right 
of  pre-emption,  and  did  so.  It  was  sug- 
gested that  the  matter  should  be  referred 
to  arbitration ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment very  properly  decided  that  it 
ought  to  be  settled  in  the  Local  Courts, 
and,  in  order  that  the  Courts  should  ex- 
ercise unbiased  judgment,  two  British 
ships  of  war  were  sent  to  Tunis.  Mr. 
Levy  brought  his  claim  forward  in  the 
Hanefi  Court,  the  Court  to  which  such 
matters  were  always  referred,  and  an 
order  was  given  putting  Mr.  Levy  in 
possession.  Afterwards,  at  the  instance 
of  the  French  Minister  Resident,  the 
case  was  taken  out  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Hanefi  Court,  and  referred  to  the 
Maliki  Court,  which  did  not  take  cog- 
nizance of  cases  of  that  kind.  He  had 
seen  it  stated  that  this  Court  had  de- 
cided against  Mr.  Levy.  How  far  that 
was  true  or  not  he  did  not  know.  He 
had  seen  it  also  stated  that  the  British 
Consular  Judge  had  been  ordered  back 
to  Tunis  to  report  as  to  whether  our 
Treaty  rights  were  interfered  with  by  the 
transference  of  Mr.  Levy's  claim  from 
the  Hanefi  to  the  Maliki  Court.  Whe- 
ther, theoretically,  our  Treaty  rights 
were  broken  was  a  matter  which  he 
could  not  judge ;  but  he  should  imagine 
that  there  could  be  no  doubt  that,  prac- 
tically speaking,  they  had  been  broken. 
If  the  matter  had  been  left  to  the  free 
and  unbiased  action  of  the  Bey's  Court 
there  could  be  no  question  that  Mr.  Levy 
would  be  put  in  possession  of  the  estate; 
but  if,  owing  to  the  preponderating  in- 
fluence of  some  other  Power,  the  case 
was  taken  out  of  the  proper  Court  and 
referred  to  another  tribunal  and  decided 
against  Mr.  Levy,  there  could  surely  be 
no  doubt  that  an  infringement  of  our 
Treaty  rights  had  taken  place.  Another 
important  omission  was  that  instructions 
from  the  Government  to  our  Consul 
General  at  Tunis  were  not,  he  imagined, 
given  in  full.  Mr.  Reade  had  instruc- 
tions to  accept  the  new  order  of  things 
in  so  far  as  it  did  not  violate  our  Treaty 
rights.  The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  was  very  pro- 
perly most  particular  that  our  Treaty 
pghts   should  not   be   in&inged^   and 
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France,  very  properly,  undertook  to  say 
that  they  should  not  be  infringed ;  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  appeared  to  him 
impossible  that  they  could  be  maintained 
in  the  spirit.  One  of  the  principal  stipu- 
lations in  our  Treaties  was  that  the 
Representative  of  Great  Britain  shouid 
be  treated  with  the  same  honours  in 
every  way  as  were  accorded  to  the  Re- 
presentative of  any  other  nation;  but 
as  very  special  honours  and  privileges 
were  accorded  to  the  Representative  of 
France,  there  could  be  no  question  that 
at  that  time  our  Treaties  were  broken. 
The  noble  Earl  pointed  out  the  difficul- 
ties arising  from  the  double  functions 
exercised  by  the  French  Minister  Resi- 
dent at  Tunis,  and  France  had  so  far 
recognized  these  difficulties  that  she  had 
appointed  a  subordinate  of  M.  Roustan's 
to  the  post  of  Consul.  But  the  difficulty 
was  not  really  solved  by  this.  Another 
point  of  importance  was  the  right  of 
access  which  our  Representative  had  to 
the  Bey,  and  the  right  of  British  sub- 
iects  to  have  matters  in  dispute  decided 
by  the  Consul  in  concurrence  with  the 
Bey  or  his  delegate.  The  delegate  must, 
of  course,  mean  a  Tunisieui  delegate; 
and  if  the  Bey's  delegate  was  the  Re- 
presentative of  another  Power,  the  spirit 
of  the  Treaty  was  broken  in  that  case. 
The  Papers  presented  contained  the 
statement  maae  through  the  Havas 
Agency  to  the  effect  that  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  French  Treaty  to  preclude 
the  Representatives  of  Foreign  Powers 
from  claiming  audience  of  the  Bey 
whenever  he  thought  right  to  accord  it. 
That  might  be  very  true ;  but  the  Treaty 
contained  a  provision  giving  us  a  right 
of  access  to  the  Bey.  It  might  be  said 
that  we  could  not  have  compelled  the 
Bey  at  any  time  to  have  accorded  an 
audience  to  our  Representative ;  but,  in 
the  event  of  his  not  doing  so,  we  should 
have  had  our  remedy  in  remonstrances 
with  the  Bey.  It  was  useless  to  suppose 
that  we  had  that  remedy  now,  seeing  it 
was  absurd  to  suppose  that  the  Bey  was 
any  longer  a  free  agent  in  the  matter. 
The  general  tenour  and  object  of  our 
Treaties  was  that  British  subjects  should 
enjoy  equal  privileges  in  the  way  of 
acquiring  lands,  investing  money,  and 
canning  on  all  the  affairs  of  life  with 
the  subjects  of  any  other  Power;  and 
it  was  obvious  that  if  any  other  Power 
obtained  a  preponderating  influence  over 
the  Bey  and  over  the  I^wisil  Ooorts,  tbo 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1898 


Ihmii.T- 


[AxjQVffrl6,  1881 J 


^solution. 


1894 


whole  spirit  of  the  Treftty  w&s,  prac- 
tically speaking,  broken.    Our  Oommer- 
oial  Treaties  ako  must  not  be  lost  sight 
of.  Our  Oommerdal  Treaties  with  Tunis 
were  yery  favourable  to  us.   They  would 
be  open  to  revision  next  year ;  and  al- 
though it  was  stipulated  that  they  could 
not  be  altered  without  the  consent  of 
both  parties,  it  was  probable  that,  in 
view  of  the  commercial  relations  be- 
tween France  and  England,  there  might 
be  more  difficulty  in  renewing  them  on 
equally  favourable  terms  to  us,  imder 
present  circumstances,  than  if  we  had 
to  deal  with  the  Bey  uninfluenced  by 
France.    The  real  difficulty  was  that 
there  was  no  real  authority  in  Tunis. 
The  Sultan  claimed  supreme  authority ; 
but  his  claims  had    been    disallowed. 
The  authority  of  the  Bey  had  been, 
pactically,  superseded,  and  yet  in  theory 
it  remained  unchanged.     The  foreign 
affairs  of  the  coimtry  were,  to  all  intents 
and  jpurposes,  in  the  hands  of  the  French 
Ifimster  Resident,  who  thereby  became 
ike  Suzerain  of  Tunis.    And  yet  he  was 
not  the  Foreign  Minister  of  the  Bey, 
for  the  Tunisian   Minister  of  Foreign 
A&irs  retained  his  position,  but  was 
subject  to  the  control  of  the  French 
Minister  Resident.    It  was  difficult  to 
see  what  was  the  position  of  British 
subjects  in  reference  to  Tunisiem  sub- 
jects in  Tunis,  or  Egypt,  or  Malta,  or  in 
this  country.    Woiud  disputes  in  which 
Tunisians  were  implicated  be  decided 
bjr  the  French  Ambassador  or  Consul 
Greneral  or  by  the  Consul  General  and 
Ambassador  of  Turkey;   and  would  a 
British  subject,  having  a  diroute  with 
a  Tunisian  subject — say  in  Egypt — be 
dealt  with  by  the  British  Consul  and 
the  Courts  of  the  Viceroy,  or  by  the 
British  and  French  Consular  Courts? 
A  kind  of  government  within  a  govern- 
ment, where  nobody  appeared  to    be 
responsible,  existed   in   Tunis,    which 
might  lead  to  endless  difficulties.    For 
instance,  to  whom  were  British  subjects 
to  apply  for  redress  who  had  lost  pro- 
perty during  the  bombardment  of  Suix  ? 
Was  application  to  be  made  to  the  Bey, 
who  was  supposed  to  be  responsible  for 
the  government,  but  was  certainly  not 
lesponsible  for  the  bombardment ;  or  to 
France,  who  was  responsible  for   the 
bombardment,  and  who  wasnot^supposed 
to  be  responsible  for  the  government  of 
Tunis?     If  a  country  was  conquered, 
nd  the  .conqueror  accepted  the  Treaty 


obli^tious  of  the  conquered,  the  other 
parties  to  those  Treaties  had  no  cause  to 
complain.  They  could  hold  the  new 
Government  responsible  for  the  observ- 
ance of  their  Treiftties.  But  if  one  nation 
ezerdsedcomplete  control  over  the  afifairs 
of  another  nation,  but  without  definitely 
taking  and  exercising  the  functions  of  a 
Government,  it  was  difficult  to  see  how 
other  people  could  guard  their  interests. 
To  whom  were  they  to  appeal  ?  Who 
was  responsible  ?  The  one  nation  was 
not  responsible  for  the  government  of 
the  country  theoretically,  neither  was 
the  other  responsible  practically,  see- 
ing that  it  had  ceased  to  retain  real 
freedom  of  action.  Our  Treaties  *were 
designed  for  the  protection  of  British 
subjects  at  a  Court  irresponsible  and  in- 
dependent as  far  as  European  influence 
was  concerned.  Tunis  could  not  any 
longer  be  looked  upon  in  that  light ;  and 
thou|^h  the  letter  of  our  Treaties  might 
remam  intact,,  it  would  be  strange  if 
the  spirit  of  them  was  not  broken.  A 
state  of  things  existed  which  might  lead 
to  difficulties  at  any  time ;  and,  as  any- 
thing that  could  imperil  in  the  dightest 
degree  the  friendship  existing  between 
this  countrv  and  France  would  be  greatly 
to  be  deplored,  the  present  state  of 
afifairs  was  most  unsatisfactory,  and  it 
would  be  a  relief  to  know  that  there  was 
a  probability  of  this  anomalous  condition 
of  afifairs  being  brought  to  a  close.  So 
much  for  the  manner  in  which  our  Treaty 
rights  were  jeopardized.  He  did  not 
intend  to  dilate  upon  the  possible  dan- 
gers to  our  trade.  He  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  on  a  former  occasion 
to  the  magnitude  of  our  Indian  and 
Colonial  tr^e  that  passed  through  the 
Malta  Channel;  and  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  our  feeling  as  regarded  the 
security  of  that  trade  must  be  modified 
if  an  important  naval  position  command- 
ing the  Malta  Channel  passed  out  of  the 
hands  of  one  of  the  Barbary  States  into 
those  of  a  great  Naval  Power.  We  had 
great  interests  involved  in  that  part  of 
the  globe,  as  had  also  other  nations, 
Spain  and  Italy  especially,  and  anything 
imperilling  the  interests  of  those  coun- 
tries could  not  but  be  dangerous  to  the 
good  feeling  existing  among  nations. 
The  ^atest  danger,  nowever,  appeared 
to  anse  from  the  efifect  upon  the  feeling 
and  sentiments  of  Turkey  which  might 
be  produced  by  the  annexation  or  occu- 
pation of  any  portion  of  her  domiuons 
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in  Africa.  Turkey  was  very  hardly  dealt 
with.  Her  territories  were  constantiy 
drcnmscribed  and  guaranteed,  and  then 
oiroumscribed  and  guaranteed  again. 
But  if  every  guarantee  was  speedily 
followed  by  some  fresh  infringement  of 
her  territory,  it  was  not  likely  that  Tur- 
key would  have  much  confidence  in 
guarantees.  He  presumed  that  some 
continuity  existed  in  Treaties,  and  that 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin  ratified  the  Treaty 
of  Paris,  and  that  again  ratified  former 
Treaties  affecting  Turkey.  He  did  not 
think  that  Tunis  was  mentioned  in  the 
Treaty  of  London  of  1841 ;  but  it  hap- 
pened that  it  was  particularly  mentioned 
aurinff  the  Conference  at  Vienna  which 
preceded  the  Treaty  of  Paris  of  1856. 
It  was  probable  that  Tunis  was  especially 
before  the  eyes  of  Europe  at  that  mo- 
ment as  haying  contributed  a  contingent 
of  25,000  men  to  the  forces  of  the  SiUtan 
engaged  in  the  Orimean  War.  Bussia 
was,  very  naturally,  somewhat  reluctant 
to  give  a  specific  detailed  guarantee  as 
regarded  cdl  portions  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,  though  willing  to  give  a  gene- 
ral guarantee  \  and  Prince  Oortchakoff 
stated  as  one  of  his  reasons  that,  if 
any  detailed  guarantee  were  given,  such 
a  thing  as  an  invasion  of  Tunis  would 
have  to  be  considered  a  earns  belli, 
France,   however,  saw  no  difficulty  in 

K'ving  detailed  guarantees;  and  M. 
rouyn  de  Lhuys  stated  that  he  would 
willingly  give,  not  only  a  general  guaran- 
tee, but  a  detailed  guarantee,  and  added 
that  he  saw  no  difficulty  in  extending  it 
to  the  Eegency  of  Tunis.  According  to 
the  Idth  Protocol  of  the  Oonference  of 
Vienna  there  could  be  little  doubt  that 
the  Regency  of  Timis  was  considered  to 
be  included  within  the  general  guarantee 
given  by  the  Great  Powers  to  Turkeyby 
the  Treaty  of  1856,  and  we  could  not  be 
surprised  if  Turkey  considered  that  an 
inmngement  of  her  Treaty  rights  had 
taken  place.  Turkey,  as  was  usual,  had 
been  put  in  an  impossible  position.  She 
was  told  that  if  hostilities  broke  out 
among  the  Arab  tribes  on  the  Frontier 
of  Tripoli,  she  would  be  held  responsible 
if  she  could  not  put  them  down ;  and 
she  was  told  also  that  if  she  sent  troops 
to  Tripoli,  and  hostilities  broke  out 
amonff  the  Arabs,  she  would  be  repon- 
Bible  for  having  fomented  them.  If  she 
did  not  send  troops  and  difficulties  arose, 
she  would  be  told,  as  was  told  to  the 
Bey  of  Tunis,  that  she  was  unable  to 
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control  the  Arabs.      Any  interference 
with  the  Sultan's  dominions    in    thai 
quarter  of  the  globe  was  greatly  to  be 
deplored,  as  being  likely  to  upset  the 
balance  of  power  in  the  Mediterranean, 
and  to  unsettle  that  settlement  of  the 
Eastern  Question  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  laboured  so  hard  and 
so  successfully,  in  some  respects,  to  bring 
about.     Turkey  gave  way  to  the  wishes 
of  the  European  Concert  and  allowed  a 
settlement  to  be  made.    But  if  tiie  set- 
tlement so  arrived  at  in  deference  to  the 
wishes  of  the  concert  was  to  be  followed 
immediately  by  some  fresh  interference, 
we  could  not  expect  Turkey  to  look  upon 
the  concert  as  anything  but  a  somewnat 
one-sided  affair.    If  ttie  concert  of  ihe 
Powers  were  only  possible  when  there 
was  a  question  of  mviding  some  portioii 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  and  if  it  re- 
solved itself  into  its  primitive  elements 
the  moment  there  was  a  question  of  pre- 
serving what  was  left  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,  the  Sultan  was  not  likely  to  look 
with  greatrespectupon  the  European  Oon* 
cert  and  the  concert  failed  in  its  objects. 
How  could  we,  or  any  other  of  the  Euro- 
pean Powers,  expect  Turkey  to  fulfil  her 
obligations,  financial  or  oUierwiae,  if  we 
did  not  fulfil  our  obligations  to  her?  How 
could  we  press  upon  her  to  undertake 
reforms   and   carry  out    the   promises 
which  she  made,  if  we  on  our  part  did 
not  oarrv  out  the  promises  which  we 
made  to  her  ?    It  was  not  unreasonable 
to  look  with  some  degree  of  anxiety 
upon  what  might  result  from  the  Fren<£ 
occupation  of  Tunis.    A  fire  was  burn- 
ing in  the  midst  of  most  inflammable 
materials,  and  all  those  who  had  pro- 
perty in  the  neighbourhood  natoraUy 
felt  anxious.     There  were  two  ways  in 
which  a  fire  could  be  treated.    It  oould 
either  be  dealt  with  at  the  oommenoe- 
ment,  or  it  could  be  confined  within 
limits.     The  first  policy,  if  practicable, 
was  the  best.    There  could  be  no  objec- 
tion, on  the  part  of  this  or  any  other 
country,  to  France  taking  the  necessary 
measures  for  the  protection  of  her  Al- 
gerian Dominions ;  but  it  was  possible 
that  if  the  grave  consequences  which 
might   ensue  from    the  occupation  of 
Tunis  had  been  pointed  out  to  hw,  she 
would  have  been  able  to  do  all  tlmt  was 
necessary  without  going  so  fu  as  she 
had.    It  would  be  a  most  lamentable 
thinff  if  anything  occurred  to  endanger 
the  mendship  existing  between  England. 
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and  France ;  and  he  did  not  suppose 
that  France  would  wish  to  do  anything 
that  could  weaken  that  friendship  ;  but 
the  danger  was  that  in  embarking  on  a 
certain  course  she  mi^ht  find  it  very 
difficult  to  check  herself.  He  must  con- 
fess that  French  statesmen  appeared  to 
have  but  vague  apprehension  of  the 
danger  to  which  the  state  of  things  in 
AMca  exposed  them  and  others.  The 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  pointed  out  the  diffi- 
culties that  might  arise  on  account  of 
the  pretensions  of  French  Consuls  in 
Tripoli  and  Egypt  to  exercise  protection 
over  Tunisian  subjects.  M.  Barthelemy 
St.  Hilaire  merely  promised  to  examine 
into  the  question  and  to  make  a  commu- 
nication about  it.  Whether  that  com- 
munication had  been  received  he  did  not 
know ;  but  anyone  would  have  supposed 
that  such  a  simple  matter  required  very 
little  examination,  and  needed  only  a 
distinct  disavowal.  M.  St.  Hilaire  had 
spoken  very  plainly  concerning  Tripoli. 
He  stated  to  Lord  Lyons  that  the  French 
Government  had  no  intention  whatever 
either  of  invading  it  or  of  attempting  to 
establish  any  exclusive  or  predominant 
influence  in  it.  But  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  he  and  other  French  states- 
men had  been  equally  distinct  and  clear 
in  disavowing  any  intention  of  annexa- 
tion or  of  an  occupation  of  Tunis  other 
than  one  of  ''an  essentially  provisional 
character,"  and  in  stating  that  the  only 
object  of  French  interference  was  the 
guarding  of  her  Algerian  Frontier,  and 
protecting  her  interests  in  Algeria.  But 
as  yet  we  saw  no  sign  of  the  provisional 
nature  of  the  occupation.  On  the  con- 
trary, France  appeared  to  be  consoli- 
dating her  occupation,  and  was  even 
appointing  Governors  over  various  por- 
tions of  the  country.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose that  France  had  any  designs  to- 
wards Tripoli ;  but  the  danger  was  that 
in  occupying  the  position  she  now  held 
shemightfindherself  irresistibly  dragged 
into  a  still  more  complicated  position. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  also  spoke  very  dis- 
tinctly as  regarded  Tripoli ;  but  he  was 
equally  dear  as  regarded  Tunis.  In 
fiact,  it  was  difficult  to  understand  what 
difference  this  country  could  recognize 
between  the  two  Provinces.  The  noble 
Earl  stated  that  Tripoli  formed  an  in- 
tegral portion  of  the  Ottoman  Empire, 
and   that  Her  Majesty's  Government 


looked  upon  Tunis  as  forming  part  of 
the  Ottoman  Empire.  The  only  differ- 
ence that  he  could  see  was  that  the 
Governor  of  Tunis  was  called  a  "  Bey," 
and  the  Governor  of  Tripoli  was  called 
a  **Dey."  He  was  tempted  to  remark 
that— 

'*  *Ti8  strange  there  should  such  difference  l>«, 
Twixt  letter  B  and  letter  D." 

But  it  seemed  that  in  the  difference  be- 
tween the  letters  '*  B  "  and  **  D  "  there 
was  some  inscrutable  reason  which 
caused  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  other  Powers  to  look  upon  Tripoli 
in  a  different  light  to  that  in  which  they 
viewed  Tunis.  It  would  be  very  in- 
teresting to  know  what  was  the  opinion 
of  the  other  Great  Powers  on  this  point, 
particularly  on  account  of  what  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  said  on  a  former  occasion 
in  that  House.  He  then  stated  that, 
although  we  held  that  Tunis  formed  part 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  and  although 
Austria  and  Germany  held  the  same 
view,  he  had  reason  to  know  that  they 
would  not  have  assisted  us  in  carrying 
our  views  into  effect.  It  was  important, 
therefore,  to  know  what  Austria  and 
Germany,  for  instance,  thought  about 
Tripoli,  because  if  our  carrying  out  our 
obligations  and  views  depended  upon 
the  assistance  we  received  from  o^er 
Powers,  it  was  obvious  that  the  assur- 
ances of  the  noble  Earl  concerning  Tripoli 
were  not  of  great  value  unless  read  cdong- 
side  of  the  opinions  of  the  other  Powers 
on  the  subject.  For  the  reasons  he  had 
given,  it  appeared  to  him  that  there  was 
scarcely  any  portion  of  the  world  where 
more  sensitive  interests  of  many  nations 
were  at  stake  than  in  those  portions  of 
the  Ottoman  Empire  which  bordered  on 
the  Mediterranean.  There  was  no  spot 
on  the  globe  where  a  small  spark  was 
more  likely  to  bring  forth  a  serious  con- 
flagration. Under  those  circumstances, 
it  was  not  unnatural  that  we  should 
feel  somewhat  uneasy  that  Parliament 
should  separate  without  the  full  explana- 
tion that  was  promised  by  the  noble 
Earl. 

Moved  to  resolve, 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  any 
interference  with  tiie  integrity  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire  in  North  Africa  is  likely  to  prove  dan- 
gerous to  the  peace  of  Europe.' —(7'Atf  JEarl  of 
Dunr avert.) 

LoED  LAMINGTON  said,  that,  with 
all  deference  to  the  noble  Earl  who  had 
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just  sat  down,  he  thought  that  the  sub- 
ject of  Tunis  and  the  position  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire  in  respect  of  it  had 
been  brought  recently  much  too  fre- 
quently before  their  Lordships.  He 
confessed  that  having  read  the  recent 
despatches  laid  upon  the  Table  he  did 
not  think  that  France  had  an^  design 
whatever  to  interfere  with  the  integrity 
of  the  Ottoman  Empire,  and  that  the 
assurances  given  to  them  by  eminent 
French  statesmen  ought  to  satisfy  them 
on  that  subject.  For  his  part,  he  had 
gathered  the  opinion  he  had  expressed 
from  the  despatches  before  their  Lord- 
ships and  from  the  speeches  delivered 
by  M.  St.  EUlaire,  M.  Gambetta,  and 
other  distinguished  French  statesmen. 
They  ought  to  take  the  assurances  of 
Foreign  Powers  as  they  were  given, 
until  by  some  overt  act  they  had  reason 
to  believe  that  they  had  said  what  they 

did  not  mean. 

Eabl  GEANVILLE  :  I  desire  to  say 
a  few  words  to  your  Lordships  in  respect 
of  the  speech  of  my  noble  Fnend  behind 
me ;  and,  in  the  first  place,  I  have  to 
express  my  regret  that  entirely  owing, 
not  to  my  fault,  but  to  circumstances  wim 
which  your  Lordships  are  acquainted, 
my  noble  Friend  was  obli^d  on  several 
occasions  to  postpone  his  Motion.  I 
have  listened  very  attentively  to  what 
my  noble  Friend  has  said.  Some  of  us, 
my  Lords,  in  this  House  and  out  of  it, 
are  sometimes  not  able  to  express  our 
ideas  very  clearly ;  but  I  know  no  one 
who  is  able  to  express  his  views  with 
more  clearness  than  is  my  noble  Friend. 
The  only  thing  which  I  failed  to  catch 
was  the  drift — the  practiced  result  which 
he  desired  by  his  speech  to  obtain.  Cer- 
tainly the  noble  Earl  does  not  wish  to 
censure  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to- 
wards whom  he  seemed  to  entertain  a 
friendly  feeling  throughout  the  speech. 
He  made  but  one  complaint,  to  which  I 
will  allude  immediately.  He  put  the 
question  whether  the  Government  can 
assure  the  House  that  a  state  of  things 
which  he  described  as  anomalous  would 
soon  be  brought  to  an  end.  I  hardly 
know  what  that  question  means.  Does 
it  mean  that  he  expects  the  French  Go- 
vernment to  give  up  the  Treaty  with 
the  Bey  and  withdraw  from  their  posi- 
tion, which  undoubtedly  is  one  that  en- 
ables them  to  exercise  great  influence  in 
Tunis  ?  That  is  a  question  that  he  can 
hardly  expect  a  reply  to.    The  noble 
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Earl  complains  that  the  Coirespondenoe 
does  not  give  sufficient  detaiiB  of  the 
Enfida  case,  in  which  he  takes  great  in- 
terest. The  fact  is,  the  Papers  give  all 
the  information  we  have  to  give.  Th» 
noble  Earl  had  been  informed  that  it 
was  decided  to  refer  the  case  to  arbi- 
tration, and  that  two  vessels  of  war  were 
sent  to  watch  that  arbitration ;  but  that 
is  an  entire  misapprehension.  At  the 
beginning,  when  we  were  hardly  in- 
formed of  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
and  when  it  appeared  that  the  French 
were  going  to  increase  their  Naval 
Force,  we  mought  that,  unintentionally, 
such  an  increase  might  produce  an  un- 
fair pressure  upon  that  particular  case, 
and  we  thoueht  it  our  duty,  also,  to 
send  a  man-of-war  also  to  be  present, 
and  which  left  at  the  time  the  increase 
to  the  French  Force  was  taken  away. 
Li  a  case  of  this  sort  we  thought  it  our 
duty  to  take  legal  advice  as  to  every 
piece  of  information ;  we  consulted  the 
highest  legal  authority,  who  has  taken 
great  interest  in  the  matter;  and  the 
Fact  is  that  up  to  this  moment  we  have 
been  positively  advised  that  we  had  no 
^ound  of  interference  as  a  Government 
m  this  matter.  I  do  not  say  that  cir- 
cumstances might  not  arise  wmch  might 
make  it  our  duty  to  interfere ;  but  up 
to  this  time,  as  we  have  been  advisea, 
we  have  not  been  in  a  position  to  inter- 
fere at  all.  The  noble  Earl  alluded  to 
a  fact  that  shows  the  anxiety  of  the 
French  Government  to  meet  our  wishes. 
The  position  of  M.  Boustan  as  Oonsul 
created  a  considerable  technical  diffi- 
culty with  regard  to  the  equality  of  our 
Oonsul;  the  French  Government  pro- 
mised to  pay  attention  to  our  represen- 
tation ;  and  the  result  is  that  they  have 
appointed  another  gentleman  as  Oonsul  at 
Tunis.  Whether  the  fact  is  one  of  neat 
importance  or  not,  it  is  one  that  ^ows 
the  sort  of  feeling  in  which  the  two 
countries  ought  to  act  together  in  this 
matter.  The  noble  Earl  speaks  of  diffi- 
culties which  may  arise  in  the  present 
state  of  things.  I  cannot  deny  that  such 
difficulties  may  arise;  but  up  to  this 
moment  they  have  not  arisen.  As  to 
the  question  whether  our  Treaty  rights 
have  been  broken  in  any  way,  I  have 
already  stated,  in  answer  to  the  noble 
Earl,  that  we  have  no  Treaty  rights  as 
regards  access  to  the  Bey,  and  I  adhere 
to  that  statement.  We  have  no  Treaty 
rights ;  but  we  have  had  ^e  practioe 
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of  aooeflfl  to  the  Bey,  and  I  am  not 
aware  that  it  has  been  diminished  by 
what  has  occurred.  I  added,  what  is 
obvious,  that  the  importance  of  access 
to  the  Bey  is  probably  much  dimi- 
nished by  the  present  state  of  things. 
As  regards  Treaty  stipulations  on  this 
point,  they  do  not  exist;  as  regards 
practice,  we  are  not  in  the  least 
prohibited  from  the  access  to  the  Bey 
we  have  previously  enjoyed.  The 
noble  Earl  could  see  no  difference  be- 
tween the  position  of  Tunis  and  that 
of  Tripoli ;  out  there  are  gpreat  differ- 
ences. In  one  the  authority  of  the  Sul- 
tan is  purely  of  a  nominal  character ;  in 
the  otner  there  has  been  active  inter- 
ference in  many  ways.  Indeed,  in  Tunis 
the  French  and  the  Italians  deny  the 
suzerainty  of  the  Forte ;  but  as  to  Tri- 
poli, all  the  Powers  are  united  in  ad- 
mitting that  it  is  a  portion  of  the  Otto- 
man Empire.  I  am  sure,  from  what  he 
said,  that  the  noble  Earl  approves  our 
policy.  We  have  adopted  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin;  we  have  endeavoured,  and  we 
shall  endeavour,  to  remove  any  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  fulfilling  the  conditions  of 
that  Treaty.  We  believe  that  if  all  the 
conditions  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  are 
harried  out  there  is  no  reason  whatever 
why  the  Sultan  should  not  maintain  his 
authori^  in  Turkey,  and  we  desire  that 
he  should  do  so.  As  to  Tripoli,  all  we 
have  done,  and  it  was  clearly  our  duty, 
is  this — in  the  most  friendly,  and,  I 
flatter  myself,  the  most  courteous  manner, 
we  gave  our  opinion  with  absolute  frank- 
ness to  France,  and  France  has  returned 
assurances  of  a  most  definite  character. 
The  noble  Earl  has  intimated  that  there 
may  be  some  doubt  about  those  assur- 
ances ;  but  I  cannot  think  it  is  desirable 
that  in  this  House  we  should  question 
the  perfectly  definite  and  clear  assur- 
ances given  by  the  Governments  of 
great  and  friendly  Powers.  For  one,  I 
oertainly  wish  to  rely  on  those  assur- 
ances. I  quite  admit  that  in  inter- 
national affairs  those  who  are  charged 
with  the  conduct  of  the  foreign  relations 
of  a  country  must  not  take  everything 
for  granted,  but  must  keep  their  eyes 
open,  and  must  be  prepared,  when  occa- 
sion arises,  to  act  in  the  manner  required 
by  the  interests  of  their  countrv.  With 
reeard  to  our  position,  I  really  do  not 
think  I  have  any  information  to  give 
with  regard  either  to  Tunis  or  Tripoli 
beyond  what  is  to  be  found  in  the  Papers 


presented  to  this  House,  and  I  must 
return  my  thanks  to  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Lamington)  for  having 
spoken  of  them  as  so  very  satisfac- 
tory. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  Am  CAMP- 
BELL :  My  Lords,  at  this  time  of  the 
Session  and  this  hour  of  the  evening  it 
is  not  easy  to  command  the  favour  of 
the  House  on  a  great  subject.  If  I  de- 
sired to  express  at  all  completely  the 
ideas  which  have  occurred  to  me  during 
the  course  of  the  transaction,  or  during 
the  long  intervcd  in  which  the  Notice 
was  delayed,  I  ought  to  look  to  other 
channels  for  producing  them.  But  as  I 
fully  share  the  view  of  my  noble  Friend 
who  brought  the  Motion  forward,  as  the 
two  speeches  we  have  heard  have  both 
of  them  been  adverse  to  it,  and  as  I  am 
led  to  think  he  counts  on  my  support,  I 
feel  bound,  however  brief  and  hurried 
it  may  be,  if  possible,  to  give  it.  The 
noble  Lord  who  followed  him  indulged 
in  some  extraordinary  criticism.  He 
complained  that  the  subject  was  too  fre- 
quently adverted  to.  Since  the  end  of 
•June  it  has  never  been  adverted  to  at 
all,  cdthough  its  phases  have  been  mul- 
tiplying. Before  that  time,  all  the  No- 
tices on  Tunis  came  from  his  side  of  the 
House.  The  question  has  never  until 
to-day  been  introduced  upon  these 
Benches.  What  is  more  material,  the 
House  has  never  until  to-day  had  any 
opportunity  to  pronounce  a  judgment  on 
the  character  of  the  transaction.  The 
noble  Lord  has  laid  down  as  a  maxim  that 
the  assurances  of  foreign  Oovernments 
should  be  accepted  as  substantial.  It 
may  be  satisfactory  that  such  a  maxim 
should  proceed  from  any  quarter  to 
which  foreign  policy  has  been  a  theme 
of  meditation  or  discussion.  But  the 
noble  Lord  does  not  go  so  far  as  to  con- 
tend that  assurances  may  be  relied  on 
when  they  are  shown  to  be  illusory. 
Oan  he  maintain  that  the  assurances  of 
the  French  Government  have  been  per- 
formed? The  whole  series  of  events 
involves  a  constant  violation  of  them. 
I  listened  with  much  attention  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State,  but  could  not  ascertain  from  it 
a  single  ground  on  which  the  present 
Motion  is  objected  to.  It  is  not  a  Mo- 
tion to  reflect  on  the  proceedings  of  the 
Government,  which  I  may,  ^erefore, 
now  ^ass  over.  It  is  a  Motion  to  affirm 
that  interference  with  Ottoman  domi- 
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nion  in  North  Africa  tends  to  en- 
danger the  peace  of  Europe.  In  that 
sense  alone  would  I  discuss  it. 

There  is  one  part  of  the  subject  which 
tends,  perhaps,  more  rapidly  than  any 
other  to  the  conclusion  my  noble  Friend 
has  recommended  to  us.  The  French  Go- 
vernment maintain — to  justify  their  vio- 
lence— that  Tunis  is  not  incorporated  in 
the  Ottoman  Empire.  In  that  manner 
they  admit  that  if  Tunis  is  incorporated 
in  the  Ottoman  Empire  they  have  been 
led  into  considerable  errors.  But,  ac- 
cording to  the  Foreign  Office,  and  the 
noble  Earl  presiding  in  it,  there  is  no 
doubt  at  all  upon  the  subject.  The 
French  Government  is  thus  condemned 
and  reprimanded  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment in  spite  of  all  its  friendly  language 
and  ingenious  connivance.  But  the 
British  Government  is  condemned  by 
itself,  since,  if  Tunis  is  a  portion  of  the 
Ottoman  Empire,  Ghreat  Britain  was 
bound  either  to  insure  its  safety  or  to 
protest  against  its  violation.  The  posi- 
tion of  the  British  Government  is,  there- 
fore, fatally  untenable.  They  shelter 
the  accusea,  while  they  reject  the  plea 
on  which  alone  he  can  defend  himself. 
The  French  Government  can  only  vin- 
dicate itself  by  a  successful  reference  to 
history  and  to  Treaties.  But  no  such 
reference  suffices.  The  connection  of 
Tunis  and  the  Ottoman  Empire  has  had 
so  many  illustrations  that  it  is  really 
difficult  to  choose  out  of  the  number 
which  to  bring  before  your  Lordships. 
My  noble  Friend  has  mentioned  one  I 
never  heard  before,  and  which  appears 
to  me  conclusive — namely,  that,  in  a 
Conference  which  happened  at  Vienna, 
before  the  negotiations  and  the  Treaties 
of  1856,  France  acknowledged,  in  a 
formal  way,  the  dependency  of  Tunis 
on  the  Sultan.  It  is  worth  while  to 
add  a  circumstance  which  shows  that 
during  the  whole  Crimean  War  she 
systematically  recognized  it.  During 
the  Crimean  War  Tunis  was  contri- 
buting a  military  force  to  the  united 
Armies  which  upheld  the  Ottoman 
Empire  against  Eussia.  She  was 
either  a  £fth  Ally,  in  the  same  rank 
with  the  Sublime  Porte,  with  France, 
Great  Britain,  and  Sardinia,  or  else  a 
Vassal  of  the  former.  She  was  not  a 
fifth  Ally  of  the  co-operating  Powers, 
or  history  would  have  mentioned  it. 
She  therefore  acted — and  France  con- 
sidered her  to  act — on  the  obligation  of 
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a  Vassal  sending  a  contingent  to  the 
Suzerain.  Where  is  the  reply?  But 
did  Tunis,  after  the  Crimean  War,  be- 
come divested  of  the  status  which  then 
undoubtedly  belonged  to  her  ?  So  late 
as  1863,  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  the  Minis- 
ter of  Foreign  Affairs,  when  it  was 
attempted  to  negotiate  a  Tunisian  loan 
at  Paris,  pointed  out  that  the  authority 
of  the  Sultan  ought  to  be  invoked  to 
give  it  the  validity  it  wanted.  Since 
1863  has  Tunis  ceased  to  be  dependent? 
To  support  the  argument  is  useless ;  but 
M.  Eousseau,  the  French  Consul,  and 
author  of  the  Annaht  ISinutenneSf  would 
gjive  voluminous  materials  for  doing  so. 
When  the  French  and  British  Govern- 
ments have  both  been  led  into  a  posi- 
tion they  are  not  able  to  defend  their 
influence  is  lowered;  and  when  their 
influence  is  lowered  the  peace  of  Europe 
is  less  secure  than  otherwise  it  would  be. 
My  Lords,  the  Motion  gains  new  sup- 
port by  remarking  what  might  have 
oeen  done,  and  what  has  been  omitted, 
as  to  Italy.  It  is  allowed  that  the 
Italian  Government  were  anxious,  and 
in  some  degree  impatient,  to  oombine 
with  us  in  such  precautionary  measures 
as  might  have  guarded  Tunis  against 
the  fate  which  has  befallen  it.  Italy, 
since  1870,  when  her  unity  became 
complete,  has  been  a  great,  a  splendid, 
and  an  unappropriated  element  to  tempt 
the  labour  of  oiplomacy.  She  has  re- 
sided in  the  air  without  a  bias  or  direc- 
tion, except  so  far  as  Germany  in  some 
degree  controlled  her.  At  length,  the 
opportunity  to  draw  her  strongly  to  the 
objects  of  Great  Britain,  which  are  not 
alien  to  her  own,  was  forced  upon  the 
Government.  It  was  abandonea  for  no 
purpose.  To  defend  the  latter  phrase 
it  is  essential  for  a  moment  to  advert  to 
a  prevailing  fallacy,  which  is  not  leas 
unfounded  than  prevailing,  and  which, 
indeed,  appears  to  underlie  the  whole 
course  the  Government  have  followed 
as  to  Tunis.  There  is  a  general  assump- 
tion that  France  is  an  AUy  to  be  on  that 
account  conciliated  or  condoned  in  any 
deviation  she  adopts,  until  it  reaches 

great  or  insupportable  extremibr.  No 
oubt,  in  disposition  and  in  feeling, 
since  the  War  of  1870  the  relations  of 
France  and  Great  Britain  have  main- 
tained-—down  to  the  present  year — their 
former  cordiality.  But  alliance,  in  the 
sense  of  common  action,  peridied  with 
the  Empire.     It  perished  as  the  flag 
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descended  from  the  Tuilleries  at  half- 
past  3  o'clock  on  the  memorable  4th  of 
September — an  incident  which  cannot  be 
forgotten  by  those  who  happened  to  ob- 
serre  it.  From  that  time  France  has 
had  but  two  pre-occupations — exter- 
nally, at  least — ^nrst,  to  withstand  cala- 
mities which  multiplied  around  her, 
then  to  recover  the  position  she  held  in 
Europe  before  the  war  with  Germany 
affected  it.  She  has  not  been  able  or 
disposed  to  share  the  line,  and  to  pur- 
sue the  objects  of  Ghreat  Britain  as  she 
used  to  do.  She  has  not  been  able  or 
disposed  to  venture  upon  any  course  by 
whidi  Bussia  would  oe  alienated.  So 
deeply  was  the  situation  felt  in  1871, 
that  at  the  Black  Sea  Oonference  of 
London,  under  the  auspices  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State,  it  was  not 
thought  worth  while  to  wait  for  her 
Ajnbassador  before  commencing  the 
proceedings.  However,  that  is  but  an 
isolated  proof  which  leads  to  others 
more  convincing.  When  the  Eastern 
Question  re-appeared  in  1874,  over  a 
series  of  transactions  in  which  her 
aid  would  have  been  precious  and  her 
countenance  important — the  alliance  of 
the  three  Emperors;  the  Herzegovinian, 
Servian,  and  Bulgarian  rebellions;  the 
war  which  they  produced,  the  negotia- 
tions which  preceded  it — the  voice  of 
France,  which  so  powerfully  operated  in 
1853,  was  altogether  wanting.  Even  at 
the  Oongress  of  Berlin — except  as  re- 
mcds  Greece — you  cannot  urge  that 
France  had  any  telling  weight  in  the 
direction  it  adopted.  TheFrench  alliance, 
therefore,  we  had  lost  by  no  fault  on 
either  side,  but  by  events  which  violently 
drew  one  Power  into  a  different  set  of 
calculations  and  of  thoughts  from  that 
which  used  to  bind  the  two  to  one  an- 
other. Until  the  reclamation  of  Alsace 
and  Lorraine  has  been  achieved,  or 
else  until  it  is  de[n)aired  of,  the  gpreatest 
minds  and  soundest  combinations  will 
not  restore  a  French  alliance  which  is 
more  than  negative  and  formal.  Since 
France  is  unattainable,  whatever  lan- 
guage she  may  hold,  whatever  Kulers 
may  direct  her,  you  have  to  look  to 
other  Western  Powers  as  a  substitute. 
Qlie  affair  of  Tunis,  although  sinister  in 
itsdf,  presented  such  a  chance  of  gain- 
ing Italy  as  had  never  before  occurred, 
aii^  is  not  Hkely  to  come  back  again. 
But  we  have  failed  to  grasp  what  might 
have  been  a  substance  in  order  to  retain 


— at  no  littie  cost  of  dignity — what  must, 
until  another  epoch  has  been  opened, 
continue  to  be  nothing  but  a  shadow. 
Italy  is  not  only  xmattached  and  imde- 
cided  in  her  policy,  but  embittered 
against  France  and  discontented  with 
G&eat  Britain.  The  peace  of  Europe  be- 
comes  endangered  by  her  attitude. 

If  we  examine  the  question  still  more 
closely,  it  seems  to  me  that  such  inter- 
ference with  the  Ottoman  Empire  in 
North  Africa  tends  to  European  war 
under  two  categories.  It  tends,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  re-establish  an  anta- 
gonism between  France  and  Great  Bri- 
tain, which  we  had  hoped  that  many 
centuries  of  strife  had  finished  and  ex- 
hausted. The  division  is  produced  when 
Tunis  is  encroached  upon ;  becomes  more 
grave  when  Tripoli  is  compromised; 
should  Egypt  be  involved,  is  certain  to 
be  more  thoroughly  accentuated.  In 
Egypt  elements  of  variance  between 
France  and  Ghreat  Britain  are  abundant; 
if  only  because  one  Power  designed  the 
Canal  the  other  has  the  greater  interest 
in  using  and  preserving  it.  Whatever 
nourishes  a  French  ascendancy  in  Egypt 
must  embitter  the  relations  of  the  coun- 
tries. The  comparative  tranquillity  of 
France  has  been  purchased  by  struggles 
and  by  sacrifices  which  elude  the  grasp 
of  the  historian — of  which  no  picture 
can  be  adequate.  It  cannot  be  denied 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
helped  her  to  resume  the  demon  of 
aggression  and  rapacity  against  which 
William  III.  first  led  us  to  protest,  and 
which  the  Duke  of  WeUington  was 
thought  at  last  to  have  exorcised.  But 
it  is  not  only  by  reviving  discord  be- 
tween the  leading  Western  Powers  that 
the  risk  of  European  war  has  been  pro- 
moted. We  ought  to  bear  in  mind  the 
consequences  of  that  discord.  As  soon 
as  it  is  felt,  an  irresistible  temptation  to 
revive  the  troubles  of  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion is  administered.  Greece  observes 
the  moment  for  reclaiming  the  Frontier 
which  a  recent  Oonference  imprudentiy 
propounded.  Bussia  is  invited  to  cross 
the  Pruth  a^ain,  if  only  to  adjust  the 
difficulties  of  Bulgaria.  Germany  and 
Austria  can  hardly  look  on  such  a  move- 
ment with  indifference.  But,  disregard- 
ing these  contingencies,  it  cannot  be 
assumed  that  the  Ottoman  Empire  will 
always  be  disposed  to  leave  invasion  un- 
resisted. The  experience  of  1877  forbids 
such  an  assumption. 
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But  it  is  not  enough  to  show  that  any 
Motion  is  correct,  unless  it  is  seen,  at  the 
same  time,  that  it  would  be  productive  of 
advantage  to  adopt  it.  In  France  there 
is  a  considerable  party  opposed  to  the 
aggression  upon  Tunis,  which  has  found 
organs  in  the  Due  de  Broglie  and  M. 
Olemenceau — great  names  abroad,  of 
which  the  fimst,  at  least,  is  known  in 
this  country.  They  seem  to  represent 
extremes  of  opposite  opinion,  although 
concurring  on  this  subject.  The  debate 
in  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  on  the  23rd 
of  May,  the  debate  in  the  Senate  on 
the  25th  of  July,  reveal  the  current  of 
opinion  which  the  voice  of  this  House 
would  tend  to  dignify  and  strengthen. 
Another  result  to  which  the  Motion,  if 
adopted,  may  contribute  is  that  of  warn- 
ing the  French  Government  itself  that 
lawless  and  insulting  policy  directed  to 
encroach  upon  the  Ottoman  Empire,  and 
not  directed  to  replace  it,  has  foimd  a 
just  interpretation,  and  mav  provoke  a 
serious  discouragement.  They  may  be 
led  to  see  that  such  a  policy  will  make 
the  recovery  of  Alsace  and  Lorraine 
more  difficult  than  otherwise  it  would 
be ;  that  Allies  will  not  be  found  to  put 
an  end  to  losses  and  to  remedy  disasters 
which,  instead  of  being  a  school  of  mode- 
ration and  forbearance,  have  excited  a 
contempt  for  right  and  hunger  for  dis- 
turbance. If,  therefore,  my  noble  Friend 
thinks  proper  to  divide  the  House,  I 
shall  give  an  unhesitating  vote  in  favour 
of  his  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  tvith- 
drawn. 

House  adjourned  at  25  minutes  to  8 
P.M.  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed  at  25  minutes  to  8  a.m. 

The  Earl  of  Cork — Chosen  Speaker  in 
the  absence  of  The  Lord  Chanoellor  and 
The  Lord  Commissioner. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL, 
Eetumed  from  the  Commons  with  an  amend- 
ment made  by  the  Lords  to  which  the  Commons 
had  disagreed  and  on  which  the  Lords  have  in- 
sisted, agreed  to ;  and  with  several  of  the  fur- 
ther amendments  made  by  the  Lords,  agreed  to  ; 
several  agreed  to,  with  amendments,  and  with 
consequential  amendments  to  the  Bill ;  and 
several  disagreed  to,  with  reasons  for  such  dis- 
agreement :  The  said  amendments  and  reasons 
to  be  printed,  and  to  be  considered  To»morrow. 
(No.  214.)    • 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Three  o'clock  a.m.,  till  a  quarter 

before  Five  o  dock. 

Zord  Stratheden  and  CamfUU 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 
Monday,  I5th  Augtut,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  — Select  OoiacrmiB  — JZ^jwr^ 
Kitchen  and  Refreshment  BoomE  (House  of 
Commons)  [No.  400]. 

Resolutions  in  Committee — ^Nayt  and  Ajuct  £x- 
PENDITURB,   1879-80. 

Public  Bills  —  First  Reading  —  Leuee  for 
Schools  (Ireland)  •  [2621. 

Second  Reading — Royal  UniverBity  of  Irelaiid 
[247]  ;  PoUen  Fislung  (Lreland)  [248]. 

Referred  to  Seleet  Committee— ^lent  Naviga- 
tion [207]. 

Third  Reading— East  Lidian  Railway  (Redemp- 
tion of  Annuities)*  [244];  Consolidated 
Fund  (No.  4]  ♦,  and  passed,  with  a  new  Title. 

Withdrawn — Manied  Women's  Property  (r#- 
oomm.)*  [106], 

QUESTIONS. 


IRELAND— PH(BNIX  PARK. 

Mb.  HEAIiY  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
By  whose  authority  intakes  are  made  m 
the  Phoenix  Park  to  the  exclusion  of  the 
public ;  and,  if  he  will  state  the  name 
and  number  of  the  clubs  or  institutions 
for  which  enclosures  and  ground  have 
been  granted,  the  dates  at  which  the 
permission  was  granted,  and  the  acre- 
age from  which  the  public  are  now  shut 
out  in  each  case  ? 

Lord  FEEDEfeiCK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  as  this  Question  relates  to  the  Board 
of  Works,  I  have  to  answer  it  on  behalf 
of  the  Treasury.  Intakes  in  the  Phcenix 
Park  are  made  by  the  authority  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  Treasury.  The 
clubs  for  which  indosures  have  been 
granted  are  the  *' Phoenix,"  the  ''Civil 
Service,"  and  the  *' Garrison"  cricket 
clubs,  at  the  respective  dates  of  1837, 
1863,  and  1877 ;  and  about  13  acres  al- 
together are  inclosed  for  them.  Some 
land  has  also  been  set  aside  this  year  as 
a  cricket  ground  for  working  men ;  this 
is  not  indosed,  but  the  public  are  re- 
quested by  notice  not  to  injure  it. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— CONDUCT  OF 
SOLDIERS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  paragraph  from 
the  **  Limerick  Beporter  " : — 
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'*  In  this  city  on  Saturday  evening,  Joly  80th, 
a  quarrel  arose  between  some  soldiers,  and  one 
of  them,  Private  Batdiff,  of  the  9th  Regiment, 
lost  his  cap.  He  said  he  should  have  a  head- 
drees,  and  rushing  at  Fathers  Hammersley 
and  O'Flaherty,  of  the  Dominican  Order,  who 
were  walking  down  Henry  Street,  he  knocked 
the  hat  o£f  tiie  head  of  the  latter  clergyman 
and  kicked  it  about ; " 

and,  if  lie  can  state  how  the  soldier  has 
been  dealt  with  ? 

Mb.  OHTLDEES:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  I  have  to  state  that  I 
hare  inquired  into  the  faots  of  the  case. 
It  appears  that  two  soldiers  of  the  Nor- 
folk Begiment  were  taking  a  third,  who 
was  not  sober,  to  barracks.  They  took 
his  cap  and  stick  from  him,  on  which 
he    went  up   to  two  Eoman  Catholic 

friests  who  were  passing  and  snatched 
'ather  O'Flaherty^s  hat  off.  On  this 
he  was  set  upon  by  some  bystanders, 
and  with  difficulty  rescued  by  the 
two  priests.  The  commanding  officer 
at  once  wrote  to  Father  O'Flaherty  ex- 
pressing his  regret,  and  that  gentleman 
called  tne  next  day  at  the  barracks  and 
requested  that  the  man  might  be  let  off, 
saying  that  he  thought  the  man  intended 
no  insult  to  his  sacred  office,  and  that  in 
a  drunken  £reak  he  would  have  taken 
anybody's  hat.  The  commanding  officer 
very  properly  declined  to  let  the  man 
off,  and  punished  him  with  fine  and  im- 
prisonment. 

Mb.  BEDMOND  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  a  riot  which  oc- 
curred between  the  military  and  Uie 
people  in  New  Boss,  on  the  evening  of 
Monday  August  8th;  whether  he  has 
inquirea  into  the  origin  of  the  disturb- 
ance; whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
the  "  Standard ''  of  August  9th,  that  it 
arose  in  consequence  of  a  number  of 
soldiers  publicly  insulting  the  Pope  in 
the  streets  of  New  Boss;  and,  what 
steps  he  has  taken  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  I  have  to  state  that  I 
find  Uiat  two  men  in  a  public-house  in 
New  Boss  were,  on  the  8th  instant, 
attacked  by  a  mob  of  rouc^hs,  who  stoned 
them  through  the  windows  and  beat 
them  with  the  publican's  bottles.  They 
were  knocked  down,  badly  kicked,  and 
with  difficulty  rescued.  Several  of  the 
mob  are  about  to  be  prosecuted,  and  I 
would,  therefore,  rather  say  no  more  on 
the  subject  at  present,  except  that,  ac- 
eordiag  to  the  report  of  the  command- 


ing officer,  the  men  gave  no  provoca- 
tion. Two  other  men  on  their  way  home 
to  barracks  were  also  set  upon  and 
beaten.  With  respect  to  the  cnarge  of 
publicly  insulting  the  Pope,  I  can  only 
say  that  when  I  read  the  hon.  Member's 
Question,  I  directed  special  inquiries  to 
be  made,  and  that  the  commanding  offi- 
cer assures  me  that  he  can  find  no  trace 
of  the  supposed  occurrence,  or  even  of 
such  a  charge  having  been  made  before 
the  attack  on  the  soldiers.  If  they  were 
guilty  of  it  they  would  have  committed 
not  only  a  military,  but  also  an  eccle- 
siastical offence,  as  they  are  all  four 
Boman  Catholics. 


POST  OFFICE— WAGES  OF  LETTER 
CARRIERS  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  will  raise  the 
wages  of  the  letter-carriers  in  Ireland 
to  the  same  standard  as  that  which 
exists  in  England  for  corresponding 
duties  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
in  consequence  of  memorials  he  had  re- 
ceived not  only  from  Ireland,  but  from 
all  parts  of  the  country,  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  remuneration  of  letter-car- 
riers was  under  careful  consideration, 
and  that  until  a  general  decision  had 
been  arrived  at  he  was  not  prepared  to 
give  any  promise  on  the  subject. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND  — PROCESS  SERV- 
ING, CO.  GALWAY. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  has  seen  the  state- 
ment that  a  bailiff,  with  a  force  of  over 
one  himdred  police,  under  command  of 
a  resident  magistrate  and  a  sub-inspec- 
tor, assembled  at  Ballinamore  Bridge, 
county  Galway,  on  Monday  last,  for  the 
purpose  of  serving  writs  for  rent  for  a 
landlord  named  Synnott;  if  it  is  true 
that  no  writs  were  served,  as  no  such 
landlord  has  an  estate  in  county  Gal- 
way ;  and,  what  was  the  expense  of  the 
expedition  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  facts  appeared  to  be  correctly 
stated  in  the  Question,  except  that  60, 
and  not  100  police,  were  employed.  The 
cost  of  the  expedition  was  £21  19«.  lOi. 
The  police  were  endeavouring  to  find  out 
who  the  solicitor  in  the  case  was. 
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.  Mb.  BIOOAE  asked  whether  the 
whole  thing  was  not  a  hoax  upon  the 
authorities  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  That  is  ex- 
actly  what  we  do  not  know  yet,  and  what 
we  are  endeavouring  to  find  out. 
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PRISONS  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1877— SUPER- 
ANNUATION OF  ROMAN  CATHOLIC 
CHAPLAIN  AT  CARRICK  ON  SHANNON 
GAOL. 

Major  O'BEIENE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  under 
the  Prisons  Act  of  1877,  the  Reverend 
Thomas  Fitzgerald,  Homan  Catholic 
chaplain  for  seventeen  years  of  Carrick 
on  Shannon  Oaol,  was  entitled  to  a  super- 
annuation allowance  of  two-thirds  of 
his  salary  as  chaplain,  or  a  sum  of 
£26  13«.  id, J  and  whether,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  he  has  only  been  granted  £5  by 
the  grand  jury  of  the  county  Leitrim ; 
whether  this  sum  is  proportionate  to  the 
superannuation  granted  to  other  prison 
officials ;  and,  whether  the  Government 
will  takiB  any  steps  to  remedy  the  griev- 
ance? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  facts  were  correctly  stated ;  but 
the  matter  was  one  which  rested  with  the 
Orand  Jury,  and  the  Government  had 
no  power  of  interference.  If  the  Grand 
Jury  wished  to  charge  the  county  with 
a  larger  pension,  the  Treasury  would,  no 
doubt,  entertain  any  recommendation 
they  chose  to  make.  He  found  that 
augmented  pensions  were  awarded  to 
two  other  officials,  in  one  case  in  con- 
sideration of  long  and  faithful  service  of 
1 7  years  and  eight  months ;  and  in  the 
other,  in  consequence  of  the  officer  hav- 
ing served  13  years  and  10  months,  and 
having  been  disabled  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duty. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND). 

Major  O'BEIRNE  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  daily 
postal  communication  has  recently  been 
established  between  Buckode,  county 
Leitrim,  and  other  parts  of  the  said 
county ;  and,  if  it  is  likewise  a  fact  that 
a  far  gpreater  correspondence  passes 
annually  through  the  Post  Office  at 
Glenade,  county  Leitrim,  and,  if  such  is 
the  ease,  if  he  will  explain  why  the  re- 
peated request  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Qlenade  to  have  a  daily  postal  commu- 


nication to  other  parts  of  the  county 
Leitrim  has  not  been  granted  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
arrangements  had  been  made  for  daily 
postal  communication  in  the  districts  in 
question. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— MATMTNG  OF 
CATTLE  IN  CO.  KILKENNY. 

Mr.  MARIJM  asked  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  Report  appearing  in  the  ''New 
Ross  Standard ''  newspaper  of  a  Land 
League  meeting  held  in  Innistrogue,  in 
the  county  Kilkenny,  and  presided  over 
by  the  Rev.  John  Lynagh,  O.O.,  whereby 
it  appears  that  Mr.  Henry  Miller  and 
Patrick  White,  of  that  locality,  had  been 
arrested  under  the  Coercion  Act  for  an 
alleged  ''maiming  of  cattle;"  that,  sub- 
sequently thereto,  a  yearling  bull,  the 
sole  subject-matter  of  the  alleged  injury, 
was  examined  by  a  competent  veterinary 
surgeon,  viz.  Mr.  A.  S.Jones,  M.R.O.  V.S., 
who  has  given  his  opinion,  as  per  formal 
certificate  furnished,  that  the  alleged  in- 
jury was  not  caused,  as  set  forth  in  the 
informations,  by  any  sharp  instrument, 
but  most  probably  was  the  result  of  an 
accident ;  and,  whether,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  will  have  these  arrests 
reconsidered,  and  the  parties,  respect- 
able men,  discharged  from  prison  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  seen  the  report  referred  to.  He 
found  that  the  examination  of  the  ve- 
terinary surgeon  was  made  after  a  period 
of  three  weeks  from  the  date  of  the 
ofiEence.  He  did  not  consider  that  the 
report  would  lead  them  to  make  any 
difference  in  dealing  with  the  case. 

BOROUGH  OF  GALWAY  (IRELAND)— 
THE  FREEMAN'S  ROLL. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  When  the 
Keeper  of  the  Freeman's  Roll  in  the 
Borough  of  Galway  last  held  a  court  for 
the  admission  of  Freemen ;  and,  whether 
any  notice  of  holding  such  a  court  has 
been  given  by  the  recently  appointed 
holder  of  the  office  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
the  Keeper  last  held  a  Court  for  the  ad- 
mission of  Freemen  in  January,  1876. 
The  present  Keeper  proposed  holding  a 
Oourt  on  thefirstXhuxiBday  of  neztmondu 
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They  have  not  ednoe  been  received  back ; 
but  the  application  for  them  has  been 
renewed,  and  their  production  will  be 
required  by  the  Charity  Commissioners. 


CHELSEA  HOSPITAL— BITEIALS. 

Mr.  DICK-FEDDIE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the 
oase  that  all  pensioners  of  Chelsea  Hos- 
pital, whether  they  be  Wesleyans,  Pres- 
Dyterians,  or  other  Nonconformists, 
Boman  Catholics  or  Episcopalians,  are, 
when  they  die  in  the  hospital,  buried 
according  to  the  rights  of  the  Church 
of  England ;  and,  whether,  if  it  be  the 
case,  he  will  take  steps  to  secure  hence- 
forth for  pensioners  the  right  of  burial 
according  to  the  forms  of  their  own  re- 
Ugious  denominations,  as  is  the  case  in 
the  Army? 

Mb,  CRTTiDERS :  Sir,  I  beUeve  that 
some  misunderstanding  on  the  subject 
of  the  Burial  Service  over  Presbyterian 
pensioners  at  Chelsea  Hospital  has 
arisen  between  the  Commissioners  and 
the  gentleman  who  is  doing  temporary 
duty  for  the  Presbyterian  chaplain  on 
leave.  On  the  return  of  the  latter,  I  will 
look  into  the  matter ;  and,  no  doubt,  the 
Oommissioners  of  Chelsea  Hospital  will 
act  on  my  advice.  I  have,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  probably  knows,  no  official  con- 
trol over  them. 

CHABITABLE   TRUSTS  —  BURKSTONE- 
LE-WILLOWS  CHARITIES. 

Mb.  BUBT  asked  the  Yice  President 
of  the  Council,  If  he  can  state  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  in  February  last  the 
Oharity  Commissioners  were  asked  for 
a  copy  of  the  balance  sheet  of  the  Burk- 
ftone-le- Willows  (Lincolnshire)  Chari- 
ties; that  the  Commissioners  replied 
that  no  balance  sheet  had  been  received 
for  many  years,  though  application  had 
been  made  to  the  clergyman  for  one; 
that  no  balance  sheet  can  be  obtained 
from  the  Charity  Commissioners,  or  from 
anyone  else;  and,  if  the  facts  be  cor- 
rectly stated,  whether  he  can  compel 
obedience  to  the  Law,  which  makes  it 
imperative  that  these  returns  shall  be 
published  annually  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  no  accounts 
of  the  Charities  in  this  parish  having 
been  received  at  the  office  of  the  Charity 
Oommissioners  for  several  years,  they 
oaused  an  application  to  be  made  for 
them  to  the  rector  and  churchwardens 
on  the  26th  of  February  last.  Accounts 
for  the  years  1876,  1877, 1878,  and  1879 
were  received  on  the  21st  of  March,' 
1881,  but,  being  imperfect,  were  re- 
tltmed  for  the  purpose  of  amendment* 


CRIME  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— RE- 
TURN OF  ASSAULTS  WITH  VIO- 
LENCE. 

Mr.  MACFAELANE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  will  cause  to  be  prepared 
and  lay  upon  the  Table,  early  next  Ses- 
sion, a  Eetum,  showing,  for  the  years 
1880  and  1881,  the  number  and  descrip- 
tion of  assaults  with  violence  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  and  the  punishment 
awarded  in  each  case  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  he  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  find  what  he  wanted  in  the 
judicial  statistics,  where  assaults  were 
classified. 

IRELAND—REGISTRATION  OF  BIRTHS, 
&c.,  BELFAST. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  it  be  true  that  the  registration  of 
births,  deaths,  and  marriages,  in  the 
districts  over  which  Dr.  Martin  and  Dr. 
Torrens  are  appointed  reffistrars  in  the 
electoral  division  of  Belfast,  has  been, 
for  the  past  five  or  six  years,  and  at  pre- 
sent continues  to  be,  conducted  by  Eobert 
Humphrey,  publican,  of  41,  Grosvenor 
Street,  Belfast,  who  is  ineligible  by  Law 
from  holding  the  office  of  deputy  regis- 
trar, he  being  a  person  engaged  in  the 
retailing  of  wines,  spirits,  and  beer;  if 
it  be  true  that  this  disqualification  has 
been  made  known  to  Dr.  Martin,  Dr. 
Torrens,  and  Mr.  Boyce,  Superintendent 
of  the  Belfast  Union  Eegistrations,  and 
that  they,  or  neither  of  them,  have  taken 
any  steps  to  discontinue  these  illegal 
registrations;  if  it  be  true  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  registrations  are  recorded 
in  the  public-house,  of  which  Humi)hrey 
is  the  owner,  and  in  which  he  resides ; 
if  it  be  correct  that  the  said  public-house 
is  outside  either  of  the  districts  for  which 
Humphrey  is  appointed  deputy  registrar, 
thereby  forming  not  only  a  source  of 
inconvenience  but  of  absolute  illegality, 
and  in  every  respect  at  variance  with  the 
rules  laid  down  for  the  guidance  of 
registrars  of  births,  deaths,  and  mar- 
riages ;  if  it  be  true  that,  when  Inspector 
Mitchell  required  the  books  for  checking 
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purposes,  they  were  found  to  contain  a 
large  number  of  incomplete  entries ;  if 
it  be  true  that  a  report  of  this  circum- 
stance was  made  by  Inspector  Mitchell 
without  any  subsequent  action  being 
taken  thereon ;  if  it  be  true  that  the  Eegis- 
trar  General  has  been  made  acquainted 
with  Humphrey's  legal  disqualification  to 
act  as  deputy  registrar ;  if  it  be  true  that 
the  Eegistrar  General  was  personally 
interviewed  by  Humphrey  on  the  sub- 
ject, when  he  (the  Eegistrar  General) 
consented  to  give  him  three  months  to 
sell  his  public-house,  or  otherwise  to 
forfeit  the  office  of  deputy  registrar ;  if 
it  be  true  that,  although  this  alleged 
compact  was  entered  into  more  than 
twelve  months  ago,  the  public-house  not 
having  been  yet  sold,  Humphrey  still 
remains  in  office ;  if,  upon  the  whole  of 
these  serious  charges,  he  is  prepared, 
on  behalf  of  the  Executive  Government, 
to  institute  a  rigid  inquiry  into  the  con- 
duct of  the  said  several  officials ;  is  he 
able  to  say  how  far  the  registrations 
effected  by  Humphrey  are  legal ;  if  he 
will  not  consider  it  necessary  to  have 
fresh  legislation  on  the  subject  in  order 
to  legalise  what  has  been  illegally  exe- 
cuted;  is  it  a  fact  that  the  public-house 
of  Robert  Humphrey  is  carried  on  in  the 
name  of  Eachel  Kennedy,  being  the 
name  of  his  wife  before  she  was  married 
to  Humphrey ;  and,  whether  it  is  true 
that  he  requires  a  fee  varying  in  amount 
in  accordance  with  the  condition  of  the 
parties  on  the  occasion  of  the  registra- 
tion of  marriages  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  would  answer  the  hon.  Member's 
14  Questions  together.  On  inquiry,  he 
found  that  Robert  Humphrey  held  the 
office  of  Deputy  Registrar  of  the  two 
districts  referred  to  in  the  Question.  In 
1875,  he  married  a  widow  who  held  a 
spirit  licence.  That  licence,  even  if 
held  by  him  (Humphrey),  would  not 
constitute  a  legal  disability  in  reference 
to  the  office  of  registrar ;  but  it  was  con- 
trary to  the  regulations.  Up  to  May, 
1880,  the  fact  of  his  marriage  was  un- 
known to  the  proper  officios;  but,  in 
consequence  of  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
Registrar  General,  inquiries  were  made, 
and  the  fact  of  his  marriage  ascertained. 
Directions  were,  therefore,  given  to^  re- 
move Humphrey  from  office.  However, 
after  having  had  a  personal  interview 
with  the  Registrar  General,  he  was 
allowed  to  continue  in  office  on  his  under- 


taking  to  dispose  of  his  wife's  licence 
within  a  month.  He  obtained  a  transfer 
of  the  licence  on  the  28th  June,  which 
he  exhibited  to  the  Registrar  General ; 
but  it  now  appeared  that  on  the  22nd 
December  last,  the  Recorder  refused  the 
transfer,  which  fact  was  not  reported  to 
the  Registrar  General.  Having  now 
ascertained  this  fact  the  Registrar  Ge- 
neral had  given  orders  for  the  immediate 
removal  of  Humphrey  from  office.  Courts 
for  the  purpose  of  registration  were  held 
within  the  oounds  of  the  districts,  and 
though,  in  1878,  incomplete  entries  were 
discovered  on  the  part  of  Humphrey, 
their  legality  was  not  affected  by  the 
fact  that  his  wife  held  a  spirit  licence. 

INDIA— THE  NIZAM. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUB 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  he  will  cause  a  selection  of  Papers  for 
along  series  of  years  connected  with  the 
Government  of  the  Nizam  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament,  in  order  that  the  real 
state  of  the  relations  of  that  State  with 
the  Government  of  India  may  be  made 
known,  and  that  the  animadversions  on 
the  honour  and  character  of  the  Indiai^ 
Government  and  of  Indian  officers  may 
be  cleared  away,  or  substantiated  by  the 
publication  of  these  official  documents  ? 
He  had  put  the  Question  on  the  Paper, 
because  he  believed  the  time  had  come 
when  the  Government  of  India  ought  no 
longer  to  maintain  silence  on  this  matter. 
He  hoped  that  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  would  be 
able  to  give  a  satisfactory  reply  regard- 
ing these  proceedings. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  as  these 
Papers  would  take  some  time  to  get 
ready,  he  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Indian 
Government  had  the  slightest  suspicion 
that  any  of  these  allegations  could  be 
verified  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  with  regard  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Guild- 
ford (Mr.  Onslow)  he  could  not  add 
anything  to  the  statement  he  made  on 
Thursday  last.  In  reply  to  a  Question 
which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir 
George  Balfour)  put  to  him  on  Thursday 
without  Notice,  he  said  that  he  felt  cer- 
tain that  the  greater  part  of  these  Papers 
were  of  so  confidential  a  character  that 
it  would  be  absolutely  impomble^  ooq* 


Digitized  by 


Google 


191T        Tk$Ir%$hL%gMi 


(AT7au8rl6, 1881] 


CtmmmiwMri. 


1918 


sistentiiy  with  the  public  interest,  to  lay 
them  on  the  Table.  Further  examina- 
tion of  them  had  oonvinced  him  that 
that  was  the  case,  and  that  although  it 
was  quite  possible  to  procure  some  of 
them,  the  great  bulk  of  the  Papers,  and 
these  the  most  important,  could  not  pos- 
sibly be  produced.  It  was,  however, 
possible  that  the  Goyemment  of  India, 
or  the  late  Resident  at  Hyderabad, 
might  think  it  necessary  to  make  some 
statement  with  reference  to  the  animad- 
versions referred  to.  If  any  such  state- 
ment should  be  made,  supported  by  the 
Oorrespondeuce,  he  should,  of  course, 
consider  whether  these  should  be  laid  on 
the  Table.  He  could  not  give  any 
further  reply  without  commuuication 
with  the  Government  of  India. 

PERU— REPORTED  ROBBERY  OF 

JEWELLERY  AND   MONEY  FROM  THE 

BRITISH  VICE  CONSULATE 

AT  LIMA. 

Mb.  ALEXANDER  M'ARTHUR 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  reported  robbery  of 

J'ewellery  and  money  deposited  at  the 
British  Vice  Consulate  at  Lima  for  safety 
on  the  approach  of  the  Chilians ;  and, 
what  is  tne  nature  of  the  information  on 
ihia  subject  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  received ;  and,  if  the  re- 
port be  true,  whether  a  searching  inquiry 
mto  the  matter  will  be  made  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  No, 
Sir ;  the  incident  has  not  been  reported 
to  the  Foreign  Office. 

THE   CAPE    GO\'ERNMENT— PETITION 
OF  RIGHT. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If 
the  Law  Officers  have  yet  given  an  opi- 
nion as  to  a  Colonial  Government  being 
a  Corporation  that  cannot  be  sued  ex- 
cept by  petition  of  right,  and  as  to  whe- 
ther that  remedy  is  excluded  in  the  case 
of  the  Cape  Government ;  and,  if  they 
haye  confirmed  that  opinion,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  any 
steps  in  contemplation  to  put  an  end  to 
a  state  of  matters  so  unsatisfactory  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  the  case  re- 
ferred to  in  previous  answers  in  this 
House  as  being  the  subject  of  an  appeal 
before  the  Privy  Council  has  now  been 
decided;  but  the  decision  does  not  touch 


the  question  whether  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment can  be  sued  by  Petition  of  Bight 
in  the  Courts  of  the  Cape  Colony.  The 
matter  is  one  of  considerable  delicacy. 
It  is  proposed  to  address  a  despatch  to 
the  Governor  of  the  Colony  to  inquire 
whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Colonial 
authorities,  the  Cape  Government  can  be 
sued  by  Petition  of  Right  in  the  Courts 
of  the  Colony ;  aud,  if  not,  to  suggest 
the  propriety  of  taking  steps  with  a 
view  of  supplying  an  apparent  de- 
ficiency. 

ARMY  — THE   VETERINARY    DEPART- 
MENT—PROMOTION. 

Mb.  gray  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  What  is  the  rule  regu- 
lating the  promotion  of  officers  in  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Army; 
and,  whether  promotion  is  habitually 
given  according  to  seniority  or  other- 
wise? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  the  Regula- 
tion governing  the  promotion  of  veteri- 
nary surgeons  is  in  these  words — 

**  Promotion  shall  be  solely  by  seleotion  on 
the  ground  of  ability  and  merit,  due  considera- 
tion being  given,  however,  to  length  of  efficient 
service." 

In  the  case  of  equal  merit,  preference  is 
given  to  length  of  service. 

THE    IRISH  LIGHTS    COMMISSIONERS 
—TORY  ISLAND  LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mb.  lea  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  The  reason  of  the  delay 
in  the  improvement  to  the  lighting  of 
Tory  Island  Lighthouse  by  the  use  of 
gas  as  recommended  by  the  Irish  Lights 
Commissioners  ;  and,  whether  he  would 
endeavour  that  the  new  light  on  Tory 
Island  shoidd .  be  displayed  before 
winter? 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  had  applied  to  the  Irish  Lights 
Commissioners,  and  had  been  informed 
that  the  delay  was  caused  by  the  num- 
ber of  other  works  having  a  prior  claim, 
with  which  the  time  of  the  engineer  of 
the  Commissioners  was  fully  occupied. 
For  instance,  a  great  deal  of  time  had 
been  occupied  in  the  erection  of  a  fog 
signal.  On  the  Commissioner's  engi- 
neer being  free  from  other  important 
works,  he  would  take  in  hand  the  plans 
and  specifications  for  Tory  Island ;  but, 
having  regard  to  the  lateness  of  the 
season;  and  the  difficulty  of  access  to 
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the  Idand,  the  Oommissioners  would  not 
be  prepared  to  undertake  any  works 
at  this  lighthouse  before  the  ensuing 
Spring. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  EXTEN. 
8I0N  OF  THE  NEW  CODE  TO  SCOT- 
LAND. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  K  he  will  ex- 
tend the  benefits  of  the  new  Code  to 
Scotland  not  later  than  next  year  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  there  are 
considerable  differences  between  the 
Education  Codes  of  England  and  Scot- 
land, arising,  to  some  extent,  out  of  the 
difference  in  the  Education  Acts  of  the 
two  countries.  We  proposed  to  our- 
selves to  deal  with  the  English  Code 
first,  and  later  on  to  apply  the  same 
principles  to  Scotland.  If,  however, 
there  should  be  evidenced  a  general  de- 
sire that  the  Scotch  Code  should  be  dealt 
with  at  the  same  time  and  on  the  same 
lines  as  the  English  Code,  we  shall  be 
prepared  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
Scotch  educational  authorities  in  the 
matter. 

EGYPT— THE  MILITARY  FORCE. 

Mb.  M'COAN  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  continued  insubor- 
dination in  the  Egyptian  Army,  and  of 
its  now  wholly  unnecessary  numerical 
strength,  Her  Majesty's  Government  has 
considered  the  expediency  of  advising 
the  Khedive  to  disband  that  force  and  re- 
place it  by  a  simple  gendarmerie,  suffi- 
cient for  all  the  mere  police  wants  of  the 
Country  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W-  MLKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
believed  the  Khedive  and  his  Advisers 
were  fully  alive  to  the  importance  of  the 
maintenance  of  discipline,  and  the  ad- 
visability of  not  burdening  the  Egyptian 
finances  by  keeping  up  any  larger  force 
than  was  required  for  the  preservation 
of  order  in  than  county. 

Mb.  M'COAN  said,  he  had  got  no- 
thing that  amounted  to  an  answer.  The 
question  was  urgent,  and  he  would  re- 
peat it  on  another  day — perhaps  to- 
morrow. 

Sib  CEEARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  as  the  hon.  Member  pressed  the 
Question,  he  was  obliged  to  make  a  reply 
which  he  had  not  made  since  his  holding 

Mr.  Chamberlain 


the  Office  he  at  present  held — ^namely, 
that  the  eravity  of  the  circumstances 
which  lay  oehind  one  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion forbade  his  making  any  fiuther 
answer  than  he  had  done. 

ARMY  PAY  DEPARTMENT— RETIBED 
PAY. 

Captain  AYLMEH  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  a  fact  that 
some  of  the  oldest  and  most  experienced 
officers  serving  in  the  Army  Pay  Depart- 
ment, having  some  forty  years'  service 
or  more,  and  holding  the  vested  interests 
of  purchase  combatant  commissions,  the 
value  of  which  they  have  not  been  al- 
lowed like  some  other  paymasters  to 
realise,  will  be  compulsorily  retired  within 
the  next  eighteen  months  on  £400  a- 
year,  losing  use  and  interest  of  their 
combatant  commission  money,  whereas 
other  paymasters  who  have  either  sold 
their  combatant  commissions  or  hold  no 
vested  interests,  never  having  served  as 
combatants,  can,  after  thirty  years'  ser- 
vice only,  retire  on  £450  and  £400  a- 
year,  with  higher  rank  and  pension  to 
widow  than  the  former ;  and,  whether  it 
is  intended  to  let  these  old  officers  re- 
ceive their  regulation  and  over-regula- 
tion money  on  retirement,  or  aooord  them 
some  increased  retirement  above  other 
paymasters,  in  accordance  with  the  pre- 
cedent established  in  the  grant  of  retired 
pay  and  gratuities  to  combatant  officers, 
under  the  Royal  Warrant  of  21st  June 
1881,  section  2? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  appears 
to  be  based  on  the  supposition  that  the 
addition  of  £50  to  the  retired  pay  of  cer- 
tain combatant  officers  is  given  because 
of  their  purchase  rights.  This  is  not  so ; 
and  there  is,  therefore,  no  analogy  what- 
ever between  their  case  and  that  of  the 
combatant  officers  who  elected  to  become 
paymasters.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  have 
improved  the  scale  of  pensions  which  I 
found  in  force  for  the  Pay  Department ; 
and  I  see  no  reason  for  any  further 
change  in  the  arrangement  for  their 
retirement. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— 
MR.  HONE. 

Viscount  CRICHTON  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land,  If  he  is  aware  that  great  dissatis- 
faction e^ts  in  Ireland  at  the  narrow 
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and  limited  nature  of  the  inquiry  made 
into  the  circumstances  attending  the 
death  by  poisoning  of  Mr.  Hone  in 
Limerick;  and,  whether  he  will  cause 
steps  to  be  taken  to  have  a  further  and 
more  searching  investigation  set  on 
foot? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
rMr.  Gibson)  had  given  Notice  of  a 
Question  to  him  on  the  same  subject, 
and,  therefore,  in  reply  both  to  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Viscount  and  that 
of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  he 
had  to  say  that  he  had  called  for  a  Re- 
port into  the  circumstances  attending 
tiie  unhappy  occurrence  referred  to. 
Until  he  had  received  the  Report  in 
question  he  could  not  say  what  course 
would  be  taken. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
DEPARTMENTAL  STATEMENT. 

Me.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  any  statement  on  the  Irish 
National  Education  system  of  a  similar 
character  to  that  of  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  on  the  English  and  Scotch 
systems  will  be  made  to  Uie  House ;  and, 
whether  the  similar  aid  to  that  given  to 
voluntary  denominational  schools  in  Eng- 
kmd  and  Scotland  will  be  extended  to 
Ireland  where  such  schemes  are  very 
numerous,  highly  approved  of  by  the 
people  and  recommended  for  aid  by  the 
Koval  Commission  on  Primary  Edu- 
cation which  reported  to  Her  Majesty 
in  1870? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  should  be  glad,  when  he  brought 
on  the  Irish  Education  Estimates,  to  an- 
swer any  Question  on  the  subject ;  but 
he  could  not  promise  that  a  statement 
should  be  made  corresponding  to  that 
made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Mundella). 
He  thought,  however,  he  could  show  in 
debate  that  aid  was  given  as  in  England, 
and  to  a  larger  extent. 

ARCTIO  EXPLORATION- THE  NORTH 
POLE— COMMANDER  CHEYNE'S  EX- 
PEDITION. 

Captain  AYLMER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  consi- 

yOL.  COLXIV.      [thikp  series.] 


dering  the  leading  part  England  has 
hitherto  taken  in  Polar  research,  and  the 
active  energy  now  displayed  by  other 
maritime  nations,  the  Admiralty  are  pre- 
pared to  assist  in  any  way  the  persever- 
ing efforts  made  by  Commander  Cheyne 
to  organise  another  attempt  to  reach  the 
North  Pole,  especially  as  the  Premier  of 
Canada,  Sir  John  Macdonald,  has  ex- 
pressed himself  ready  to  co-operate  if 
the  Home  Government  will  support  Com- 
mander Cheyne's  proposed  attempt  to 
reach  the  Pole  ? 

Me.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  towards  the 
close  of  1880  a  Committee,  which  had 
been  formed  to  advance  Commander 
Cheyne's  project  of  Polar  research,  ap- 
plied to  tne  President  and  Council  of 
the  Eoyal  Geographical  Society  for  coun- 
tenance and  assistance.  The  details  of 
the  scheme  were  considered,  and  the 
reply  expressed  regret — 

**  That  the  scheme,  as  explained  by  the  state- 
ment, did  not  commend  itself  to  the  Council, 
nor,  even  were  it  feasible,  did  the  means  pro- 
posed to  be  adopted  for  encountering  the  great 
dangers  and  difficulties  necessarily  attendant 
upon  such  an  enterprise  appear  sufficient.' ' 

Naturally,  the  Admiralty  are  much  in- 
fluenced in  such  a  matter  by  the  opinion 
of  the  Geographical  Society,  ana  they 
see  no  reason  to  depart  from  the  unfa- 
vourable opinion  which  they  have,  in 
concurrence  with  the  Geographical  So- 
ciety, formed  of  Commander  Cheyne's 
proposals  with  regeurd  to  Arctic  explo- 
ration. 


INDIA— THE  PAUMBAN  PASS. 

Sm  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  If  he  will  state  what 
progress  has  been  made  in  the  works 
for  deepening  and  improving  the  Paum- 
ban  Pass,  and  what  appropriation  will 
be  made  for  these  works  in  the  current 
financial  year  ? 

The  Makquess  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  his  attention  had  not  been 
called  to  this  subject  until  the  Question 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
appeared  on  the  Paper.  He  found  that 
no  Eeport  had  been  received  at  the  In- 
dia Office  as  to  the  progress  of  the 
works  referred  to  since  1873.  He  would 
take  care  that  information  on  the  subject 
asked  for  should  be  communicated  at 
once.  He  could  not  find  any  appropria- 
tion made  for  the  works  in  the  currei^t 
Estimates. 
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POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND) -SALARIES 
OF  IRISH  SUB-POSTMASTERS. 

Mb.  BABBY  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  intends  taking  any 
steps  to  increase  the  salaries  of  Irish  Sub- 
Postmasters  (whose  income  varies  from 
twopence  to  sixpence  per  day);  how 
many  memorials  ne  has  received  in  re- 
ference thereto;  whether  the  hours  of 
business  might  not  be  reduced  to  some- 
thing less  than  twelve  hours,  as  at  pre- 
sent; and,  whether  it  be  unlawful  for 
Irish  Sub-Postmasters  to  memorial  for 
redress  of  grievance,  as  well  as  any  other 
class  of  Her  Majesty ^s  subjects  ? 

Me.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  there 
was  no  difference  whatever  in  the  posi- 
tion of  sub-postmasters  in  Ireland  and 
other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  In 
addition  to  their  pay,  they  received  a 
commission  on  stamps,  on  registered  let- 
ters, and  on  the  number  of  savings  bank 
and  money -order  transactions.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  sub-postmasters  did 
not  devote  the  whole  of  their  time  to 
Post  Office  work.  They,  as  a  rule,  had 
their  business  to  attend  to.  It  was  in 
no  respect  illegal  for  Irish  sub-post- 
masters to  memorialize  for  redress  of 
grievances. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— INLAND  REVENUE 
—THE  COLCLOUGH  STAMP  FRAUDS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether  any  inquiry 
would  be  granted  into  the  Colclough 
stamp  frauds ;  and,  whether  it  would  be 
conducted  independently  ;  and,  if  so,  by 
whom? 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  all  the  facts  of  the  Colclough  stamp 
frauds  have  been  fully  elicited  in  the 
long  trial  which  has  terminated  in  the 
conviction  of  Colclough.  No  further 
inquiry  appears,  therefore,  to  be  neces- 
sary. The  Board  of  Inland  He  venue 
are  taking  every  precaution  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  similar  frauds  in  the 
future. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  whether  the  Es- 
timate for  the  Department  in  which 
these  frauds  occurred  had  yet  to  be  dis- 
cussed? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  salary  for  this 
official  was  included  in  the  Inland  Re- 
venue Department  Vote,  which  had 
been  taken. 


LICENSING   ACTS— TRANSFER  OF  A 
LICENCE. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAW80N  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 

Sartment,  Whether  the  magistrates  of 
ixford  did,  on  April  26th  1881,  sanc- 
tion the  transfer  of  a  beerhouse  licence 
to  Stephen  Peedell,  who,  on  the  10th  of 
July  1880,  was  sentenced  to  four  months' 
imprisonment  for  bribery  committed  at 
the  last  Oxford  Parliamentary  Election ; 
and,  if  this  be  the  case,  whether  such 
crime,  conviction,  and  sentence  does  not 
disqualify  him  from  holding  a  lioence 
for  the  sale  of  drink  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  that,  as  to  the  second  part  of 
the  Question,  the  disqualification  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  had  in  his  mind  did  not  arise 
upon  a  conviction  for  misdemeanour,  but 
on  a  conviction  for  felony ;  therefore,  the 
action  of  the  magistrates  in  granting  the 
licence  was  not  absolutely  illegal.  If, 
however,  the  hon.  Member  wished  his 
(Sir  William  Harcourt's)  opinion  as  to 
whether  it  was  an  exercise  of  wise  dis- 
cretion on  the  part  of  the  magistrates 
to  grant  the  licence  to  a  man  who  had 
just  come  out  of  prison,  he  would  say 
it  was  not.  If  he  wanted  to  know 
what  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  on  the  connection  between 
public-houses  and  electoral  corruption, 
he  would  find  it  in  the  provision  of  the 
Bill  introduced  that  Session  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General. 

CRIMINAL    LAW— CASE    OF    EDMUND 
GALLEY— COMPENSATION. 

Sib  EARDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether,  in  conformity  with 
the  general  feeling  expressed  by  the 
House  in  the  late  Debate,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  award  the  same  amount 
of  Compensation  to  Edmund  Galley  as 
was  awarded  to  Habron  on  a  former 
occasion? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
undertaking  which  he  gave  the  other 
day,  he  haa  put  himself  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Treasury  on  this  subject, 
and  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  let  the  hon. 
Member  know  the  result  in  a  day  or 
two. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1935      I^anci  and  7\m($^        (Auot78T  16,  1881}  Political  A  fain. 


LAW   AND  POLICE— CRUELTY   TO 
ANIMALS  PfiEVENTION  ACT- 
CRUELTY  TO  A  DONKEY. 

Mb.  MAOFAELANE  asked  the  Se- 
oretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  case  tried  before  Mr.  Mansfield  at 
the  Liyerpool  Police  Court  on  Monday 
last,  in  which  a  man  named  Mahony 
was  oonyicted  of  haying  driyen  a  four- 
pronged  stable  fork  five  or  six  times 
mto  me  side  of  a  donkey,  the  last  time 
with  such  force  that  the  prongs  of  the 
fork  were  so  bent  that  it  could  not  be 
withdrawn,  and  was,  therefore,  left  in 
the  animal's  side  all  night ;  and,  if  the 
facts  are  correctly^  reported,  he  will  ex- 
Ijresa  to  the  magistrate  his  condemna- 
tion of  the  sentence  of  three  weeks' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour,  for 
sudi  atrocious  barbarity  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  had  already  more  than 
once,  in  answer  to  Questions,  stated  it 
was  not  within  his  proyince  to  reyiew 
the  gradation  of  sentences,  and  if  he 
might  be  allowed  to  say  so,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  a  function  the  House  could 
undertake  with  any  great  adyantage. 

SOUTH    AFRICA— THE    TRANSVAAL- 
MURDER  OF  DR.  BARBER. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
tiie  Colonies,  What  is  the  present  posi- 
tion of  the  proceedings  for  the  discoyery 
and  punishment  of  the  murderers  of 
Dr.  Barber ;  and,  what  steps  haye  been, 
or  will  be,  taken  to  obtain  compensation 
for  his  family  whether  the  actual  mur- 
derers are  brought  to  justice  or  not  ? 

Mb.  OOUETNEY:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
die  first  part  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
Question,  I  haye. to  say  that  Sir  Eyelyn 
Wood  telegraphed,  on  the  11th  instant, 
as  follows: — 

"  Two  persons  apprehended  on  the  charge  of 
murder  of  Dr.  Barber ;  but  evidence  conflicting 
and  undecided.  Harrismith  Landdrost  com- 
mitted both  prisoners  for  trial  on  the  14th  of  Sep- 
tember, accepting  bail — £5,000— but  observed, 
except  for  the  special  drcumstances,  he  should 
have  dismissed  the  case/' 

We  haye  heard  nothing  since  on  the 
matter.    In  reply  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Question,   I  haye  to  say  that  \ 
tbe  Transyaal  Gbyernment  haye  agreed  i 
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to  become  liable  to  a  certain  moderate 
amount  of  compensation  to  widows  and 
orphans  in  cases  like  Barber's. 

Bib  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE: 
Will  any  steps  be  taken  to  enforce  it,  and 
to  asceiiain  the  amount  of  compensation 
which  ought  to  be  paid  to  the  family  of 
Dr.  Barber  ? 

Mr.  OOUETNEY :  Sir,  there  can  be 
no  doubt  as  to  the  payment  of  the 
amount  for  which  the  Transyaal  Go- 
yemment  is  made  liable.  As  to  the  dis- 
tribution, that  will  depend  on  circum- 
stances. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS  (POLITICAL 
AFFAIRS). 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  a  French  Consul  or  Con- 
sul General  has  been  appointed  at  Tunis 
in  lieu  of  M.  Eoustan ;  and,  whether  M. 
Eoustan  is  inyested  with  any  diplomatic 
or  consular  function,  or  is  merely  the 
Minister  of  the  Bey  of  Tunis;  also, 
whether  French  Diplomatic  and  Con- 
sular  Agents  claim  jurisdiction  oyer 
Tunisian  subjects  resident  in  Ottoman 
territory;  and  whether  the  Porte  and 
other  Goyemments  haying  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  Agents  in  Turkey  concur 
in  such  a  claim  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE.  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Goyernment  had  receiyed 
no  official  information  as  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  French  Consul  at  Tunis  in 
lieu  of  M.  Eoustan  or  otherwise.  Her 
Majesty's  Goyernment  had  pointed  out 
to  the  French  Goyernment  the  incon- 
yenience  which  was  likely  to  arise  ^m 
the  double  functions  of  M.  Eoustan; 
and  from  the  manner  in  which  their  re- 
presentations had  been  receiyed  they 
had  reason  to  belieye  that  a  Consul 
would  be  appointed,  if  he  was  not  now 
appointed.  Her  Majesty's  Goyernment 
were  not  informed  as  to  the  change  of 
M.  Eoustan's  functions.  He  had  already 
substantially  answered  the  latter  Ques- 
tion, in  reply  to  an  hon.  Member  a  few 
days  ago.  Papers  had  been  laid  before 
Parliament — Tripoli,  No.  1,1881  — show- 
ing that  the  French  Consular  authorities 
in  Ottoman  territory  had  issued  notices 
calling  upon  Tunisians  to  register  them- 
selyes  at  the  French  Consulate.  In  a 
Parliamentary  Paper  recently  issued — 
Tunis,  No.  7,  1881,  No.  44— would  be 
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found  recorded  the  view  taken  by  the 
Porte  on  this  matter  and  other  Papers ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  would  see  what 
passed  on  the  subject  of  the  protec- 
tion of  Tunisians  in  Egypt,  and  at  Paris 
between  Lord  Lyons  and  M.  St.  Hilaire. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  could  not 
undertake  to  say  what  view  other  Go- 
vernments took  on  this  matter. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL,  CLAUSE  26 
— PQROHASES. 

Sib  WILLIAM  PALLISER  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  If  he 
would  explain  whether  sub -section  3, 
Olause  25  of  the  Land  Bill,  confers 
power  on  the  Commissioners,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Treasury,  to  grant  a  re- 
duction of  interest,  upon  the  money  due 
by  a  purchaser,  in  consideration  of  a  pre- 
payment, e.g.,  assuming  the  cost  to  the 
State  of  Uie  money,  inclusive  of  expenses, 
not  to  exceed  3^  per  cent. ;  and,  whether 
the  Conmiissioners  woidd  have  power, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  and 
in  consideration  of  a  pre-payment,  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  interest  to  3J  per 
cent.  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
that  as  he  understood  the  Question,  it 
was  whether,  under  the  section  as  it  now 
stood,  the  Commissioners  would  have 
the  power  to  make  special  terms  with  a 
purchaser  as  to  the  amount  of  interest 
to  be  paid  for  advances?  He  was  of 
opinion  they  would.  They  would,  in 
fact,  have  the  power  to  deal  on  any 
terms  that  the  Treasury  might  sanc- 
tion. 

KUSSIA  —  CONDITION  OF  FOREIGN 
JEWS— EXPULSION  OF  MR.  L.  LEWI- 
SOHN,  A  NATURALIZED  BRITISH 
SUBJECT. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Lewisohn  has  been  granted  a  new  pass- 
port by  the  Foreign  Office,  and  that 
such  passport  has  been  vis6d  with  the 
words  **  Bon  pour  la  Russi6  *'  by  the  Eus- 
sian  Consul  General  in  London;  whe- 
ther Mr.  Lewisohn,  who  is  obliged  to 
proceed  immediately  to  Bussia  on  urgent 
business,  will  be  allowed,  on  the  strength 
of  such  passport  and  visa,  to  stay  there 
for  such  time  as  he  may  find  necessary 

Sir  Charh%  W.  DUke 


for  the  transaction  of  his  business,  and 
during  his  stay  there  be  accorded  the 
protection  enjoyed  by  all  other  British 
subjects  travelling  in  Russia ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Correspondence  which  has  taken 
place  between  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment  and  the  Government  of  Russia  re- 
lative to  Mr.  Lewisohn's  illegal  expul- 
sion from  St.  Petersburg  wul  now  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

SiK  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
■aid,  it  was  th&case  that  Mr.  Lewisohn 
had  been  granted  a  new  pas^ort  which 
had  been  vUid  by  the  Russian  Consul 
General.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would,  of  course,  continue  to  claim  for 
all  British  subjects  their  Treaty  rights. 
The  question  what  were  the  rights  of 
foreign  Jewish  subjects  had  been  under 
discussion  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment and  the  Russian  Government, 
as  it  had  long  been  the  subject  of  cor- 
respondence between  the  Russian  and 
the  United  States  Gt)vemment8.  The 
Correspondence  on  the  subject  was  not 
yet  complete,  but  the  first  portion  of  it 
was  put  on  the  Table  a  week  or  two  ago, 
and  the  remainder  would  be  published 
as  soon  as  complete. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WORMS,  in 
consequence  of  the  answer  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  said,  that,  being  in  hopes  that 
the  representations  which  had  been 
made  and  which  he  trusted  would  be 
made  to  the  Court  of  Russia  on  behalf 
of  Mr.  Lewisohn  would  have  the  effect 
of  insuring  to  that  gentleman  the  pro- 
tection to  which  he  was  entitled,  he 
would  postpone  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice  on  the  subject  until 
next  Session. 

CONFISCATED  ESTATES  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  cause 
to  be  prepared  and  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  a  Return  showing  the 
number  of  the  Confiscated  Estates  of 
£5,000  acres  and  over  now  held  in 
Ireland  by  proprietors  whose  ancestors 
obtained  the  same  from  the  English 
Government  in  the  form  which  appears 
on  the  Notice  Paper  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
there  would  be  great  difficulty,  if  not 
impossibility,  in  complying  with  the  re- 
quest for  the  Return  indicated.  In  the 
first   place,    the  Government    had  no 
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power  to  trace  the  title  down  from  the 
remote  period  to  the  present  day  in 
order  to  see  whether  the  present  owner 
was  the  descendant  of  the  first  grantees. 
He  had  himself  had  considerable  expe- 
rience in  tracing  titles  in  Ireland,  and 
there  was  hardOfy  an  estate  which  had 
not  been  the  subject  of  repeated  pur- 
chase, so  that  the  present  possessor  was 
not  the  descendant  of  the  original 
grantee.  Besides,  nearly  all  these 
Grown  grants  had  been  printed  50  years 
ago,  and  were  accessible  to  everyone 
under  the  direction  of  the  then  Eecord 
Commissioners. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1870— THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION 
—THE  REPORT  AND  EVIDENCE. 

8iK  WILLIAM  PALLISER  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  Bessborough  Commission,  hay- 
ing received  and  considered  the  evidence 
of  the  Irish  tenants,  issued  a  circular 
invitiug  the  Irish  landlords  to  send  in 
statements  in  reply ;  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  towards  the  close  of 
last  year,  called  upon  the  Commission 
to  forward  their  Eeport  with  the  least 
possible  delay;  whether  the  Commis- 
sioners framed  and  signed  their  Eeport 
without  having  considered  the  landlords' 
statements  in  reply ;  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  to  a  consider- 
able extent  guided,  in  framing  the  Land 
Bill,  by  that  Eeport;  whether  they  were 
aware,  at  the  time,  that  that  Eeport 
was  based,  as  regards  evidence,  upon 
the  ex  parte  and  unrebutted  statements 
of  the  Irish  tenants ;  whether  the  mis- 
taken assertion  in  the  Eeport,  that  the 
landlords'  replies  were  printed  in  the 
Appendix,  confirmed  the  Government  in 
the  belief  that  those  replies  had  been 
considered  by  the  Commission ;  whether 
the  landlords'  evidence  was  published 
for  the  first  time  upwards  of  two  months 
after  the  Eeport  had  been  signed,  and 
with  the  dates  of  the  replies  expunged 
therefrom  ;  whether,  owing  to  the  supi- 
preesion  of  those  dates.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  ignorant  that  the  land- 
lords' replies  had  not  been  considered  ; 
whethei  the  Land  Bill  had  been  practi- 
cally settled  before  the  mistake  was  dis- 
covered ;  and,  whether,  in  consequence, 
the  Land  Bill,  as  well  as  the  Eeport  of 
the  Bessborough  Commission  was  oased, 
as  regards  evidence,  upon  the  ex  parte 


and  unrebutted  evidence  of  the  Irish 
tenants? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  will  en- 
deavour to  answer  the  Question  as  far 
as  the  Government  are  concerned.  In 
the  first  place,  it  is  quite  correct  that 
the  Government  pressed  the  Bessborough 
Commission  to  forward  their  Eeport 
with  the  least  possible  delay.  It  is  also 
true  that  that  Eeport  was  published 
without  certain  replies  of  Irish  land- 
lords to  evidence  which  was  given  before 
it.  But  as  to  the  degree  to  which  the 
Government  was  guided  by  the  Eeport 
in  framing  the  Land  Bill,  that  is  a 
matter  of  opinion,  and  everyone  can 
form  his  own  judgment  on  it  by  com- 
paring the  Eeport  with  the  Land  Bill. 
We  were  quite  aware  that,  at  the  time 
when  that  Eeport  was  published,  it  did 
not  contain  the  counter  statements  of 
the  landlords ;  but  those  counter  state- 
ments were  received  about  March  10, 
and  the  Government  had  not  at  that  time 
concluded  the  consideration  of  the  Irish 
Land  Bill.  Perhaps  I  may  here  explain, 
as  it  is  a  matter  in  which  interest  is 
taken  in  the  House,  that  of  the  22 
editions  of  the  Land  Bill  to  which 
reference  has  been  made,  by  far  the 
greater  number  were  unknown  to  my- 
self. They  really  signified  a  wise  practice 
on  the  part  of  the  draftsman,  th^t  when- 
ever an  alteration  had  been  made,  to 
put  it  in  print  with  a  view  to  a  more 
close  and  accurate  estimate  of  its  effect. 
But  I  believe  there  were  about  four  of 
those  editions  which  Went  to  the  Cabinet. 
The  consideration  of  the  Land  Bill  was 
not  finally  concluded  until  some  time 
after  the  replies  of  the  Irish  landlords 
had  been  received  and  considered.  I 
ought  also  to  say  that  the  consideration 
of  the  Land  Bill  was  commenced  before 
the  Eeport  of  the  Eichmond  Commission 
was  received,  with  the  very  important 
recommendation  it  contained ;  but  that 
Commission  also  made  its  Eeport  while 
the  plans  of  the  Government  were  under 
consideration. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PALLISEE  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  answered 
his  Question,  whether  the  Government 
were  aware  that  the  replies  of  the  land- 
lords had  not  been  considered  by  the 
Commission  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  received  these  replies  at 
the  time  when  the  Government  com- 
menced consideration  of  the  aub\5kQ^^  \svi^ 
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received  them  while  the  subject  was 
under  consideration.  With  regard  to 
the  Question  as  to  when  and  how  far  the 
replies  were  considered  by  the  Commis- 
sion, that  is  a  question  which  had  better 
be  put  to  the  Commission  itself. 

LAND    LAW    (IRELAND)    BILL  — THE 
LORDS'  AMENDMENTS. 

Mk.  MACDONALD  :  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
a  point  of  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  you, 
whether  it  is  competent  to  any  hon. 
Member  to  move  the  rejection  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  as  a  whole  at  once, 
and  so  save  the  House  the  trouble  of 
considering  them  again  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  On  the  Order  of  the 
Day  being  read  for  the  Consideration  of 
the  Lords'  Amendments,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, if  he  thinks  proper,  may  move  that 
those  Amendments  bo  considered  three 
months  hence.  The  hon.  Member  is  at 
liberty  to  do  that ;  but  I  think  it  only 
right  to  inform  him  that,  if  the  Motion 
were  carried,  it  would  involve  the  loss 
of  the  Land  Bill. 

NAVY— THE  POSITION  OF  NAVI- 
GATING AND  WARRANT  OFFICERS. 

In  reply  to  Sir  H.  Drttmmond  Wolff, 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  said,  that  the 
Naval  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  watched 
the  fortunes  of  the  old  navigating  officers, 
who  would  not  suffer  by  the  ultimate  abo- 
lition of  their  service  beyond  the  regret 
which  that  abolition  naturally  caused 
them.  With  regard  to  the  warrant 
officers,  the  Admiralty  were  quite  deter- 
mined that  that  service  should  always 
be  made  sufficiently  attractive  to  bring 
to  it  the  best  men  in  the  Navy. 

THE    PATRIOTIC    FUND  —  MR. 
HAMILTON. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Henry  Holland, 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  heard, 
to  his  regret,  though  not  officially,  that 
Mr.  Hamilton,  the  Accountant  General 
of  the  Admiralty,  had  ceased  to  be  a 
member,  not  of  the  Commission,  but  of 
the  Committee  which  was  appointed  by 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Patriotic  Fund. 
When  the  Bill  now  before  Parliament 
received  the  Eoyal  Assent  the  Govern- 
ment would  then  consider  the  question 
of  the  appointment  of  another  Oommis- 
•ioner. 

Jfr.  Gladstone 


OltD^nS    OF    TRE   DAT. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

OOirSIDERATIOir    OF    LORDS    BEASOITS   AND 

AMENDMENTS. 

Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords 
Seasons  and  Amendments  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Lords  Eeasons  ana  Amend- 
ments be  now  considered." — {Mr.  Glad- 
stone.) 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether,  con- 
sidering that  the  House  had  already 
once  considered  the  Amendments,  he 
proposed,  before  dealing  with  the 
Amendments  eeriatim,  to  make  any 
general  statement  to  the  House  as  to  the 
course  which  he  recommended  the  House 
to  take  with  reference  to  the  considera- 
tion or  rejection  of  the  Amendments  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  we  have 
endeavoured  to  weigh  with  care  the 
question  to  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
just  referred,  and  indeed  we  did  weigh  it 
with  care  on  a  former  occasion,  when 
first  the  Amendments  came  back  from 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  we  came  to  the 
same  conclusion  on  both  occasions.  The 
main  reason  for  that  decision  is  this — 
that  it  would  be  unsatisfactory  were  I 
to  make  a  selection  from  these  Amend- 
ments of  what  I  might  think  most  ma- 
terial, for  I  might  convey  a  very  untrue 
impression  by  leaving  out  Amendments 
which  other  hon.  Gentlemen  might  deem 
equally  material.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
I  were  to  endeavour  to  go  through  Ihe 
whole  of  the  Amendments  and  state  the 
course  to  be  taken  by  the  Government 
upon  each  of  them,  I  should,  in  the 
first  place,  a  good  deal  bewilder  the 
House  by  the  intricacy  of  details,  and 
likewise  occupy  a  good  deal  of  its  time. 
I  should  not  like  to  do  that  if  it  can  be 
avoided.  So  we  propose  to  take  the 
Amendments  seriatim  upon  their  merits, 
and  to  ask  the  House  patiently  to  accom- 
pany us  through  them  in  a  task  which, 
at  any  rate,  is  one  of  diminished  scope 
and  labour.  The  first  Amendment  of 
the  Lords 

Me.  SPEAKER :  The  Motion  is,  tiiat 
the  Lords'  Eeasons  and  Amendments 
be  now  considered* 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  said,  before 
that  Motion  was  put  to  the  House,  he. 
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wished  to  ask  whether  it  was  not  a 
fact  that  in  1870,  when  the  House  was 
in  the  same  position  as  at  present — 
namely,  considering  the  Lords^  Amend- 
ments to  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ire- 
land) Bill — the  Prime  Minister  did  not, 
at  the  request  of  Mr.  Disraeli,  make  a 

general  statement  upon  the  Amendments 
ef ore  the  House  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  that  is 
very  likely  so;  but  the  Amendments 
which  were  in  question  between  this 
House  and  the  Lords  in  1 870  were  by 
no  means  of  the  same  character  and  of 
the  same  complexity  as  on  the  present 
occasion. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  supposed 
there  was  no  use  in  an  Irish  Member 
putting  further  questions  ;  but  he  must 
express  his  regret  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  not  felt  it  within  his  power  to 
make  a  statement.  The  conduct  of  the 
Gbyernment  in  this  matter  would  tend 
to  embarrass  the  action  of  those  Irish 
Members  who  were  particularly  inte- 
rested with  the  care  of  the  tenants'  inte- 
rests, and  would  lead  to  the  impression 
that  the  Liberal  Party  had  preferred 
surrender  to  dissolution. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  trouble  the  House ;  but  he  and  many 
others  had  not  troubled  the  House  at 
all  on  the  Land  Bill,  and  he  did  think 
it  right,  therefore,  to  say  a  very  few 
words  on  the  present  occasion.  They 
had  been  heretofore  almost  silent  in  con- 
nection with  the  passing  of  that  im- 
portant measure.  They  had  been,  in 
consequence,  he  might  say,  exposed  to 
suspicion  on  the  one  side  among  their 
own  Friends,  and  on  the  other  to  the 
taunts  of  their  Opponents,  because  of 
the  silent  attitude  they  had  assumed. 
They  had  been  charged  with  treason  on 
^e  one  hand,  and  on  the  other  they 
were  told  they  were  blind  followers  of 
the  Government.  They  had  not  noticed 
these  charges,  and  they  had  not  noticed 
the  taunts.  They  were  willing  to  sit 
there,  under  those  imputations,  and  give 
a  silent  and  frank  support  to  the  Go- 
vernment in  pressing  on  that  great  mea- 
sure ;  but  they  did  that,  not  out  of  any 
indifference  to  the  Bill,  not  from  in- 
difference to  the  clauses  it  contained, 
but  from  the  conviction  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gt)vemment  had  a  most  important, 
and  most  solemn  task,  he  might  say,  be- 
fore them,  and  that  their  best  and  first 
4uiy  was  to  support  frankly  and  cordially 


the  Government,  at  the  head  of  which 
was  a  Minister  in  whom  they  had  entire 
confidence,  in  passing  the  meastire  which 
he  had  just  now  described.     They  had 
done  so,  and  their  labours,  after  a  long 
time,  had  almost  been  set  at  naught,  as 
it  appeared  to  them,  in ''  another  place." 
They,  the  Representatives  of  the  people, 
supporting  the  Government  of  that  coun- 
try, after  a  long  series  of  discussions,  had 
come  to  resolutions  which  had  been  set 
at  naught  by  those  who  were  not  the 
Representatives  of  the  people,  and  those 
who  were  not  the  Government  of  Her 
Majesty  in  that  country.  They  felt  deeply 
ffrieved  at  the  issue — he  did,  at  all  events, 
for  one— and  he  rather  regretted,  in  ac- 
cordance with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  opposite   (Mr.   Pamell), 
that  they  had  not  at  once,  before  enter- 
ing on  any  part  of  that  discussion,  had 
a  preliminary  statement  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.     They  looked  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  still  pursuing 
the  course  that  would  uphold  the  main 
principles  of  the  measure  that  they  had 
so  well  brought  to  a  conclusion,  as  far  as 
they  were  concerned;  and  so  long  as  they 
continued  to  do  so  he,  for  one,  should 
give  them  his  Ml  and  cordial  and  silent 
support,  as  he  had  hitherto  done;  but 
he  did  hope,  and  hoped  most  sincerely, 
that  no   material  concession  or  change 
would  be  made  in  response  to  that  irre- 
sponsible Body  he  had  spoken  of.     If 
the  Government  did  maze   such  con- 
cessions— he  was  only  speaking  for  him- 
self, he  could  not  speak  for  others,  al- 
though he  had  been  in  communication 
with  a  large  number  of  hon.  Members 
— he  did  not  think  they  would  receive 
the  cordial  support  which  up  to  that 
time  had  been  accorded  to  them  from 
Radical  Members  below  the  Gangway. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, the  House  had  good  reason  to 
thank  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  for  the  remarks  which 
had  just  fallen  from  him.  He  (Mr. 
Healy),  on  his  part  and  that  of  his  hon. 
Colleagues,  however,  felt  bound  to  ex- 
press his  dissatisfaction  with  the  course 
taken  by  the  Government.  That  course 
inspired  the  Irish  Members  with  a  great 
amount  of  distrust.  He  and  his  Col- 
leagues had  found,  upon  all  former 
occasions,  that  when  the  Government 
had  taken  a  course  of  the  kind  which 
they  were  then  taking,  and  compromises 
had  been  arrived  at,   the  Irish  t^^^i^xs^ 
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was  always  the  sufferer.  That  was  the 
course  pursued  in  1870,  and  it  now  ap- 
peared that  the  Prime  Minister  did  not 
propose  to  make  any  statement.  They,  of 
course,  could  imagine  why  he  did  not. 
If  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  to 
make  a  statement  satisfactory  to  the 
general  body  of  the  House,  it  would 
simply  be  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  send  back  the  Bill  to  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  Commons'  Eeasons  for 
disagreeing  to  the  Lords'  Amendments 
were  in  black  and  white,  and  the  Go- 
vernment should  simply  insist  upon  re- 
taining that  disagreement.  But  the  Qo- 
vernment  had  chosen  another  course,  in 
which  might  be  plainly  seen  the  germs 
and  beginnings  of  surrender. 

Mr.  D.  grant  said,  that  he  should 
think  those  who  represented  large  con- 
stituencies would  best  fulfil  their  duties 
by  stating  their  opinions  in  the  situa- 
tion where  they  now  found  themselves. 
He  should  feel  it  his  duty,  if  any  large 
concession  were  made  in  the  Bill  as  it 
now  stood,  to  vote  against  the  Govern- 
ment. He  was  quite  sure  that  those  who, 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  might 
be  intending  to  urge  Hep  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  surrender,  were  preparing 
for  themselves  a  pitfall  which  they  could 
not  at  the  present  moment  realize. 
There  were  conditions  underlying  this 
question  and  this  state  of  affairs  which, 
if  the  matter  were  forced  to  an  issue, 
would  bring  about  consequences  such  as 
hon.  Members  little  dreamt  of.  They 
would  find  that  consequences  would  re- 
coil upon  themselves,  which  even  those 
who  might  desire  so  to  do  would  find  it 
impossible  to  control. 

Mr.  ANDERSON :  After  some  of  the 
remarks  made  by  some  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  this  question,  I  feel  bound  to 
say  a  few  words,  if  possible,  to  deprecate 
the  violent  counsels  that  we  have  just 
heard.  I  do  venture  to  hope  that,  what- 
ever happens,  the  labour  that  has  been 
expended  upon  this  Bill  will  not  be  thrown 
away.  The  Bill  is,  to  a  large  extent,  a 
very  good  Bill ;  and  if  it  were  carried, 
even  in  its  present  form,  it  would  be  a 
most  valuable  measure  for  Iceland.  It 
gives  you  your  Court;  you  can  start 
that  Court  immediately,  and  have  it  in 
operation ;  and,  if  you  refuse,  what  better 
will  you  get  and  when  ?  I  do  not  wish 
to  accept  all  the  objections  that  the  Lords 
take  \  but  I  say  that  it  is  essentially  a  case 
for  compromise.  The  two  Houses  seem 
2ir,  E^aly 


to  have  arrived  tolerably  near  each  other, 
and  I  do  hope  that  the  labour  that  has 
been  given  to  the  Bill  will  not  have  to 
be  gone  over  again.  If  you  want  to 
fight  the  Lords — and  I  am  quite  as  ready 
to  fight  them  as  anyone— it  will  be  quite 
as  easy  to  fight  tiiem  upon  a  Supple- 
mentary Bill  next  Session  as  upon  this 
one.  What  I  would  advise  would  be 
to  press  for  all  you  can  possibly  get,  but 
do  not  throw  over  the  Bill.  K  you  can- 
not get  all  you  want,  bring  in  a  Supple- 
mentary Bill  next  Session,  and  ^ht 
upon  that. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  as  I  have 
only  answered  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  as  to  why  I  did  not,  upon  this 
occasion,  offer  a  few  general  observations 
upon  the  matter  as  a  whole,  perhaps 
the  House  will  allow  me  to  say  one  or 
two  words  upon  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healv)  and  the  one  or  two  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  taken  part  in  this 
very  short  discussion.  Now,  Sir,  tiie 
principle  which  we  have  adopted  on  the 
present  occasion  is  that  which  we  like- 
wise adopted  on  the  former  occasion. 
We  have  gone  through  the  Amendments 
on  their  merits,  and  have  endeavoured 
to  consider  them  on  their  merite,  one  by 
one.  I  have  heard  the  word  ''  compro- 
mise "  made  use  of.  Now,  that,  I  must 
say,  is  a  word  I  should  not  wish  to  apply 
to  our  proceedings  in  the  consideration 
of  the  merits  of  the  Amendmente,  with 
an  earnest  desire  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  real  differences  in  principle, 
and  cases  where  there  may  be  some  mo- 
tive, some  object  to  be  served,  not  by  us 
yet  felt,  yet  fully  understood,  and  yet 
not  in  itself  illegitimato  as  involving 
any  principle.  This  we  consider  to  be 
a  very  important  portion  of  our  duty. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wexford  has  steted  that  there  should 
be  but  one  satisfactory  method  of  deal- 
ing with  the  subject,  and  that  would 
be  to  make  a  general  statement  which 
should  involve  a  universal  nemtive  on 
the  Lords'  Amendments.  Wdl,  Sir,  I 
do  not  agree  with  that.  I  know  not 
what  it  may  be,  whether  it  is  parental 
instinct  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  or  whether  it  be  an  en- 
lightened view  of  public  policy;  but, 
undoubtedly,  I  think  there  is  in  our 
minds  a  much  greater  desire  to  keep 
alive  the  present  Bill|  and  to  oany  it 
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into  law,  than  appears  to  suggest  itself 
to  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  refers  to  the  pro- 
ceedings which  were  adopted  in  1870, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  when  he  says  that 
he  considers  it  an  evil  omen  that  the 
Prime  Minister  has  forehome  to  trouble 
the  House  with  a  general  statement,  he 
also  says  that  in  1870,  in  like  manner, 
we  compromised  the  interests  of  the 
tenants  by  the  concession  we  made  to 
the  House  of  Lords.  But,  at  any  rate,  I 
think  the  hon.  Member  ought  to  infer, 
rather  hopefully  than  unhopefully,  horn 
our  forbearing  to  make  a  general  state- 
ment on  this  occasion ;  because,  in  1870, 
when,  as  he  said,  we  compromised  the 
interests  of  the  tenant,  we  did  commence 
the  operation  with  a  general  statement. 
'With  regard  to  what  fell  from  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn),  it  is  not  necessary  forme 
to  repeat  the  expressions  of  gratitude, 
which  I  yentured  a  few  nights  ago  to 
lay  before  the  House,  with  respect  both 
to  the  amount  and  the  nature  of  the 
support  which  has  been  afforded  to  the 
measure  in  various  quarters  of  the  House, 
especially  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
which  alone  has  enabled  us  to  over- 
come the  great  difficulties  presented  by 
the  subject  and  the  circumstances  of  the 
case ;  but  my  hon.  Friend  has  told  us, 
with  perfect  frankness,  that  if  we  de- 
parted from  the  essential  principles  and 
structure  of  the  Bill,  we  must  expect 
him  giving  votes  adverse  to  our  own.  I 
am  not  surprised  at  that  declaration. 
It  will  not  be  any  part  of  our  duty  to 
rejieat  the  announcements  made  at  a 
very  early  stage  of  these  discussions 
with  regard  to  the  nature  of  the  obliga- 
tions incumbent  upon  us.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  the  course  most  befitting  either  our 
own  dimity,  or  the  relations  between 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  to  indulge 
incessantly  or  repeatedly  in  declarations 
which,  I  think,  once  made,  if  they  are 
believed,  are  sufficient.  That  is,  per- 
haps, all  that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
say  on  this  occasion.  I  believe,  upon 
the  whole,  the  House,  if  it  is  satisfied 
with  the  general  spirit  in  which  we  have 
endeavoured  to  conduct  our  part  of  the 
deliberations  and  of  the  decisions  on  this 
Bill,  will  be  inclined,  having  trusted  us 
thus  far,  to  trust  us  to  the  end,  and  not 
to  refuse  to  enter  upon  the  detailed  con- 
siderations of  the  Amendments  to  which 
we  now  respectfully  ask  the  House. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Beasons  and  Amendments  eon" 
sidered. 

Lords  Amendments  to  Commons 
Amendment  to  Lords'  Amendments  in 
page  2,  lines  5  and  6,  read  a  second 
time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  there  are 
embraced  in  this  paragraph  two  Amend- 
ments which  probably  I  may  be  allowed 
to  consider  as  one,  in  consequence  of 
their  entering  into  the  same  sentence, 
belonging  to  the  same  subject,  and  vir- 
tually forming  a  imity.  The  first  is, 
that  the  Lords  have  struck  out  our 
words  **  substantially  maintained,"  and 
have  inserted  ''or  acquired  and  have  in 
the  main  been  upheld."  The  other  is 
that  they  have  left  out  the  word  '*  and  " 
and  have  inserted  the  word  "  or."  Now, 
Sir,  with  regard  to  the  first  of  these 
Amendments,  we  are  not  able  to  concur 
in  it,  and  for  this  reason.  It  divides 
itself  into  two  parts.  The  Amendment 
as  it  stands — **  acquired  and  have  in  the 
main  been  upheld  " — first  directs  us  to 
the  sense  of  the  word  ** acquired."  Well, 
Sir,  the  introduction  of  that  word,  it 
appears  to  us,  would,  by  a  strange  pro- 
cess, introduce  into  the  category  of  Eng- 
lish-managed estates,  estates  or  holdings 
which  have  never  had  the  smallest  pre- 
tension to  that  character,  but  which, 
notwithstanding,  having  passed  into  the 
hands  of  the  landlord  by  the  total  ex- 
tinction of  the  tenancy — as,  for  instance, 
upon  an  eviction — do  correspond  to  the 
term  that  the  landlord  has  acquired  the 
improvements.  For,  in  that  case,  un- 
doubtedly, he  has  acquired  them.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  these  are  cases  which 
in  no  manner  enter  into  the  spirit  of 
the  original  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage),  or  in  the  steps  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken  to  give  effect  to  the 
spirit  of  that  proposal.  So  also  with  re- 
gard to  the  words  ''  in  the  main  upheld." 
These  are  proposed  to  be  substituted  for 
the  words  ''substantially  maintained," 
on  the  ground  that  the  words  "sub- 
stantially maintained  "  might  be  con- 
strued to  exclude  cases  to  which  it  is 
the  apparent  intention  of  both  Houses 
that  the  clause  should  apply.  Now,  Sir, 
we  are  totally  unaware  of  what  these 
cases  are ;  and,  believing  that  we  under- 
stand our  own  words,  and  believing  that 
they  give  a  just  effect  to  the  intentions 
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of  the  House,  we  are  very  reluctant  to 
a^ee  to  the  admission  of  other  words 
which  we  do  not  so  well  understand, 
and  which  we  think  that  the  Court 
would  be  apt  to  construe,  from  the  very 
fact  that  they  were  introduced  as  an 
alternative  to  the  words  ''  substantially 
maintained,"  in  a  sense  different  to  that 
which  we  understand  and  have  fully  ex- 
pounded in  this  House,  and  which  we 
think  was  generally  recognized  as  reason- 
able in  this  House.  Consequently,  Sir, 
we  do  not  agree  to  that  Amendment. 
With  regard,  however,  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  word  '*or''  in  lieu  of  the 
word  **  and  "—[-4  /aii^A]— though  it  ex- 
cites hilarity,  1  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  case  was  stated  with  perfect  ac- 
curacy by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Manners),  that  in  strictness  the  word 
**  and  "  applies  to  one  of  the  two  alter- 
natives ''acquired  and  maintained,"  and 
the  word  "  or  "  to  the  other ;  and  when 
we  come  to  that  word  we  shall  propose 
words  to  give  effect  to  that  portion  of 
the  Lords  Amendment,  so  far  as  it  is 
embraced  in  the  description  of  the  noble 
Lord.  I,  therefore,  propose,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  disagree  with  the  Lords' 
Amendments. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendments." — 
(^Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  Sir,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  very  clearly  given  us  the  reasons 
why  he  asks  the  House  to  dissent  from 
the  Amendments  which  the  Lords  made 
in  the  present  instance.  I  regret  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  able  to 
acquiesce  in  the  proposal  of  their  Lord- 
ships, for  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
other  House  stated  that  the  Amendment 
was  made  were  to  the  effect  that  the 
words  ''substantially maintained"  would 
exclude  many  cases  to  which  the  clause 
was  intended  to  apply.  Those  grounds 
are  founded  upon  this  reasoning,  that 
many  people  who  have  English-managed 
estates  would  be  unable  to  satisfy  the 
requirements  of  the  Court,  and  to  show 
that  every  single  improvement  had  been 
maintained  by  them,  and  therefore  lose 
the  benefits  of  the  provision.  The  way 
in  which  it  now  stands  is  that  the 
House  of  Lords,  although  they  omitted 
the  words  "  substantiaUy  maintained," 
have  endeavoured,  in  another  form,  to 
present,  in  a  mitigated  extent,  the  ori- 
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f*  lal  idea  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
admit  it  is  extremely  difficult,  once 
the  element  of  substantial  maintenance 
is  retained  in  the  Bill,  to  present  it  in 
any  form  which  will  not  be  open  to  a 
great  deal  of  criticism.  I  have  criticized 
it,  and  there  will  always  be  to  the  end 
of  the  chapter  criticisms  upon  the  idea 
intended.  I  myself  would  have  been 
very  glad  if  the  Prime  Minister  had 
seen  Ms  way  to  agree  to  the  drafting 
sent  down  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
because,  as  I  believe,  it  would  have 
carried  out  the  declared  intention  of  the 
Gt)vemment,  and  would,  to  some  extent, 
have  met  the  objectiona  which  I  took  to 
the  earlier  drafting. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  amend 
the  Amendment  by  leaving  out  the 
words  ("or  acquired  and  have  in  the 
main  been  upheld")  and  insert  in  lieu 
thereof  the  following  words : — ("  By  the 
landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title,  and 
have  been  substantially  maintained  ")  ; 
and  in  the  next  line  to  leave  out  the 
word  ("  or ")  and  insert  the  word 
("and"). 

Motion  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attokwey  Ge- 
NEBAL  for  Ieelai7d,  further  Amendment 
made  by  leaving  out  the  words  ("  made 
or  acquired"). 

Lords  Consequential  Amendment  in 
page  2,  line  18. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  iob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  agree 
with  the  Lords'  Amendment,  explaining 
that  the  alteration  was  of  an  unimportant 
nature. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  witn  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  should  con- 
sider it  a  very  prejudicial  Amendment 
to  the  interests  of  the  tenants,  and  one 
that  should  be  resisted,  if  a  landlord 
were  to  be  allowed  to  claim  in  respect  of 
improvements  which  were  not  made  or 
acquired  by  him  or  his  predecessors  in 
title. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  admitted  that 
the  Amendments  were  beooming  some- 
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what  difficult  to  follow,  and  pointed  out 
that  as  it  was  required  that  all  the  im- 
proTements  should  be  made  by  the  land- 
lord or  his  predecessor  in  title,  it  was 
quite  dear  that  left  nothing  to  be  made 
by  the  tenant. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  although  their 
Lordships  appeared  to  have  had  no  diffi- 
culty in  dealing  with  the  Amendment, 
they  had  returned  it  in  such  a  muddled 
condition  that  no  one  could  understand 
it  at  all. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment  in  lieu  of  the 
Lords  Amendment  in  page  2,  line  28, 
disagreed  to  by  the  Oommons,  read  a 
second  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  this  is  an 
Amendment  of  a  somewhat  wider  scope 
than  the  first  one  with  which  we  have  had 
to  deal.  Although  not,  after  all,  of  a  very 
wide  scope,  it  has  been  the  subject  of 
very  strong  feeling  and  lively  interest 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  because 
each  side  has  thought  that  considera- 
tions of  justice  were  deeply  involved  in 
the  particular  view  which  they  took.  It 
is  only  fair  that  I  should  make  this  ad- 
mission— that  the  House  of  Lords  has, 
by  a  recent  change  in  the  form  of  their 
Amendment,  greatly  limited  its  effect 
as  compared  with  the  shape  in  ^hich  it 
left  the  Commons.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  considered  the  Amend- 
ment in  its  new  form  with  very  great 
care,  entirely  with  the  view  of  ascertain- 
ing what  will  meet  the  justice  of  the 
case;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  al- 
though I  give  very  great  credit  to  the 
House  of  Lords  for  the  motives  that 
have  induced  them  to  propose  this  new 
form  of  the  Amendment,  the  alterations 
which  they  have  made  in  it  do  not  meet 
the  objections  in  principle  which  lie 
against  it.  It  has  even,  by  a  strange 
chance,  probably  increased  the  strength 
of  some  of  those  obj  ections.  I  admit  that 
there  is  one  case,  which  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men have  puthypothetically,  and  which, 
if  it  really  existed,  and  was  the  subject  of 
anxiety,  would  not  fall  within  the  scope 
of  the  observations  I  ani  about  to  make. 
I  mean  the  case  in  which  the  landlord  is 
sujpposed  to  have  purchased  the  tenancy 
without  a  change  of  tenant.  Where  that 
case  exists,  I  freely  admit  the  observa- 
tions I  am  about  to  make  will  not  apply 
to  that  particular  case ;  but  the  case  the 
Oovenunent  have  before  them  is  the 


ordinary  case  where  the  landlord  pur- 
chases a  tenancy  upon  a  change  of  ten- 
ant. Now,  Sir,  I  wish,  without  distinc- 
tion of  Parties,  to  put  to  the  House 
this  very  commanding  consideration, 
which,  I  think,  does  not  admit  of  reply ; 
and,  I  may  say,  I  am  glad  to  see  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  in 
his  place,  because  no  one  has  paid 
greater  attention  to  the  provisions  of 
tiie  Bill  than  he  has  done,  and  no  one 
more  thoroughly  understands  its  prin- 
dples  than  he  does.  In  the  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  the  Amend- 
ment, as  it  now  stands,  appears  to  throw 
overboard  one  of  the  main  principles  of 
the  Bill.  It  throws  overboard  the  case  of 
three- fourths  of  Ireland.  I  will  not  speak 
of  the  usage,  somewhat  corresponding  to 
the  Ulster  usage;  but  it  throws  over- 
board everything  except  the  purchase  of 
the  tenant  right  in  the  case  where  the 
Ulster  tenant  right  prevails,  and  it  pro- 
vides that  the  Court  shall  have  a  general 
authority,  according  to  what  it  may 
think  just,  to  award  to  the  landlord  upon 
the  first  sale  of  a  tenancy,  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act,  such  consideration  in 
money  out  of  the  price  realized  by  the 
sale  of  the  tenancy  as  it  may  think  fit 
and  such  as  will  recoup  him  for  the 
amount  he  has  expended  in  the  pur- 
chase of  the  tenant  right.  Every  care 
has  been  taken  by  the  Lords  to  limit 
the  amount  of  that  claim ;  but  their 
Amendment,  of  course,  implies  that  the 
landlord  has  a  legitimate  claim  upon 
that  consideration  money,  and  that  is  an 
admission  which,  after  very  careful  con- 
sideration, we  cannot  bring  ourselves  to 
make.  And  the  first  and  main  reason 
for  our  objection  is  this.  The  purchas- 
ing Ulster  landlord  has  placed  himself, 
and  has  placed  his  incoming  tenant,  in 
the  exact  legal  position  of  the  landlord 
and  tenant  all  over  Ireland,  and  by  law 
his  relation  to  his  tenant,  after  he  has 
purchased  his  tenant  right,  is  precisely 
that  of  the  landlord  in  Ireland  to  his 
tenant  where  no  tenant  right  ever  pre- 
vailed, or,  at  least,  was  ever  recognized. 
That  being  so,  it  seems  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  follow  inevitably  from  this,  that 
if  the  legal  postion  and  relation  of  the 
Ulster  landlord  and  the  Ulster  tenant  is 
equal  to  those  of  landlord  and  tenant  all 
over  Ireland,  the  Government  cannot  con- 
sent to  introduce  a  distinction  to  the  pre- 
judice  of  the  Ulster  tenant.  It  would  be 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1943 


Zand  Law 


(COMMONS) 


{Iretani)  BiU. 


1944 


to  the  prejudice  of  the  Ulster  tenant, 
because  the  Amendment,  as  it  stands, 
imposes  upon  the  tenant  who  may  sell 
his  tenancy  a  liability  that  does  not 
attach  to  the  price  of  the  tenancy  in  any 
other  portion  of  Ireland.  I  frankly  own 
we  think  that  is  a  conclusive  objection 
to  the  Amendment.  There  are  certainly 
other  objections — many  other  objections. 
For  example,  it  is  proposed  to  give  to 
the  Court  a  discretion  in  this  matter 
without  any  indication  of  any  sort  what- 
ever how  it  is  to  proceed,  or  without 
any  guidance  from  previous  practice  in 
Ireland,  or  from  the  practice  of  neigh- 
bouring estates.  It  is  not  said  whether 
the  Court  is  to  consider  the  price  that 
the  landlord  may  be  paid,  or  the  price 
that  the  tenant  has  to  get ;  and  we  do  not 
think  it  right  to  give  to  the  Court  this 
discretion  without,  at  the  same  time, 
applying  some  standard  or  indication 
for  its  exercise.  I  said  just  now  that 
other  landlords  purchased  the  tenant 
right,  and  the  landlord  and  the  tenant 
were  placed  in  the  same  position  as 
every  other  landlord  and  tenant  all  over 
Ireland  legally  ;  but  actually  the  Ulster 
landlord  is  placed  in  a  better  position, 
for  this  reason,  because  he  knows,  and 
his  tenant  knows,  that  every  improvement 
upon  the  farm  up  to  the  date  of  purchase 
of  the  tenant  right  belongs  to  him,  and 
him  alone ;  whereas  the  other  landlords 
in  Ireland  have  no  such  certainty  as  to 
their  title  to  this  or  that  improvement 
upon  their  farms.  Then,  Sir,  it  must 
always  be  borne  in  mind  that  when  the 
Ulster  landlord  purchases  the  tenant 
right,  the  main  thing  he  purchases  is 
these  very  improvements,  and  these  very 
improvements  are  there  in  his  hand. 
They  are  not  handed  over  to  the  tenant 
for  him  to  sell  and  pocket  the  price. 
They  are  absolutely  the  property  of  the 
landlord;  and  by  the  8th  sub-section 
of  the  1st  clause  of  this  Bill,  the  Govern- 
ment have  carefully  endeavoured,  as 
they  were  bound  in  justice  to  do,  to 
secure  that  they  shall  remain  the  pro- 
perty of  the  landlord,  unapproachable 
by  the  tenant.  It  may  be  said  that  if 
the  landlord,  as  is  perhaps  the  case  in 
certain  instances,  has  purchased  up  the 
tenant  right,  and  has  made  no  addition 
to  his  rent,  the  then  tenant  has,  up  to 
the  present  time,  had  the  benefit  of  im- 
provements for  which  the  landlord  has 
paid,  without  being  called  upon  to  pay 
any  rent  in  respect  of  it.    That  may  be 
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perfectly  true,  and  so  often  as  it  is  true 
it  is  unquestionable  that  the  tenant  has 
sat  at  a  rent  lower  than  fair  rent.  No 
doubt  at  all  about  it.  But  can  we  go 
back  upon  the  rent  ?  The  Oovemment 
think  not.  If  we  were  to  go  back  upon 
a  rent  lower  than  the  fair  rent,  we 
should  be  compelled  to  go  back  in  the 
case.  But  there  is  another  inference 
that  can  be  drawn,  and  which  would  be 
quite  irresistible,  and  it  is  this — that  if 
we  are  to  go  back  upon  cases  where  the 
tenant  has  sat  at  a  rent  lower  than  the 
fair  rent,  we  must  be  prepared  to  go 
back  upon  cases  where  the  tenant  luis 
sat  at  a  rent  higher  than  the  fair  rent ; 
and  the  consequence  of  that  investiga- 
tion we  were  not  prepared,  nor  would  it 
be  at  all  politic,  to  encounter.  On  those 
grounds,  and  with  that  understanding 
of  the  matter,  I  am  compelled,  while  1 
admit  the  spirit  in  which  the  change 
was  made,  yet,  in  deference  to  what  we 
think  the  reason  in  the  case,  to  move  to 
disagree  with  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
(Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Me.  GIBSON  :  Sir,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter said  no  more  than  was  just  when,  in 
comparing  the  present  Amendment  with 
that  which  was  previously  sent  down,  he 
said  that  it  was  largely  modified,  and 
was  confined  to  a  very  limited  number 
of  cases.  Really,  this  Amendment  seeks 
in  the  most  moderate  way,  subject,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  all  the  restrictions 
which  justice  could  suggest,  to  meet 
what  is  a  special  case,  and  of  course  a 
case  of  not  very  wide  operation  over  Ire- 
land. There  are  a  limited  number  of 
landlords  who  have  purchased  up  their 
tenant  right  in  Ulster,  and  a  few  other 
places  in  Ireland  where  an  euialogous 
custom  prevails,  and  this  provision 
merely  seeks  to  give  to  the  Court,  not 
a  power  of  paying  back  to  those  land- 
lords the  purchase  money  that  they 
gave,  but  merely  the  power  of  consider- 
ing all  the  circumstances.  I  should  be 
glad  if  the  Prime  Minister  saw  his  way 
to  accept  the  Amendment  in  its  present 
form,  or  if  he  would  suggest  Amend- 
ments upon  it  which  would  bring  it 
into  harmony  with  the  requirements  of 
the  case.  I  do  not  think  the  Amend- 
ment would  operate  to  the  prejudice  of 
a  single  tenant  in  Ireland— in  Ulster 
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or  elsewhere — ^because  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  tenant  came  into 
possession  of  bis  holding  free  from  the 
obligations  of  every  other  tenant — 
namely,  the  purchase  of  his  holding. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
remedy  of  the  landlords  would  be  found 
elsewhere  in  the  Act.  That  may  con- 
ceivably be  so ;  but  there  is  not  in  the 
Bill  a  remedy  which  I  think  many  land- 
lords in  Ireland  would  readily  see.  I 
do  not  think  that  even  under  this  Act 
they  would,  in  pursuit  of  a  remedy, 
gladly  raise  their  rents. 

Mb.  FABNELL  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  pleasure  to  the  remarkably 
dear  statement  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
in  which  he  stated  his  reasons  for  op- 
posing the  Amendment.  It  must  be 
notio^,  however,  that  the  Amendment 
only  affected  the  Province  of  Ulster, 
and  it  had  been  rumoured  that  that  Pro- 
vince was  to  be  favoured  in  the  compro- 
mise which  had  been  arrived  at  with 
regard  to  the  Lords'  Amendments ;  but 
he  trusted  that  the  Government  would 
adopt  a  similarly  firm  attitude  when  they 
came  to  the  other  Amendments  affecting 
the  Province  of  Munster. 

Sir  8TAFF0ED  NOETHO9TE :  Sir, 
I  only  rise  to  say  that  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  has 
folly  expressed  the  objections  which  we 
still  feel  to  the  course  proposed  by  the 
Government.  We  are  not  satisfied  at 
all  with  the  reasons  which  have  been 
given  by  the  Prime  Minister ;  but  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  advisable  to  enter 
into  a  prolonged  discussion  of  the  matter. 
Still,  while  reserving  our  opinion,  we 
do  not  think  it  desirable  to  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  a  division. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Lords  Consequential  Amendments  in 
page  5,  lines  10  to  13. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  thought 
the  Lords' Amendments  reasonable  ones, 
and  he  would  ask  the  House  to  agree  to 
them. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '^That 
this  House  doth  agree  with  The  Lords 
in  the  said  Amendments,"  —  (J/r. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) — put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment  to  Oommons 
Amendment  to  Lords  Amendment  in 
page  5,  line  48, 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  this  House  doth  agree  witn  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment."  —  {Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mr.  OHAELES  EUSSELL  wished  to 
point  out  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  this  was  a  distinct  concession  that 
would  be  highly  valued  by  many  Irish 
landlords.  By  the  Common  Law  the 
right  of  killing  game  belonged  to  the 
occupier  of  the  land,  though  the  land- 
lords, when  they  gave  leases,  usually 
reserved  the  right  to  themselves;  but 
most  Irish  holdings  were  subject  to  no 
such  reservation,  and  the  Amendment, 
therefore,  gave  the  landlords  a  right  that 
would  be  much  esteemed. 

Mr.  HEALY  considered  the  Amend- 
ment ought  not  to  be  agreed  with,  and 
as  the  Government  had  made  three  con- 
cessions to  their  Lordships,  he  thought 
it  was  time  there  should  be  a  division. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  could 
not  contradict  what  had  been  said  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  jMember  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  Charles  Eussell),  and  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  did  not  see  why  they  should 
accept  the  Amendment,  and  so  deprive 
the  tenant  of  what  was  his  by  law.  He, 
for  one,  was  not  prepared  to  give  way  on 
this  point,  and  should  certainly  divide 
the  House  on  the  subject. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment  in  page  6,  lines  3 
and  4,  as  since  amended  by  The  Lords. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  the 
Lords  had  assigned  the  following  as  the 
Eeason  they  would  give  for  this  Amend- 
ment : — 

'*  Because  it  is  essential  that  there  should  be 
no  doubt  that,  during  the  continuance  of  a  sta- 
tutory term,  mines  and  minerals,  coals,  and 
coalpits,  are  the  exclusive  property  of  the  land- 
lord, and  that  the  tenant  should  have  express 
notice  thereof." 

He  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland), 
however,  thought  it  an  insufficient  rea- 
son, because  nobody  except  their  Lord- 
ships supposed  these  things  were  in- 
cluded in  a  holding  under  statutory  con- 
ditions. However,  they  wished  to  have 
it  in  this  fashion,  and,  as  the  clause  had 
at  length  been  so  altered  as  to  enact  no- 
thing inconsistent  with  the  rights  that 
had  been  recognized  as  belonging  to  the 
tenant,  he  consequently  did  not  object  tq 
the  Amendment, 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
<'  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — (Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mb.  PAENELL  asked,  whether  in  a 
case  where  the  tenant,  under  his  con- 
tract of  tenancy  with  his  landlord,  had  a 
right  to  work  a  coal  or  other  mine  on  the 
holding  previously,  the  tenant  would  not 
be  debarred  from  the  right  by  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  Amendment  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  if  such 
a  case  were  to  arise,  no  doubt  there 
might  be  such  a  difficulty  as  was  just 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member ;  but  he 
never  yet  knew  of  a  yearly  tenant  having 
a  lease  of  a  coal  mine.  However,  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  adding  the  fol- 
lowing words : — 

**  Subject  to  such  rights  as  the  tenant,  before 
commencement  of  the  said  statutory  term^  was 
lawfully  entitled  to  exercise." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney  Geihsral 
for  Ireland,  said  Lords  Amendment 
amended^  by  inserting  after  the  word 
"  coalpits  "  the  following  words : — 

'*  Subject  to  such  rights  in  respect  thereof  as 
the  tenant  under  the  contract  of  tenancy  sub- 
sisting  immediately  before  the  conmiencement 
of  the  statutory  term  was  lawfully  entitled  to 
exercise." 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  6,  line  8. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  peculiar  nature  of  the  ac- 
tion they  were  now  engaged  in,  it  some- 
times happened  that  a  Motion  was  made 
for  the  disagreement  with  an  Amend- 
ment when  the  intention  was  to  meet 
it,  and  vice  versd,  and  that  was  one  of 
the  cases  he  now  had  before  him.  Li 
the  Bill,  as  amended  by  their  Lordships, 
hon.  Members  would  find  the  words 
**  consequent  upon  an  increase  of  rent " 
had  been  inserted.  He  should  propose 
to  strike  out  those  words,  and  a^r  that 
was  done  he  should  propose  to  insert  in 
the  blank  thus  created  the  words  *'  save 
as  hereinafter  provided."  The  real  ques- 
tion at  issue  was  this — whether  they 
were  or  were  not  to  maintain  the  secu- 
rity of  the  tenant  against  resumption  by 
the  landlord,  for  what  he  might  call 
landlord's  purposes,  during  the  first 
statutory  term.  They  were  distinctly  of 
opinion  that  they  must  adhere  to  the 


character  the  Honse  had  given  to  that 
statutory  term.  He  did  not  say  that  no 
sacrifice  of  the  landlord  was  involved  in 
imposing  that  condition  on  his  interest, 
yet  he  was  quite  certain  that  the  sacri- 
fice of  the  landlord  was  alto^ther  im- 
material as  compared  with  uiat  belief 
that  would  go  forth  in  Lreland  were  they 
to  destroy  the  idea  which  he  believed 
so  justly  prevailed  in  the  minds  of  the 
people,  that  for  a  certain  moderate  term 
they  would  be  free  from  the  landlord 
resuming  possession.  On  that  ground 
he  adhered  substantially  to  the  original 
intention  of  the  Gbvemment.  The  form 
of  the  Motion  would  therefore  be  to  dis- 
agree with -the  Lords'  Amendmient,  with 
the  intention  of  having  it  amended  as 
he  had  proposed.  Though  apparently 
agreeing  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  in 
form,  they  were  in  reality  rejecting  it. 

Motion  made  and  Question,  "That 
this  House  doth  disagree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment," — {Mr. 
Gladstone,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  said  Amendment  be  amended 
by  inserting,  in  pa^e  6,  line  7,  after  the 
word  'tenancy'  tne  words  'save  as 
hereinafter  provided.'  "  —  {Mr,  Glad* 
stone.) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  as  explained  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  the  Amendment  in- 
volved only  a  verbal  change,  and  did 
not  make  any  substantial  variation  at 
that  point.  The  words  of  their  Lord- 
ships, even  if  they  remained  as  they 
were,  were  only  introductory  to  a  change 
made  in  a  subsequent  clause  in  a  differ- 
ent form. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  the  meaning  of 
the  substituted  words  **  hereinafter  pro- 
vided ?  "  The  omitted  words,  "  conse- 
quent on  an  increase  of  rent,"  were  dear 
and  specific.  He  thought  the  change 
was  more  than  verbal,  and  he  was  very 
suspicious  when  he  found  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  ex-Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  in  so  amiable  a 
mood  with  reference  to  this  compromise. 
This  compromise  was  injurious  to  the 
tenant  and  to  the  Bill.  It  was  a  com- 
promise made  in  the  fell  spirit  of  Irish 
landlordism. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  bob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  substi- 
tution of  these  words  did  not  make  a 
particle  of  difference  in  the  offset  of  tha 
sub-section.    They  referred  by  antieipa: 
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tion  to  the  8rd  sub-section  of  Clause  7, 
which  created  the  statutory  term. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  they 
were  to  consider  that  the  objection  of 
the  Lords  to  the  form  of  words  was  of 
such  a  character  that  it  could  be  met  by 
a  merely  verbal  Amendment  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farbbb  Hebsohell)  said,  at  this  par- 
ticular place  that  was  the  case. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  he  could  not  help 
feeling  that  this  was  a  concession  of 
words  where  they  had  refused  to  con- 
cede principles,  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  pleasing  the  Lords  and  soothing  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury.  It  ought  not  to 
be  made,  for  it  should  be  recollected 
that  the  Government  passed  this  section 
through  Committee  and  on  Report  with- 
out permitting  any  alterations. 

SiB  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
that,  as  he  understood  it,  there  were  two 
kinds  of  tenancies,  which  might  be  called 
first- class  and  second-class  tenancies. 
As  the  Bill  now  stood  it  was  to  the  effect 
that  during  the  continuance  of  a  ten- 
ancy of  the  first  class  there  should  be 
certain  rights.  The  House  of  Lords  had 
proposed  to  strike  out  the  words  con- 
fining it  to  the  first  class,  so  as  to  make 
the  proyision  applicable  to  both  classes. 
The  Government  proposed  to  disagree 
with  that,  thinking  it  would  destroy  the 
Bill,  and  they  proposed  to  do  it  in  this 
way — that  there  should  be  certain  rights 
in  all  cases,  except  those  of  the  tenan- 
cies of  the  second  class,  which  was  pre- 
cisely the  same  thing.  On  their  side  he 
and  his  Friends  did  not  agree  to  the 
substance  of  that  proposal,  as  they 
thought  the  Lords  were  right,  and  that 
no  preference  should  be  given  to  one 
class  over  another.  Still,  they  would 
not  take  a  division  on  the  question. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  it  was  a 
matter  of  great  importance  that  the 
power  of  resumption  on  the  part  of  the 
umdlord  during  the  first  term  of  15 
years  should  not  be  conceded,  and  the 
Government  had  no  intention  of  con- 
ceding that  point.  They  thought  the 
words  now  proposed  were  really  better 
words  for  their  purpose  than  the  words 
that  originally  existed,  because  they 
pointed  to  an  after  provision  which  was 
to  be  the  exception  which  they  thought 
they  ought  to  maintain. 

Mb.  HEALY  complained  that  Mem- 
bers could  not  get  copies  of  the  Bill, 
mid;  therefore,  were  unable  to  loUow 


the  discussion.   This  was  miserable  two- 
penny-half-penny economy. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  re-printing 
of  .the  Bill  was  by  order  of  the  House 
of  Lords. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  6,  line 
37,  as  since  amended  by  The  Lords. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  question 
of  compensation  for  disturbance  had  re- 
ceded into  a  position  of  much  less  im- 
portance under  this  Bill  than  it  occupied 
under  the  Act  of  1870.  At  the  same 
time,  the  Amendments  made  in  the  dis- 
turbance scale  by  the  Government,  and 
subsequently  by  the  House,  were  made 
after  much  consideration,  and  he  saw 
no  reason  for  departing  from  them.  He 
therefore  moved  that  the  House  dis- 
agree to  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Oladitone.) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  venture 
to  say  that  this  was  a  clause  which  would 
be  very  rarely  appealed  to,  and  why  the 
Prime  Minister  should  have  so  resolutely 
stuck  to  it  all  along,  was  one  of  those 
things  which  would  puzzle  posterity. 
His  (Mr.  Gibson's)  views  were  that  the 
scale  should  be  struck  out  altogether, 
for  it  was  one  he  could  not  understand, 
being  both  illogical  and  unnecessary, 
both  root  and  branch;  but  what  was 
now  in  dispute  was  a  small  matter,  the 
Lords  having  only  made  two  modifica- 
tions on  the  figures  of  the  scale,  and  he 
therefore  could  not  understand  the  hos- 
tility of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the  pro- 
posal. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment  in  page  8,  lines  15 
and  16. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  this  was  a 
case  where  substantially  there  was  a 
great  disposition  to  arrive  at  an  agree- 
ment upon  this  point,  and  the  Govern- 
ment, though  wishful  to  insert  words  to 
meet  the  general  views,  were  prevented 
from  doing  so  by  the  Forms  of  the  House. 
He  therefore  moved,  in  point  of  form, 
to  disagree  with  the  Lords — that  was  to 
say,  to  retain  their  own  words,  but  to 
add  words  equivalent  to  the  Amendment 
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of  the  Lords  which  would  leave  exactly 
the  same  breadth  of  choice  on  the  whole. 
The  words  he  proposed  to  add  were — 

"  Or  having  otherwise  failed  to  come  to  an 
agreement  with  the  tenant  as  to  what  is  a  fair 
rent  for  the  holding.*' 

It  was  quite  the  same  thing.  [Mr. 
Healy:  Hear,  hear!]  But  he  must 
add  in  fairness  that  the  words  were 
founded  on  what  was  substantially  the 
sense  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed; 
''That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Gladstone.) 

Mb.  healy  said,  it  was  very  evident 
that  their  Lordships  had  been  encouraged 
to  make  this  change  in  the  Bill  owing 
to  the  action  of  the  Government  the 
other  night.  The  Amendment  prac- 
tically conceded  all  that  their  Lordships 
wanted.  The  Bill  treated  the  parties  on 
equal  terms,  and  it  would  go  to  Ireland 
not  in  the  shape  of  a  message  of  peace, 
but  in  the  shape  of  a  threatening  letter. 
Whenever  the  Bill  passed,  there  would 
not  be  a  landlord  in  Ireland  who  could 
not  write  a  threatening  letter  to  every 
one  of  his  tenantry  to  bring  him  into 
Oourt.  As  now  arranged,  that  was  an 
imfortunate  and  miserable  Bill,  and 
every  tenant  would  be  shaking  in  his 
shoes  the  moment  he  had  a  disagreement 
with  his  landlord.  He  denounced  the 
change  in  the  Bill.  It  was  one  of  the 
most  disadvantageous  changes  that  had 
been  made,  and  it  would  result  in  making 
the  Land  Court  one  of  the  most  unpopu- 
lar institutions  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  should  be  very 
glad  if  he  could  recognize  the  vital  na- 
ture of  the  change;  it  required  the 
acute  ability  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  to  discover  it.  So 
far  as  he  could  see,  the  Amendment 
made,  practically,  but  little  change  in 
the  position  of  the  landlord.  He  and 
his  Friends  had  all  along  contended  that 
the  landlord  should  be  able  to  go  into 
the  Court  unfettered  by  any  restriction, 
and  on  equal  terms  with  his  tenants. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  change 
seemed  to  him  to  be  calculated  to  im- 
prove the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
(Mr.  Healy)  was  quite  mistaken  as  to 
its  probable  effect.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Tomment  thought  it  was  imdesirable 


that  if  the  landlord  wished  to  obtain  a 
fixity  for  the  first  1 5  years,  the  only  road 
by  which  he  could  get  it  should  be  by 
demanding  an  increase  of  rent.  It 
would  be  better  that  it  should  come  by 
trying  to  make  a  bargain  with  his  ten- 
ant ;  and  if  he  could  not  do  so,  then  he 
could  go  into  Court.  It  wonld  be  an 
advantage  to  the  landlord  that  heshofdd 
be  able  to  get  fixity  for  15  years,  with- 
out demanding  an  increase  of  rent. 
There  was  no  obligation  pat  on  the 
tenant  to  say  what  he  thought  should 
be  the  reduction.  The  Government  had 
always  protested  against  that,  beoause 
of  the  different  circumstances  in  which 
the  tenant  was  placed  as  compared  with 
the  landlord. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  observed, 
that  whether  the  proposal  would  be  op- 
pressive to  the  tenant  or  not  depended 
entirely  on  the  expense.  If  the  Court 
was  constituted  as  cheaply  as  it  ought  to 
be,  there  would  be  no  oppression  at  all. 
Until  lately  the  tenants  had  only  asked 
for  equal  right  of  access  to  and  advan- 
tage before  the  Court  with  the  landlords.  ^ 
The  Assistant  Commissioners,  if  they 
were  employed  properly,  would  be  arbi- 
trators going  through  the  country,  and 
would  prevent  the  necessity  of  formal 
proceedings  before  the  Court. 

Mr.  Pi^NELL  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  County  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  was  in  error  in  his  statement, 
that  the  tenants  were  content  to  be  placed 
on  an  equal  footing  with  the  landlords 
in  regard  to  access  to  the  Court.  The 
hon.  Member  had  himself  voted  for  a 
Bill  introduced  by  the  late  Mr.  Butt, 
which  provided  that  the  Court  should 
be  open  only  to  the  tenant ;  and  when 
the  matter  was  brought  up  at  meetings 
of  the  farmers,  and  when  his  Bill  was 
criticized  in  the  House,  Mr.  Butt  always 
pointed  out  that  it  was  most  desirable 
that  the  Court  should  not  get  a  bad 
name  in  the  minds  of  the  tenants  as 
being  a  Court  to  which  they  could  be 
forcible  brought  by  the  landlord,  but 
should  be  a  kind  of  refuge  to  which  the 
tenant  could  resort  whenever  he  wished. 
Mr.  Butt  said  the  landlord  could  always 
bring  the  tenant  into  Court  by  means  of 
a  notice  to  quit,  or  by  trying  to  increase 
the  rent.  The  position  of  the  two  par- 
ties was  entirely  dissimilar.  The  land- 
lord had  a  great  many  other  remedies ; 
he  could  recover  his  rent  in  a  variety  of ' 
ways,  and  could  sell  the  tepants'  interest| 
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and  lie  {houglit  it  most  unfair  that  now, 
at  the  eleventh  hour,  an  additional  re- 
medy should  have  been  given  to  the 
landlord.  They,  by  such  a  proceeding, 
laid  the  seeds  for  the  future  choking  of 
the  Court,  and  would  make  the  Bill  com- 
pletely unworkable.  The  significance 
of  that  Amendment  derived  additional 
weight  by  the  Amendment  on  the  57th 
clause,  by  which  the  Government  gave 
the  Court  power  to  stay  the  sale  of  the 
tenant's  interest  for  arrears  of  rent  for 
three  months  until  the  judicial  rent  had 
been  fixed.  The  landlord  would  now  be 
able  to  drive  his  tenants  into  Court,  and 
so  to  clo^  the  Court  that  it  would  be 
perfectly  impossible  to  have  the  judicial 
rent  fixed  in  three  months  with  thejre- 
suit  that  he  could  bring  an  action  for, 
perhaps,  six  months'  arrears,  and  issue 
a  writ  to  sell  out  his  tenant's  interest. 
He  regretted  that  the  Government  had 
altered  the  character  of  their  Bill,  as  it 
would  make  the  tenants  look  upon  the 
Land  Court  with  the  greatest  distrust, 
and  lead  them  to  associate  it  with  the 
other  Courts  where  the  law  was  ad- 
ministered entirely  in  favour  of  the  land- 
lord, and  where  they  never  could  get 
justice.  It  would  also  give  the  strongest 
possible  leverage  to  the  Land  League, 
if  they  wished  to  keep  the  tenants  from 
going  into  Court,  as  theyprobably  would. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  that  there  was  a  great  misappre- 
hension apparently,  and,  through  that 
misapprehension,  a  considerable  mis- 
statement of  fact,  with  regard  to  that 
Amendment.  The  fact  was  that  there 
was  not  one  single  landlord  in  Lreland 
who  would  be  enabled  to  go  into  the 
Court  by  the  Amendment  as  now  pro- 
posed who  could  not  have  gone  into 
Court  under  the  Bill  as  it  originally 
stood.  The  difference  was  simply  this — 
that,  as  the  Bill  previously  stood,  he 
would  only  get  into  Court  by  demanding 
an  increase  of  rent.  Well,  was  it  de- 
sirable to  put  upon  him  that  odious  and 
invidious  duty  in  a  case  where  he  did  not 
want  an  increase  of  rent,  but  only  to  have 
it  judicially  fixed?  He  might  want  to 
concede  a  deduction,  or  to  obtain  judicial 
sanction  of  the  present  rent.  But,  as  the 
Bill  stood,  he  could  not  obtain  that  sanc- 
tion without  demanding  from  the  tenant 
an  increase  which  the  tenant  was  un- 
willing to  pay,  and  then  the  tenant  had 
no  option,  in  defending  himself  against 
that  increase  on  the  rent,  but  to  go  into 

YOL.  COLXIV.      [thibd  sebies.] 


Court.  It  seemed  a  much  fairer  thing 
both  to  the  landlord  and  to  the  tenant 
that  the  landlord  should  be  able  to  ob- 
tain this  fixity  if  he  liked  without  going 
through  that  invidious  course,  and  mak- 
ing a  demand  which  he  might  not  think 
just  or  necessary,  but  because  it  was  the 
only  means  of  getting  the  rent  fixed. 

Mr.  CHAELES  EUSSELL  believed 
there  was  a  little  more  in  the  Amend- 
ment than  the  Prime  Minister  seemed 
to  think.  Still,  he  (Mr.  C.  Eussell) 
thought  its  importance  had  been  greatly 
exaggerated  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
He  would  vote  against  the  Amendment 
if  it  was  pressed  to  a  division ;  but  he 
did  not  think  the  efiect  of  it,  if  passed, 
would  be  very  appreciable.  He  hardly 
thought  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland's 
expectation  that  landlords  would  apply 
this  clause  for  the  sake  of  reducing  a 
rent  and  of  giving  a  fixity  of  15  years 
to  a  reduced  rent  was  well  founded.  He 
had  very  little  hope  of  that  expectation 
being  realized. 

Mb.  WAETON  thought  the  Amend- 
ment, as  now  proposed,  did  not  provide 
for  one  case  that  might  easily  occur.  The 
landlord  might  wish  to  have  a  rent 
fixed,  which  the  tenant  was  willing  to 
pay ;  but  the  tenant  would  not  go  into 
Court  with  his  landlord  to  have  it  fixed 
for  the  statutory  term.  The  landlord 
was  then  put  in  the  disagreeable  posi- 
tion of  having  to  ask  the  Court  for  an 
increase  of  rent,  which  he  did  not  really 
dofiire 

LoBD  EANDOLPH   chuechill 

thought  that  the  Government  must  feel, 
after  the  heated  language  which  they 
had  heard  throughout  the  country 
affainst  the  audacity  of  the  other  branch 
of  the  Legidature,  that  they  had  hardly 
adequately  recognized  the  benefits  con- 
ferred by  the  House  of  Lords  in  that 
Amendment.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
fallen  into  a  slight  inaccuracy  as  to  the 
form  of  the  Bill  as  it  originally  stood. 
The  landlord  could  only  appear  in  Court 
as  a  defendant,  or  a  prosecuted  party. 
Then  the  Prime  Minister  made  a  con- 
cession, and  allowed  the  landlord  tp 
appear  as  plaintiff;  but  only  after  doing 
an  act  which  in  Ireland  would  be  gene- 
rally looked  upon  as  an  arbitrary  act. 
The  House  of  Lords  would  enable  the 
landlord  to  appear  in  Court  without 
having  the  appearance  of  doing  an  in- 
jury to  the  tenant.  The  Lords'  Amend- 
ment was  a  valuable  one,  and  he  was 
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glad  that  their  Lordships  had  been  the  . 
means  of  bringing  the  Government  to  a ! 
better  firame  of  mmd  and  inducing  them  | 
to  yield  on  this  point.    In  the  event  of 
a  sale  of  an  estate,  it  might  be  of  great 
advantage  to  the  landlord  that  he  should 
have  the  power  of  going  to  the  Court 
and  obtaini|ig  a  judicial  valuation  of  his 
land,  and  get  a  statutory  term  imposed 
upon  all  the  tenants. 

Mb.T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  the 
inconvenience  of  the  course  adopted  by 
the  Government  was  now  becoming 
manifest.  If  the  Prime  Minister  had 
made  a  general  declaration,  the  Irish 
Members  would  have  been  better  pre- 
pared for  the  change  which  had  been  so 
suddenly  proposed.  He  was  driven  to 
what  might  appear  to  be  a  somewhat 
uncharitable  conclusion,  that  either  the 
Government  were  endeavouring  to  slip 
out  of  their  original  intentions  with  re- 
gard to  this  matter,  or  else  that  they 
did  not  understand  the  consequences  of 
their  action.  He  thought  the  Amend- 
ment was  a  fatal  structural  change  in 
the  Bill,  and  he  must  say  he  disagreed 
with  the  view  taken  bv  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry). 
The  clause,  in  its  altered  shape,  enabled 
the  landlords  to  go  into  Court  under  dif- 
ferent circumstances  and  conditions.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Galway  said  very  pro- 
perly that  if  the  landlord  went  mto 
Ck)urt,  having  demanded  an  increase  of 
rent,  a  certain  amount  of  odium  attached 
to  him,  and  that  the  burden  of  proof 
was  on  his  shoulders ;  but  now  he  could 
go  into  the  Court  without  the  least 
odium,  and  that  appeared  to  the  hon. 
Member  to  be  a  representation  of  the 
tenant's  interests.  According  to  the  hon. 
Member,  it  was  a  desirable  thing  that 
the  landlord  could  now  threaten  the 
tenant  with  an  action;  the  burden  of 
proof  that  the  rent  asked  was  a  hxr  one 
was  not  on  him,  and  he  oould  use  the 
statutory  term  as  a  Damodes's  sword 
over  the  heads  of  the  tenants  as  a  means 
of  increasing  rents  in  order  to  improve 
his  property  for  the  purpose  of  sale. 
Was  it,  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  would 
ask,  desirable  that  every  landlord  should 
have  that  power  to  use  it  at  his  will? 
That  was  a  game  at  which  it  was  easier 
for  the  landlord  to  ^lay  than  the  tenant. 
They  were  making  htigation  compulsory 
which  was  formerly  optional,  and  were 
thereby  arming  the  landlords  with  an 
additional  power.  His  hon.  Friend's 
(Mr.  Paraell's)  Amendment,  that   mx 
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months'  grace  should  be  given  in  pend- 
ing ejectments,  had  been  reduced  to 
three  months,  and  the  result  would  be 
that  landlords  would  commence  so  many 
ejectment  proceedings  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Court  to  fix  the  rents 
before  the  period  had  elapsed. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBT  explained 
that  his  belief  was  that  the  more  rente 
that  were  judicially  fixed,  the  better  for 
the  peace  of  the  country.  He  knew 
that  what  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  wished  was  that  rents  should 
not  be  judicially  fixed,  but  that  there 
should  be  a  loophole  for  agitation. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the 
Amendment  was  the  beginning  of  a  dear 
indication  that  the  Insh  tenants  were 
being  sacrificed  to  a  compromise  to  be 
arranged  between  the  liberal  and  Con- 
servative Parties.  In  the  long  run,  in- 
jury would  accrue  to  the  Liberal  Party, 
and  to  the  Conservative  Party  also,  ^m 
this  sort  of  patchwork  concession.  Irish 
tenants  would  resent  most  bitterly  the 
proposal  to  place  this  weapon  of  litiga- 
tion in  the  hands  of  the  landlords.  An 
Amendment  of  this  kind  might  pacify 
the  House  of  Lords ;  but  it  would  not 
pacify  Ireland.  The  Conservative  Party 
had  got  their  hand  on  the  key  of  the 
situation  at  the  present  moment,  and  he 
advised  them  to  look  to  the  Irish  people, 
now  that  the  Irish  people  were  being  de- 
serted by  the  Liberals. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  tor 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  was 
very  much  surprised  at  the  vehemence 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  and  would  ask 
the  House  quietly  to  consider  whetfier 
there  was  the  very  smallest  foundation 
for  all  this  outcry?  There  Were  two 
modes  by  which  the  tenant  might  get  a 
judicial  rent  and  a  statutory  term — by 
decision  of  the  Court  or  by  voluntary  ar- 
rangement with  the  landlord  as  to  what 
a  fair  rent  should  be.  It  was  said 
that  this  Amendment  was  a  weapon 
forged  by  the  Government  to  please  the 
Conservatives;  but  he  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  contended  that  hon. 
Members  opposite  would  have  shown  less 
ingenuity,  perhaps,  but  oertoinlv  more 
candour,  if  they  nad  described  the  pro- 
posal of  the  (Government  as  a  mode  by 
which  the  Irish  tenantry  would  be 
enabled  to  obtain  a  reduction  of  rent 
more  easily  and  quickly  than  by  going 
to  the  Court,  and  a  BtAint/oopj  term 
without  any  precedent  litig«ti0n  at  aU. 
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It  flhonld  be  remembered  that  the 
Lcnrds'  Amendment  had  really  been  first 
proposed  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
where  it  was  oonsidered  bj  a  vast 
majority  of  hon.  Members  as  a  fair 
solution  of  a  difficulty,  and  where  it 
would  have  been  carried  but  for  a  merely 
technical  objection.  It  would  surely  be 
unfair  to  say  that  no  landlord  should 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed  on  his  estate  ex- 
cept after  incurring  the  odium  attaching 
to  a  demand  for  a  rent  to  which  he  was 
not  justly  entitled.  He  really  thought, 
with  all  respect  to  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, that  they  were  riding  their  horse 
a  little  too  hard.  They  had  hardly  given 
sufficient  credit  to  the  Government  for  a 
desire  to  do  what  was  just  to  the  land- 
lord without  being  at  all  prejudicial  to 
the  tenant.  The  object  and  effect  of  the 
Amendment  was  manifest,  and  it  left 
the  tenant  nerfectly  free. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  :  Let  the  House 
consider  for  a  few  moments  the  object 
now  declared  to  be  that  of  the  Irish  sec- 
tion, according  to  the  declarations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
ffarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell).  The  House 
has  decided  to  establish  an  institution 
by  virtue  of  this  Bill  which  is  termed 
the  Land  Court,  and  this  Court  is  to 
decide  in  matters  of  equity  between  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant.  The  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Members  whom  I  have  men- 
tioned is  that  this  Court  shall  deal  with 
the  subject-matter  land,  having  only  one 
of  the  two  persons  interested  in  the  land 
before  it.  Tlie  other  person  interested 
in  the  land,  the  landowner,  is  never  to 
appear  in  Court  except  as  a  criminal,  as 
having  violated  the  diief  object  of  this 
Act,  the  establishment  of  a  fair  rent,  by 
asking  a  rent  which  he  must  know 
beforehand,  according  to  this  precious 
scheme,  that  the  Court  will  reject  as  too 
high ;  otherwise  the  landlord  will  have 
no  loeui  standi  before  the  Court  at  all. 
A  Court  pretending  to  deal  in  equity 
which  would  be  limited  to  having  only 
one  of  the  two  parties  interested  before 
it  of  right  would  not  deserve  to  be  called 
a  Court  at  all.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Citv  of  Cork  has  been  at  much  pains 
to  explain  to  the  House  that,  however 
iniquitous  may  be  his  suggestion,  it  in- 
volves an  object  which  the  Party  that  he 
represents  has  contemplated  and  striven 
to  attain  for  years,  that  object  being 
neither  more  nor  less  than  this— to  out- 
law the  landlords. 


Mb.  DAWSON  put  it  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  that  a  land- 
lord, under  the  Amendment,  might  in- 
duce a  tenant  to  accept  a  nominal  re- 
duction of  rent,  to  which  he  would  be 
bound  for  15  years.  The  tenant  might 
unwittingly  find  himself  bound  to  a 
settlement  for  that  term  of  years,  which 
was  adverse  to  his  interests,  and  con- 
trary to  the  previously  declared  inten- 
tions of  the  (tovemment  when  the  Bill 
was  introduced,  for  it  was  understood  to 
be  a  Bill  for  the  tenant,  and  not  for  the 
landlord.  

Me.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  also  in- 
quired of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  what  the  landlord  could  re- 
quire to  go  into  Court  for  but  for  an 
increase  of  rent?  He  was  astonished 
at  the  remarkable  change  which  had 
come  over  the  policy  of  the  Government, 
especially  as  only  the  other  night  the 
Lord  Chancellor  made  a  strong  speech 
in  support  of  not  giving  the  landlords 
the  powers  now  sought  to  be  conferred 
upon  them.  He  believed  that  it  would 
simply  lead  to  litigation,  and  there  was 
no  aoubt  that  the  clause  was  the  result 
of  a  communication  between  the  Leaders 
of  the  two  Parties,  in  order  to  make 
things  pleasant  all  round  for  the  Mem- 
bers of  both  Houses. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  atnended,  by  restoring  the 
words  struck  out  by  their  Lordships. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Gladstone, 
Amendment  further  amended,  by  insert- 
ing the  words  **  or  after "  before  the 
words  inserted  by  their  Lordships. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment  as 
amended." — (i/r.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.) 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  it  would  be  very 
injurious  to  the  tenant  farmers  in  many 
cases  to  apply  to  have  a  statutory  term 
fixed,  because  of  the  conditions  involved 
in  the  term,  and  the  penal  consequences 
of  any  breach  of  them.  Of  course,  in 
many  other  cases,  it  would  be  wise  in 
the  tenants  to  apply  to  have  a  statutory 
term  fixed.  When  this  Amendment  and 
the  Amendment  to  sub-section  5  were 
inserted  in  the  Bill  it  was  a  permissive 
Bill  no  longer.  The  Government  wanted 
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to  give  fixity  of  tenure — he  begged  par- 
don, he  should  say  durability  of  tenure 
— to  the  tenant ;  but  it  was  for  his  own 
benefit.  Where,  however,  the  tenant 
thought  it  was  not  for  his  benefit  to 
have  a  statutory  term  extending  to  15 
years,  he  ought  to  be  at  liberty  to 
ohoose  a  shorter  term.  The  Bill  was 
rendered  very  mischievous  by  forcing 
this  statutory  term  upon  the  tenant.  He 
begged  to  move  an  Amendment  on  the 
main  question  that  the  amended  Amend- 
ment be  agreed  to,  that  in  cases  of 
agreement  between  landlord  and  tenant 
the  statutory  term  should  be  reduced  to 
such  term  as  the  tenant  might  suggest. 
He  should  like  to  tell  the  imsh  people, 
if  the  Bill  passed,  to  improve  their  hold- 
ings at  once,  and  see  wnat  foreign  com- 
petition would  do,  and  then  afterwards 
ask  a  reduction  of  rent ;  but,  in  the  case 
of  persons  to  whom  the  rent  they  were 
paying  was  a  case  of  life  and  death,  he 
would  say  go  to  the  Oourt  at  once  and 
have  it  reduced. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  be  in  Order  in  pro- 
posing an  Amendment  on  the  Amend- 
ment after  the  Question  had  been  put 
from  the  Ohair,  that  the  House  do  agree 
to  the  Lords'  Amendment  as  amended. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  in  that  case,  he 
was  content,  and  would  only  say  a  word 
more.  He  had  formerly  desired  that 
the  Bill  should  be  passed.  Certainly, 
now  he  did  not  desire  it  at  all.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Bill,  in  consequence  of 
the  alterations  which  had  been  made  in 
it,  was  now  an  instrument  of  oppression 
that  might  be  used  against  the  Irish  ten- 
ants, and  he  should  not  be  sorry  to  see 
it  drop.  The  Government  had  done 
their  worst  to  make  the  measure  un- 
popular by  introducing  the  most  mo- 
mentous changes  into  it,  which  would 
involve  the  loss  of  millions  of  money 
to  the  Irish  people.  The  only  course 
open  to  the  Irish  Members  was  to  divide 
against  the  clause,  and  protest  against 
structural  changes  being  made  not  in 
Committee,  but  on  the  consideration  of 
the  Lords'  Amendments.  The  Govern- 
ment had  turned  a  Bill  which  might 
have  been  of  some  advantage  to  the  Irish 
tenants  into  a  most  mischievous  and  dan- 
gerous one. 

Mb.  LALOE  said,  he  was  afraid  the 
Government  did  not  see  the  disastrous 
^ect  of  the  alterations  they  had  agreed 
to.    There  could  be  no  doubt  ^t  every 
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Judge  in  Ireland  would  differ  from  every 
other  as  to  what  was  a  fair  rent,  and  that 
some  Judges  would  be  very  favourable 
to  the  landlords.  Where  the  landlords 
found  a  Judge  who  was  influenced  in 
their  favour,  they  were  sure  to  bring 
the  tenants  into  Court  to  get  the  rents 
fixed. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  238 ;  Noes 
66:  Majority  172.--(Div.  list.  No. 
386.) 

Lords  Amendment,  page  8,  line  20. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  they 
came  now  to  an  Amendment  whici 
would  require  an  effort  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  first  of  all,  to  grasp  clearly 
the  nature  of  the  point  they  had  before 
them,  which  was  rather  complex  in 
point  of  form ;  and,  seoondlj,  to  take  a 
thoroughly  cool  and  dispassioQate  view 
of  it.  The  most  important  subject  of  it 
was  the  following  words,  which  had  been 
inserted  at  the  instance  of  the  hon.  and 
leamedMember  f or  Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Bus- 
sell),  ''and  having  regard  to  the  inte- 
rest of  the  landlord  and  the  tenant  re- 
spectively." Those  words,  it  would  be 
recollected,  were  accepted  by  the  Gk>- 
vemment  and  insertea  with  the  express 
view  of  giving  confidence  and  satisfac- 
tion, rather  than  to  introduce  any  new 
principle  or  idea  into  the  Bill.  When 
they  came  before  the  Lords,  however, 
they  were  viewed  as  being  intended  to 
bring  in  again  an  idea  which  the  Gb- 
vernment  had  always  emphatically  dis- 
claimed— namely,  that  the  value  of  the 
tenant's  interest  in  his  holding  was  to 
be  legitimately  deducted  from  the  rent 
which  would  otherwise  be  due  to  the 
landlord.  The  Lords  accordingly  pro- 
vided against  what  they  conceived  to  be 
a  danger.  In  the  first  place,  they  struck 
out  the  parenthetical  words  of  the  Com- 
mons ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  as  a 
double  security,  they  introduced  a  sub- 
section (9)  to  the  clause,  which  ran  in 
these  terms — 

<<  The  rent  of  the  holding  shall  not  be  reduced 
in  any  proceedings  under  this  Act  on  account 
of  any  money  or  money*s  worth  paid  or  giyen 
by  the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in  title, 
otherwise  than  to  the  landlord  on  coming  into 
the  holding." 

That  sub-section  the  House  of  Commons 
deemed  to  be  open  to  the  objection  of 
again  bringing  in  the  principle  of  d^ 
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duotion,  and  as  bringing  it  in,  in  con- 
nection with  a  supposed  '* largeness"  of 
tenant^'rigbt,  without  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  case  which  might,  of  course, 
happen,  that  the  very  smallness  of  the 
tenant  right  might  be  urged  as  a  reason 
for  increasing  the  rent,  just  as  much  as 
the  largeness  of  the  tenant  right  might 
be  urged  as  a  reason  for  diminishing  it. 
The  House  of  Commons,  perceiving  the 
nature  of  this  one-sided  Amendment  of 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  struck  out 
that  sub-section,  and  restored  its  own 
words,  and  the  Lords  responded  to  that 
proceeding  by  aeain  sinking  out  the 
parenthetical  words  and  replacing  the 
sub-section.  He  was  goinff  to  a£  the 
House  to  treat  these  two  Amendments 
together ;  and  it  would  be  impossible  to 
tf£e  a  fair  yiew  of  the  importance  of  the 
parenthetic  words  unless  the  sub-section 
9  was  also  taken  in  view  at  the  same 
time.  As  he  had  said,  the  Lords  had 
replied  to  them  by  asain  striking  out 
the  parenthetical  wordis,  and  again  re- 
inserting sub-section  9;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  sub-section  9 
which  they  had  sent  them  was  of  a  cha- 
racter, from  their  point  of  view,  quite 
distinct  from  that  which  they  sent  them 
before.  It  looked  to  him  as  if  some 
new  and  skilful  hand  had  tried  its  effect 
upon  the  manipulation  of  the  sub-sec- 
tion ;  and  he  thought  everyone  would 
at  once  see  the  difference  in  its  cha- 
racter from  the  sub-section  which  they 
formerly  had  to  deal  with.  The  wordb 
now  proposed  were  these — 

"  The  amount  of  money  or  money's  worth  that 
may  have  been  paid  or  given  for  the  tenancy  of 
any  holding  by  a  teiumt  or  his  predecessors 
in  title  otherwise  than  to  the  landlord  or  his 
predeoeoBors  in  title  shall  not  of  itself,  apart 
from  other  considerations,  be  deemed  to  be  a 
gronnd  for  reducing  or  increasing  the  rent  of 
such  holding." 

Those  ycere  words  at  which  they  had 
looked  critically  and  dispassionately, 
and  he  was  bound  to  say  that  they 
thought  they  did  not  contain  any  in- 
jurious element.  Therefore,  treating 
that  as  really  one  Amendment,  the  course 
they  proposed  to  take  was  this — to  agree 
to  we  subsequent  Amendment  as  sent 
back  to  them,  and  they  proposed  to  re- 
place the  parenthetical  words  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk,  which, 
if  they  contained  any  element  of  danger, 
and  they  did  not  admit  it,  would  find 
&at  danger  sufficiently  blocked  out  by 
sub-section  9,  because  it  simply  said, 


what  was  evidently  quite  true,  that  the 
amount  of  tenant  right  interest  might 
be  an  important  illustrative  fact,  and 
have  a  strong  indirect  bearing  on  the 
question  of  rent,  but  which 

"Shall  not,  by  itself  and  apart  from  other 
considerations,  be  deemed  to  be  a  ground  for 
increasing  or  reducing  the  rent.*' 

Therefore,  they  acceded  to  that  sub-sec- 
tion upon  the  deliberate  conviction  that 
in  so  doing,  while  meeting  a  difficulty 
honestly  entertained,  they  were  not,  in 
any  degree,  imperilling  any  of  the  in- 
terests which  they  sought  to  defend  by 
that  Bill.  The  course,  therefore,  he  pro- 
posed they  should  take  was  this — to  in- 
troduce the  parenthetical  words,  and  then 
re  to  the  Lords'  Amendment  in  the 
ng  sub-section. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  this  House  doth  disaj?ree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  first  part  of  the  said 
Amendment." — {Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Sm  STAFFOED  NORTHOOTE  pre- 
sumed that,  technically  speakine,  the 
effect  was  to  treat  these  words  and  sub- 
section 9  as  one ;  and  though  they  dis- 
agreed with  the  Lords  with  regard  to 
the  words  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  TMr.  0.  Russell),  they 
were  not  absolutely  rejecting  the  whole 
of  the  Amendment.  He  thought,  under 
those  circumstances,  that  the  course 
which  was  proposed  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter seemed  to  be  one  that  would  really 
afford  a  satisfactory  solution  of  a  some- 
what curious  complication,  to  which 
more  weight  had  been  given  than,  in  his 
opinion,  the  words  objected  to  justified. 
He  had  never  quite  understood  the 
original  insertion  of  the  words,  except 
on  the  hypothesis  that  they  were  in- 
tended as  a  direction  to  a  Court  that 
still  remained  to  be  constituted,  and 
which  might,  perhaps,  act  otherwise, 
to  deal  in  some  special  way  with  the 
tenant's  interest  in  his  holding.  At  any 
rate,  it  was  clear  that  factitious  import- 
ance had  been  attached  to  them  ;  and  it 
was  some  satisfaction,  after  hammering 
the  matter  out  between  the  two  Houses, 
to  have  at  last  removed  a  misapprehen- 
sion that  might  have  led  to  more  serious 
difficulties. 

Me.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  the 
object  for  which  he  introduced  the 
Amendment  was  that  the  Government 
had  originally  words  which  directly  re- 
ferred   to  the  tenant's   interest.      He 
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thouelit  it  objectionable  that  the  clause 
Bhould  leave  the  House  without  some 
words  securing  that  object.  In  the  second 
place,  nowhere  in  the  Bill  was  to  be 
found  admitted,  in  connection  with  rent, 
the  tenant's  interests  in  his  improve- 
ments. As  to  sub-section  9,  he  did 
not  quite  understand  it.  He  found 
in  it  language  with  which  he  was  not 
familiar,  as  usual  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  found  no  definition  in  the 
clause  itself  of  what  was  meant  by ''  the 
tenancy  of  a  holding."  Now,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  tenant's  interests  in  his 
holding  included  the  improvements  either 
made  by  himself  or  paid  for  by  him. 
Having  regard  to  the  nature  of  that 
Interest,  he  did  not  know  why  it  should 
not  be  taken  into  account  by  the  clause, 
nor  could  he  understand  the  force  of 
the  words  ''  bv  itself,  apart  from  other 
considerations.''  The  sub-section  was 
very  inartistically  drawn.  He  saw  great 
danger  in  the  words  as  now  proposed, 
and  believed  their  effect  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly misleading.  He  would,  there- 
fore, suggest,  in  order  to  insure  that  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  should  not  be  en- 
croached upon,  and  that  he  should  not 
be  charged  rent  upon  improvements 
which  he  made  himself,  that  an  Amend- 
ment to  this  effect  might  be  introduced 
— **  otherwise  than  for  improvements." 
The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Herschell)  observed,  that  what 
ought  to  be  the  test  was  what  the  im- 
provements were  worth.  He  contended 
that  the  interpretation  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Charles 
RusseU)  put  upon  the  words  was  a 
wrong  one,  and  that  the  clause  as  now 
agreed  to  would  really  meet  all  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  case.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  this  Amendment  followed  a 
provision  in  which  there  was  a  distinct 
prohibition  against  making  an  allowance 
or  charge  in  respect  of  improvements 
against  the  tenant.  He  must  say  that, 
with  the  most  earnest  desire  to  insert 
nothing  in  the  Bill  which  would  cut 
down  the  tenant's  interest,  he  could  see 
no  possible  way  in  which  it  could  be  sug- 
gested that  it  would  prove  injurious  to 
the  tenant.  The  Government  had  also 
scanned  the  Amendment  most  anxiously 
with  the  view  of  seeing  if  in  any  way  it 
would  operate  improperly  against  the 
tenant ;  but  they  had  been  unable  to  see 
any.  They  thought  it  would  be  of  ad- 
vantage to  the  tenant  and  landlord  alike. 

Mr.  Charles  RtMsell 


Mb.  FASNELL  said,  that,  looking 
at  the  long  history  of  the  Bill  from  its 
commencement,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  adoption  of  suo-section  9  by  the 
House  would  very  materially  injure  the 
Ulster  Custom,  if  it  would  not  entirely 
destroy  it.  The  Bill,  as  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  directed  the 
Court,  in  fixing  a  fair  rent,  to  have 
regard  to  the  interest  of  the  tenant  in 
his  holding ;  and  that  interest  was  de- 
fined, in  the  case  of  holdings  in  Ulster, 
to  the  tenant  right  custom  which  existed 
there,  and  outside  that  Province  to  any 
analogous  usage.  The  insertion  of  this 
sub-section,  therefore,  entirely  destroyed 
the  tenant  right  custom.  If  the  amount 
of  the  tenant's  interest  in  the  open 
market  was  not  to  be  regarded  in  fixing 
a  fair  rent,  except  there  were  other  con- 
siderations whion  the  Court  could  also 
take  into  account,  he  (Mr.  Pamell) 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  aak  the 
Government  what  were  those  "other 
considerations,"  apart  from  the  money 
paid,  which  were  to  be  regarded  in  the 
case  of  a  person  who  bought  the  Ulster 
Custom  when  he  applied  to  the  Court  to 
fix  a  fair  rent  ?  In  the  case  of  a  tenant 
who  had  sold  his  interest,  and  the  pur- 
chaser applied  to  the  Court  to  fix  a  fair 
rent,  what  were  the  oonsiderations  here  ? 
He  did  not  see  what  other  considera- 
tions there  could  be.  He  had  been 
willing  to  limit  the  discretion  of  the 
Court  by  giving  the  landlord  the  right 
of  pre-emption;  but  that  was  not  the 
meaning  of  the  sub-section.  The  mean- 
ing of  it  was  that  there  should  be  other 
considerations  taken  into  account  by  the 
Court  in  fixinc^  a  fair  rent  apart  from 
the  money  paid  by  the  tenant  for  the 
interest.  That  dealt  a  fatal  blow  to 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom  and 
afi^ainst  the  intention  to  confer  freedom 
of  sale  in  other  parts  of  Ireland,  be- 
cause the  tenant  would  not  be  able  to 
sell  his  interest  at  a  fair  marketable 
price;  or,  at  all  events,  he  would  be 
greatly  hampered  in  the  sale  of  that  in- 
terest. He  regretted  exceedingly  that 
the  Government  had  departed  from  their 
original  position  in  this  matter.  The 
history  of  Clause  7  had  been  one  of 
continual  giving  way  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  As  it  stood  originally,  it 
gave  tenants  in  Ulster  the  right  to  say 
that  their  interest  consisted  of  the  Ulster 
tenant  right  custom ;  and  to  tenants  out- 
side of  Ulster,  that  their  interest  oon- 
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Bisted  in  compensation  for  improvements 
they  might  be  entitled  to  under  the  Act 
of  1870,  and  in  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance to  which  they  might  be  en- 
titled under  the  same  Act.     A  strong 
set,  however,  had   been  made  against 
the  clause,  and  the  Government  for  the 
sake  of  peace,   and    for   the    sake  of 
getting  rid  of  the  very  strong  opposition 
which  undoubtedly  would  have  proved 
fatal  to  the  Bill,  gave  in,  and  said  they 
would  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Court ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they  as- 
sured the  Irish  Members  that  the  words 
which  they  cut  out  from  the  original 
were  still  suggested  in  the  Bill,  and  the 
tenants  were  protected.    The  dause  had 
now  come  back  from  the  Lords,  with  a 
very  vague  addition,  which  he  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)   defied   anybody   to  explain,  and 
which  the  Government  would  not  at- 
tempt to  explain  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree.   If  the  Government  were  going  to 
agree  with  their  Lordships  in  this  Amend- 
ment, Irish  Members  were  entitled  to 
claim  that  the  clause  should  be  restored 
to  its  original  state.   If  the  Government 
were  not  going  to  keep  their  word  with 
the  House,  and  leave  the  matter  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Oouri,  but  if,  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  they  were  going  to  turn 
round  and  introduce  a  definition  against 
the  tenant  and  in  favour  of  the  landlord 
at  the  bidding  of  '*  another  place,"  the 
Irish  Members  were  also  entiUed  to  turn 
round  and  ask  that  the  clause  should  be 
defined  in  the  interest  of  the  tenant, 
and  that  it  should  be  restored  to  the 
form  it  originally  bore  before  it  was 
dtered  to  get  rid  of  Oonservative  oppo- 
sition in  this  House. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  thought  the 
House  of  Lords  had  gone  a  long  way  in 
the  solution  of  the  difficulty  which  arose 
under  that  clause.  That  difficulty  com- 
menced when  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Charles  Eussell)  intro- 
duced his  words  into  the  Bill,  which 
were  entirely  unnecessary.  The  words, 
however,  being  in  the  clause  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  did  not  think  they  could  submit 
to  their  being  struck  out.  The  original 
intention  of  the  Government  was  to  leave 
the  question  of  the  rent  entirely  to  the 
Court,  and  the  insertion  of  these  words 
gave  rise  to  a  fear  on  the  part  of  the 
landlords  that  there  was  some  hidden 
intention  of  taking  the  absurd  price 
g^ven  in  the  NorSi  of  Ireland,  and 
taking  5  per  cent  on  that  price  out  of 


their  rent.  He  believed  no  Court  in 
existence  would  do  that.  But  the  fear 
being  there,  he  thought  it  was  a  very 
natural  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lords to  be  rather  alarmed  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  this  was  their  mode  of  solving 
the  difficulty.  It  struck  him  at  the 
be^nning  that  there  was  nothing  very 
serious  in  these  words ;  but  he  should 
certainly  preface  them  with  a  provision 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learnidd  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
assured  him  was  already  in  the  Bill,  and 
in  fixing  the  rent  any  improvements 
on  outlay  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  pre- 
decessors in  title  should  not  be  taken  as 
a  ground  for  raising  the  rent.  If  it  was 
provided  for  in  the  Bill,  he  could  not 
see  that  these  words  would  do  the 
slightest  harm.  He  did  not  think  there 
was  any  hidden  or  sinister  object  in 
them ;  but  if  there  was  it  would  be  all 
the  worse  for  the  landlord  in  the  long 
run.  He  thought,  however,  that  some 
words  might  be  introduced  which  would 
make  it  discretionary  on  the  Court ;  and 
he  would  suggest  that  these  words 
should  be  inserted,  in  ''case  the  Court 
should  be  of  opinion  that  an  excessive 
sum  has  been  given." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  thought 
there  was  some  misapprehension  on  the 
part  of  hon.  Members  opposite  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  words.  They  always  thought 
that  the  words  inserted  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundfllk  (Mr.  Charles 
Russell)  were  merely  a  development  of 
the  words  ''  after  hearing  both  parties  " 
— that  was,  that  the  Court,  in  estimating 
a  fair  rent,  would  hear  the  parties ;  and, 
having  regard  to  the  interest  of  the  land- 
lord and  me  tenant,  consider  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  He  did  not, 
he  confessed,  think  that,  even  as  such, 
they  were  necessary.  He  was  aware, 
however,  that  the  Irish  tenants  attached 
a  good  deal  of  importance  to  these 
words ;  but  that  was  as  nothing  compared 
to  the  fear  as  to  their  import  which 
seemed  to  exist  in  ''another  place."  They 
had,  however,  got  into  the  clause,  and, 
having  got  in,  the  House,  he  submitted, 
should  abide  by  them.  As  had  been 
pointed  out,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dundalk  was  the  inno- 
cent source  of  the  Amendment  which, 
he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  had  led  to  the  whole 
of  the  difficulty.    There  would  have  to 
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be  some  inqnizy  behind  the  amonntpaid 
for  the  tenant  right,  bo  that  the  mere 
money  paid  at  the  beginning  of  the  ten- 
ancy would  not  be  conclusive  in  favour 
of  the  tenant. 

Dr.  OOMMINS  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  object  desired  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  and  the  ri^ht  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland ; 
but  doubted  whether  the  clause,  as 
worded,  would  carry  it  out.  The  defect 
might,  however,  be  remedied  by  a  very 
slight  change.  Why  not  add,  after  "the 
sum  of  money  shall  not  be  taken  into  ac- 
count," the  words,  "  apart  from  the  pre- 
sent value  of  the  tenant's  interest  ?  " 

Mr.  GIVAN  thought  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  representing  Ireland  some- 
what misunderstood  the  application  of 
the  sub-section.  It  was  rather  a  pro- 
tection to  the  tenant  than  otherwise. 
In  Ulster,  he  (Mr.  GKvan)  could  say  from 
experience  tixat  when  a  high  price  was 
paid  for  tenant  right,  the  l^dlord  gene- 
rally came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  rent 
was  too  low,  and  raised  it  accordingly. 
All  the  arguments  as  to  the  injurious 
effect  of  the  proposed  sub-section  on  the 
tenant  right  of  Ulster  appeared  to  him 
altogether  illusory.  He  was  glad  that 
the  Prime  Minister  retained  the  words 
which  the  Lords  had  struck  out.  The 
very  reason  eiven  by  the  Lords  for  dis- 
agreeing wim  that  House  was  sufficient 
reason  for  that  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
course,  for  the  Lords  assumed  that  the 
tenant  had  no  interest  in  his  holding. 

Captaii^  AYLMEE  said,  he  was  gl^ 
that  the  Government  had  accepted  the 
sub-section. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  said,  he  had 
been  informed  that  the  sub-section,  as  it 
stood,  would  cause  a  great  amount  of 
alarm  and  discontent  amongst  the  Irish 
tenants.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
words  "  in  excess  of  what  is  deemed  by 
the  Court  reasonable  "  should  be  added 
after  the  words  *'  money's  worth." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Words  struck  out  by  The  Lords  re- 
stored to  the  Bill,  and  subsequent  Amend- 
ment of  The  Lords  to  the  same  clause 
agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendment,  page  8,  line  28, 
as  since  amended  by  the  Lords. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment,  as 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


amended/' — (Mr.  Atkrmy  OmerA  fwr 
Ireland.) 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  felt  in  a  posi- 
tion of  pain  and  difficulty  about  tiiat 
Amendment,  as  it  had  been  his  lot  to 
have  spoken  upon  the  subject  three  or 
four  tunes,  and  to  go  over  the  same 
ground  on  each  occasion.  He  only 
hoped  that,  as  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Fnend  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  pointed  out — and  as  he  admitted— it 
was  in  the  competence  of  the  Court 
under  the  Equities  Clause,  all  the  matters 
which  had  been  alluded  to  would  be 
taken  into  account. 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  entirely  dis- 
agreed with  the  view  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  The 
Amendment  of  the  Lords  only  made 
clear  what  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  wished. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  page  8,  line  85, 
as  since  amended  by  the  Lords,  read. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  bob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  the  Amendment. 
He  must,  therefore,  move  to  disagree 
with  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment,  as 
amended." — {Mr,  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,) 

LoBD  JOECN  MANNERS  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  announced  the  intention 
of  the  Government  not  to  accede  to  the 
Amendment.  The  principle  had  already 
been  acceded  to  at  the  end  of  a  seoond 
statutory  term,  and  he  could  not  see 
why  the  resumption  should  be  prevented 
in  the  case  of  a  first  statutory  term.  It 
might  be  necessary  in  some  cases  for  a 
landlord  to  have  the  power  of  resump- 
tion for  the  purpose  of  supplying  the 
wants  of  the  neighbourhood  during  the 
first  statutory  term;  but,  under  the 
clause,  the  Court  would  not  have  the 
power  of  granting  it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  198 ;  Noes 
86 :  Majority  1 12.— (Div.  list,  No.  887.) 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  AxroBinET  Gbnx- 
BAL  for  Ibelaio),  Lords  Amendments  to 
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the  Amendments  made  by  the  Commons 
to  the  Lords  Amendments,  in  page  9, 
line  16,  offrwd  to,  with  Amendments. 

The  Amendment  made  by  The  Lords 
to  the  words  restored  to  the  Bill  by  The 
Lords  not  insisting  on  their  Amendment 
in  paffe  9,  line  39,  to  which  the  Com- 
mons had  disagreed,  read  a  second  time. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  words  proposed  to  be  intro- 
duced were  at  aU  necessary  in  that  part 
of  the  clause.  Li  fact,  he  thought  tiiey 
might  be  decidedly  injurious.  He  must, 
therefore,  ask  the  House  to  disagree 
with  them.  He  proposed,  however,  to 
add  the  word  "otherwise"  before  the 
word  "compensated"  in  the  clause, 
which  would  suit  the  case. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  doth  disa«^ee  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  ad- 
mitted that  the  words,  as  proposed,  were 
an  improvement  of  the  clause  as  it  now 
stood ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  they 
made  up  for  the  words  which  the  Lords 
had  put  in,  and  which  were  almost  identi- 
cally the  same  as  those  which  he  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  had  moved  when  the 
Bill  was  in  Committee.  Those  words 
were  taken  from  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
and  only  provided  what  was  fair — 
namely,  that  the  Court  should  take  into 
consideration  the  length  of  time  during 
which  the  tenant  had  been  in  enjoyment 
of  the  improvements  at  a  low  rent.  The 
Amendment  met  the  case  of  a  man  who 
took  a  holding  at  a  moderate  or  low  rent 
with  a  view  of  making  improvements 
which  would  cost  him  something,  but  for 
which,  on  the  terms  on  which  he  had 
taken  his  holdine,  he  expected  the  length 
of  the  lease  would  enable  him  to  recoup 
himself.  He,  therefore,  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  object  to  the  inser- 
tion of  the  words.  It  seemed  to  him  to 
be  very  fair  and  reasonable. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  such  a 
case  would  be  sufficiently  covered  by  the 
words  of  their  Amendment — "paid  or 
otherwise  compensated  for,"  which  they 
proposed  to  introduce  after  the  Lords' 
Amendment  had  been  formally  disap^eed 
with.  They  were  much  more  simple 
than  the  words  from  the  Act  of  1870. 
Their  contention  was  that   if  there  was 


any  doubt  about  the  meaning  of  the 
Amendment,  that  doubt  would  be  re- 
moved by  the  insertion  of  the  word 
"  otherwise.''  They  summed  up  all  the 
matters  that  the  Court  could  take  into 
consideration  under  the  words  "  paid  or 
otherwise  compensated."  He  thought 
the  adoption  of  the  Lords'  Amendment 
would  lead  to  some  ambig|uit^,  though, 
perhaps,  it  had  some  basis  m  reason, 
and  might  be  accepted  if  it  were  modi- 
fied and  made  more  clear  in  its  lan- 
guage. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  would  admit 
that  the  word  "otherwise"  made  an 
important  change ;  but  he  did  not  under- 
stand why  the  Prime  Minister  objected 
to  the  particular  words  contained  m  the 
Amendment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote).  He  (Mr.  Gibson) 
thought  it  was  conceived  in  the  most 
moderate  spirit.  It  only  asked  that 
effect  might  be  given  to  that  which 
nine  out  of  every  ten  reasonable  men 
would  consider  tiie  ordinary  common- 
sense  view  of  the  case — namely,  that  the 
Court  should  take  into  account  the  date 
when  the  tenant  commenced  to  make 
his  improvements  and  the  rent  which 
he  paid.  He  could  not  agree  with  the 
Prime  Minister  that  these  elements,  in 
a  fair  decision  of  the  cases  which  might 
arise,  were,  with  sufficient  detail,  stated 
in  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  If  the  statement 
of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  were  engrafted  upon 
the  rules  of  the  Court  he  would  be 
quite  satisfied;  but  he  was  not  quite 
content  that  the  Court  should  alone  be 
guided  by  the  words  of  the  clause  as  it 
stood. 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  opposed 
the  Amendment,  being  apprehensive 
that  under  it  the  landlord  might  receive 
compensation  for  improvementsfor  which 
he  had  not  paid.  Me  did  not  see  that 
the  length  of  the  enjoyment  of  the  im- 
provements had  anything  to  do  with  the 
question.  He  saw  no  reason  why  the 
landlord  should,  in  the  rent,  have  con- 
sideration for  improvements  which  he 
had  neither  purchased  nor  given  any 
other  compensation  for. 

Captain  AYLMER  supported  the 
Amendment,  believing  that  if  it  were 
not  adopted  a  tenant  who  had  already 
received  compensation  for  his  outlay 
through  the  payment  of  a  low  rent  would 
again  receive  compensation  in  money. 
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He  maintained,  further,  that  there  were 
other  cases  which  had  been  overlooked. 
Land  was  often  let  at  very  low  rents  on 
the  ground  that  improvements  should 
be  carried  on. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
would  not  give  the  House  the  trouble  of 
dividing,  as  Lord  Cairns  had  yesterday 
agreed  with  Lord  Carlingford  that  the 
Lords  would  not  insist  on  their  Amend- 
ment. The  riffht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  not  for- 

fotten  the  interesting  conversation  he 
ad  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  present  Attorney  General 
for  Lreland  yesterday,  arranging  what 
was  to  be  done  in  the  matter.  [Mr. 
Gibson  said,  he  was  not  in  London  yes- 
terday.] Well,  it  might  have  been  on 
Saturday,  but  the  effect  was  that  they 
were  assisting  at  a  farce.  The  policy  of 
the  Government  was  based  upon  two 
principles — the  one  was  to  dish  the  Con- 
servatives and  the  other  to  dish  the  Irish 
Members ;  and  at  the  former  operation 
some  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were 
still  influential  amongst  the  Conser- 
vative Party  were  assisting. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  thought  the  Go- 
vernment, in  opposing  the  Amendment, 
was  refusing  what  was  fair.  He  could 
not  understand  what  objection  there 
could  be  to  the  adoption  of  an  Amend- 
ment which  recognized  the  right  of  a 
tenant  to  full  compensation  for  the 
capital  and  the  labour  he  had  expended 
upon  his  holding. 

Mr.  HEALY  rose  to  appeal  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  not  to  delay  the  progress  of  the 
*  Bill.  They  knew  very  well  what  they 
were  to  get,  so  that  it  was  a  perfect 
farce  continuing  the  discussion.  The 
Lords  had  adjourned  till  half-past  11, 
and  it  was  desirable  that  they  should 
meet  to  receive  the  Bill  at  that  time,  for 
punctuality  was  the  soul  of  business. 
He  would  put  it  to  the  Members  of  the 
Government  not  to  continue  that  comedy 
any  longer.  Having  conceded  so  far 
to  their  Lordships  they  might,  with  a 
good  grace,  grant  all  the  rest. 

Question  put. 

The  IIqm^b  divided :  Ayes  232;  Noes 
104:  Majority  128.— (Div.  List,  No. 
888.) 

Captain  Aylmer 


The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  moved  to  amend 
the  Amendment  by  the  insertion  of 
the  word  "otherwise"  before  "com- 
pensated," the  object  being  to  allow  the 
Court  to  take  into  consideration  the  low- 
ness  of  a  rent  paid  by  a  tenant  in 
awarding  compensation  for  improve- 
ments. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  words  bo 
restored  to  the  Bill,  by  inserting  before 
the  word  "compensated,"  the  word 
"  otherwise." — {Mr,  Attameff  General 
far  Ireland,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  otherwise'  be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
was  opposed  to  the  addition  of  the  words. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  that  either  the 
word  "otherwise"  had  a  meaning  or 
it  had  not ;  and  if  it  had  a  meaning  at 
aU,  the  meaning  was  in  a  sense  un- 
favourable to  the  tenant's  interest.  He 
protested  against  that  giving  away,  bit 
by  bit,  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
The  proposal  was  an  illustration  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  of  the  faeiUe 
deeceneue  Averni,  In  the  original  Bill 
the  words  were^ 

'*  No  rent  shall  be  paid  in  respect  of  improye- 
menta  made  by  the  tenant  or  his  predeceeson." 

But  the  Lords  added — 

**  For  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Court,  the 
tenant  shall  not  have  been  compensated  by  the 
landlord  or  his  predecessors.*' 

Here  was  another  "  sop  to  Cerberus." 
The  construction  which  the  Government 
put  upon  the  matter  was  exactly  that 
which  the  Lords  had  put ;  and,  under 
this  proposal,  the  Court  might  take 
into  account  the  time  during  which  the 
tenant  had  enjoyed  the  benefit  of  the 
improvements.  [Mr.  Gladstoitb  dis- 
sented.] The  Prime  Minister  shook  his 
head,  but  that  might  mean  anything. 
He  feared  they  were  doomed  to  "or 
otherwise ; "  but  they  should  not  be 
doomed  to  it  without  a  division. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Farrer  Hersohell)  said,  there  was  no 
such  sinister  intention  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Healy)  seemed  to  suppose.  It 
was  not  meant  as  a  sop  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  or  anything  of  the  kind.  The 
word  "  compensated ''  in  the  clause 
might  be  considered  by  some  purely 
a  synonvm  for  "  paid."  He  under- 
stood   that    hon.    Members    opposite 
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thonght  it  fair  that  where  a  landlord  had 
paid  for  the  improvements  they  should 
be  his  own.  But  the  landlord  might 
pay  for  them  either  by  money  or 
money's  worth.  To  pay  in  hard  cash 
was  one  way  of  compensating  the  ten- 
ant ;  but  if  the  tenant  got  money's  worth 
&om  the  landlord,  surely  that  was  an- 
other way  of  compensating  him.  In 
that  view,  the  Amendment  was  fair  and 
reasonable,  because  it  would  enable  the 
Court  to  take  into  consideration  whe- 
ther money  or  money's  worth — the  same 
thing  as  money — had  been  received 
from  the  landlord  in  assessing  the  value 
of  improvements^ 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  it  was 
part  of  the  plan  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  OenUeman  was  now  carrying 
out  that  the  concessions  were  minimized 
in  this  House  and  then  maximized  and 
magnified  in  the  other  House.  For  the 
sake  of  common  honesty,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  take  a  division  against  the 
system. 

Db.  COMMINS  said,  that  the  words 
''or  otherwise"  would  be  a  dangerous 
innovation  as  affecting  the  tenant's  in- 
terest, for,  with  those  words  introduced, 
length  of  time  during  which  the  improve- 
ments were  enjoyed  would  be  h)oked 
upon  as  absolute  compensation.  That 
was  entirely  contrary  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  which  was  that  if  a  tenant 
made  an  improvement  it  should  be  his 
own,  and  no  length  of  enjoyment  should 
put  a  bar  to  his  further  enjoyment  of  it. 
But  there  was  nothing  in  this  clause  to 
prevent  the  Judge  from  saying — "  Here 
IS  a  man  who  may  have  spent  £1,000 
on  improvements ;  but  he  and  his  pre- 
decessors have  been  compensated  by 
the  length  of  time  they  have  enjoyed 
them."  Such  a  principle  never  existed 
in  our  judicial  decisions ;  it  was  not  to 
be  found  in  the  laws  of  this  country  nor 
of  Ireland  either. 

^  Mb.  PAENELL  said,  it  was  very  de- 
sirable that  the  tenants  should  under- 
stand from  the  wording  of  the  clause 
that  length  of  enjoyment  was  not  to  be 
taken  into  account  by  the  Court  in 
fixing  the  rent.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  sub-section,  should  it  contain  the 
words  "  or  otherwise  compensated,"  to 
prevent  the  Court  from  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  lenfifth  of  time.  Would 
the  Qovemment  nave  any  objection  to 
introduce  words  making  it  plain  both 
to  the  Court  and  to  the  tenant  that  the 


length  of  time  during  which  the  tenant 
might  have  enjoyed  those  improvements 
should  not  be  taken  into  account  in 
fixing  the  rent?  It  would  be  easy  to 
do  that  by  introducing  words  to  the 
following  effect : — 

"  Provided,  That  the  time  during  which  the 
tenant  may  have  enjoyed  the  advantages  of  such 
improvements  shall  not  be  held  to  be  compensa- 
tion within  the  meaning  of  this  sub-section." 

He  begged  to  move  the  introduction  of 
those  words. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  do  so  now.  The 
Question  before  the  House  was  that  the 
words  "  or  otherwise,"  be  inserted  be- 
fore **  compensated." 

Mb.  WARTON  suggested  the  substi- 
tution for  **  otherwise"  of  the  words  **  in 
money,  money's  worth,  lowness  of  rent, 
or  otherwise." 

Question  put. 

The BiOUBe  divided: — Ayes  262;  Noes 
93:  Majority  169.— (Div.  List,  No.  389.) 

Mb.  PARNELL  moved  to  insert  the 
words  to  which  he  had  referred  before 
the  last  division. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  words  so 
restored  to  the  Bill,  at  the  end  thereof, 
to  add  the  words — 

"  Provided,  That  the  time  during  which  the 
tenant  may  have  enjoyed  the  advantages  of 
such  improvements  smdl  not  be  held  to  be  com- 
pensation within  the  meaning  of  this  sub- 
section."—^(ifr.  FamelL) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  :  Here,  again. 
Sir,  I  must  ask  the  House  to  consider 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  has  moved.  Every  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  is  acquainted  with  agricultural 
improvements,  particularly  with  those 
attempted  by  the  Irish  tenants,  must 
know  that  all  of  them  are  calculated 
to  be  temporary  in  their  beneficial 
effect.  Take  land-draining,  for  instance. 
Land- draining  as  performed  in  Ireland, 
especially  in  the  reclamation  of  waste 
land,  is  calculated  to  be  beneficial  for 
from  10  to  20  years.  It  would  be  a  very 
liberal  estimate  to  imagine  the  buildings 
they  erect  are  calculated  to  be  useful  for 
30  years ;  but  the  substance  of  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  is  that  the 
tenant  shall  be  practically  compensated 
with  these  improvements  for  ever,  that 
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lie  has  to  aoqnire  a  perpetual  and  bene- 
ficial interest  in  the  property  on  which 
these  improvements  are  made.  In  all 
time  to  come  these  improvements  will 
continually  need  renewal,  and  each  re- 
newal is  to  form  an  additional  claim  on 
the  part  of  the  tenant.  What  is  this 
but  a  disguise  for  the  old  pretension  on 
{he  part  of  the  Irish  tenants  to  actual 
possession,  and  for  ever,  of  g^reat  part, 
if  not  the  whole,  of  the  fee-simple  of 
the  property  ?  I  am  quite  sure  that  no 
hon.  Member  who  is  acquainted  with 
agricultural  improvements  can  vote  for 
the  Amendment. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  it  was  not  long 
ago  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  proposed  an  Amendment 
suggesting  wree  elements  to  be  taken 
into  account  by  the  Court.  Now,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Farnell),  after  assisting  in  the  rejection 
of  that  Amendment,  brought  forward  a 
proposal  containing  one  of  those  ele- 
ments. The  statement  of  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  earned  with  it 
its  own  condemnation,  for  it  required 
very  little  consideration  to  show  that  a 
Proviso  of  this  kind  might  work  sub- 
stantial injustice.  Under  no  circum- 
stances should  any  weight  be  given  to  it. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  proposition  which  he 
believed  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  PameU)  wished  to  express, 
that  the  time  of  enjoyment  during  which 
the  tenant  might  have  reaped  the  fruits 
of  his  improvement  should  not  of  itself 
be  taken  into  consideration  by  the  Court. 
But  he  was  bound  to  say  that  was  not 
the  Amendment,  which  implied  and  de- 
clared that,  in  no  circumstances,  and 
under  no  form,  should  the  element  of 
time  be  taken  into  consideration ;  whereas, 
in  the  matter  of  improvements,  it  would 
be  a  proper  and  legitimate  thing  to  take 
into  account  the  amount  of  compensa- 
tion the  tenant  would  have  received  in 
the  length  of  time  he  had  enjoyed  those 
improvements.  Moreover,  if  the  objec- 
tion on  that  ground  were  removed,  the 
Government  were  still  bound  to  hold 
that  the  Amendment  was  unnecessary, 
because  it  was  nothing  short  of  impos- 
sible that  the  Court  should  imagine  or 
adjudge  that  to  be  compensation  by  the 
landlord  which  had  never  cost  the  land- 
lord in  any  shape  in  money,  or  money's 
worth,  a  single  farthing.    ConsequenUy, 

Mr.  Newdegate 


the  Government  could  not  accede  to  the 
Amendment. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  that  he  was  a 
tenant  of  the  Crown  in  St.  James's 
Place,  and  he  had  a  holding  there  for 
30  years.  It  suited  his  puipose  when 
he  took  possession  to  spend  a  consider- 
able sum  in  improving  the  property  of 
the  Oown.  He  wished  to  Know  whe- 
ther the  Prime  Minister  would  be 
prepared  next  year  to  bring  in  a  Bill  by 
which  he  (Lord  Elcho)  womd  be  entitled 
to  receive  back  at  the  end  of  those  30 
years  the  sum  he  had  expended  for  his 
own  good  ?  If  not,  he  wanted  to  know 
why  not  ?  He  also  wished  to  know  how 
the  logical  or  illogical  minds  of  the  right 
hon.  Occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bencmes 
could  draw  a  distinction  between  the 
two  cases,  because,  in  his  stupidity,  he 
was  unable  do  so. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  whe- 
ther anvbody  stole  from  him  or  from 
his  forefathers  the  land  which  he  rented 
from  the  Crown?  But  to  be  serious. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  seemed  to  ridicule  the  notion 
that  the  Court  would  grant  compensa- 
tion in  the  case  put  by  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  PameU) ;  but,  to  use  one  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  phrases, 
would  he  be  prepared  to  lay  10  to  1 
that  the  Court  would  not  do  so  ?  He 
(Mr.  Healy)  would  take  the  bet  at 
the  first  opportunity.  The  Government 
could  not,  it  seemed,  get  rid  of  that 
boffey  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  they 
refused  to  put  their  own  words  into  the 
Bill.  The  House  had  had  no  sufficient 
explanation  of  the  word  **  otherwise." 
The  Government  said  it  did  not  mean 
what  the  Irish  Members  in  this  Amend- 
ment said  it  did  mean.  He  should  like 
to  hear  now  what  meaning  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  really  attached  to  it,  in  plain 
lanc^age.  The  demand  made  by  the 
Irish  Members  in  that  House  was  that 
a  tenant  should  not  have  his  rent  raised 
on  account  of  his  own  improvements. 
If  a  man  had  brought  a  mountain  or  a 
morass  into  cultivation,  no  lapse  of  time 
ought  to  authorize  the  landlord  to  raise 
the  rent. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  would  teU 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Healy)  what 
''otherwise"  meant.  It  meant  that 
there  was  to  be  no  Dissolution. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  that  if  the  Amend- 
ment were  accepted,  the  Court  would 
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still  haye  the  power  to  say  to  the  tenant 
— "It  is  true  you  have  made  improve- 
ments ;  but  you  have  held  the  land  for 
a  considerable  time  under  its  proper 
value,  and  consequently  you  shall  not 
have  compensation."  There  were  but 
"three  F's**  in  the  Bill  when  it  was 
introduced,  and  those  small  "F's,"  in 
the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister;  but 
he  (Mr.  Leamy)  defied  any  man  in  Ire- 
land to  discover  in  the  Bill  in  its  pre- 
sent altered  state  more  than  one  of  the 
"  three  F's/'  and  even  that  one  must  be 
taken  on  trust. 

Mb.  p.  MAETIN  contended  that  the 
House  ought,  in  common  justice  and 
fairness,  to  accede,  in  substance  at  least, 
to  the  Amendment  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell).  The  words  inserted  in  the 
House  of  Lords  left  the  true  effect  and 
extent  of  the  clause  in  much  doubt. 
There  was  no  slight  ground  to  appre- 
hend that  the  views  expressed  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  respect  to  preventing 
any  increase  of  rent  upon  the  tenant's 
improvements  would  be  defeated  if  the 
House  now  simply  agreed  to  the  Lords' 
Amendment  of  this  clause. 

Mr.  STOEEY  said,  it  was  a  very 
common  thing  in  England  for  the  land- 
lord to  charge  an  increased  rent  upon 
the  tenant's  own  improvements.  That 
being  the  case  in  England,  he  was  not 
surprised  that  it  should  be  the  case  in 
Ireland ;  and,  therefore,  he  failed  to  un- 
derstand why  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork.  He  held  that  no  lapse  of 
time  could  justify  the  exaction  of  an  in- 
creased rent  from  a  tenant  who  had  im- 
proved his  land;  and  he  was,  therefore, 
of  opinion  that  no  words  should  be  al- 
lowed to  remain  in  the  Bill  which  would 
seem  to  confer  upon  the  Land  Court  the 
power  of  increasing  an  improving  ten- 
ant's rent  on  the  ground  that  the  im- 
provements effected  by  him  had  been 
enjoyed  for  a  certain  len&^th  of  time. 
The  Amendment,  at  least,  nad  common 
justice  on  its  side.  He  was  glad  that 
the  Government  had  stood  firm  to  their 
proposals  so  far,  and  hoped  they  would 
so  alter  or  modify  the  clause  as  to  give 
effect  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Me.  MACFARLANE  said,  he  could 
see  no  objection  to  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment.    The  agitation  in  Ireland 


had  been  very  largely  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  tenants  were  obliged  to  pay  an 
increased  rent  according  as  they  im- 
proved their  holdings.  He  would  siig- 
gest,  as  a  way  of  getting  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty which  had  been  raised,  that  words 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  to  provide 
that  consideration  of  time  alone  should 
not  be  deemed  sufficient  ground  for  in- 
creasing rents. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  Ayes  91;  Noes 
262:  Majorityl71.— (Div.ListNo.  390.) 

New  sub-section  9,  the  next  Lords 
Amendment,  read  a  second  time. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  no- 
thing to  do  now  but  to  perform  the  for- 
mal duty  of  proposing  to  the  House  to 
ag^ee  with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Amend- 
ment. The  Amendment  was  justly 
treated  in  substance  as  part  of  the 
Amendment  which  was  fully  debated 
and  passed  a  little  while  ago.  In  the 
remarks  on  it,  he  did  not  hear  fall  any- 
thing which  showed  that  the  Amend- 
ment required  to  be  amended ;  and  at 
the  present  stage  of  their  proceedings  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  very  undesirable 
to  introduce  any  Amendment  on  small 
and  doubtful  points.  He  moved  to  agree 
to  the  Lords'  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  The 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — {^Ifr. 
Oladstone.) 

Me.  PAENELL  said,  he  would  move 
the  insertion  in  the  sub- section,  after  the 
word  **from"  in  the  4th  line,  of  the 
words  **  the  reasonable  value  of  the 
tenant's  interest,  and."  Thus  altered  as 
he  desired,  the  sub-section  proposed  by 
the  Lords  in  lieu  of  the  sub-section 
struck  out  by  the  Commons  would  run 
as  follows : — 

"  9.  The  amount  of  money  or  money's  worth 
that  may  have  been  paid  or  given  for  the  ten- 
ancy of  any  holding  by  a  tenant  or  his  prede- 
cessors in  title  otherwise  than  to  the  landlord  or 
his  predecessors  in  title  shall  not  of  itself,  apart 
from"  (here  his  words  would  come  in)  "the 
reasonable  value  of  the  tenant's  interest,  and  '* — 
the  sub -section  ending  thus— "other  considera- 
tions be  deemed  to  be  a  ground  for  reducing  or 
increasing  the  rent  of  such  holding." 

As  the  sub- section  stood  at  present,  it 
partook  of  the  same  defect  as  the  sub- 
section which  the  House  had  just  dis- 
posed of.    It  left  the  matter  in  doubt  as 
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to  whether  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
would  be  had  regard  to  in  fixing  the 
fair  rent  where  that  interest  consisted  of 
a  sum  of  money,  and  consisted  only  of  a 
sum  of  money  paid  by  the  present  ten- 
ant or  his  predecessor  in  title.  There- 
fore, he  thought  the  Government  ought 
to  consent  to  the  introduction  of  these 
words.  He  agreed  it  was  not  right  that, 
on  an  estate  where  the  rent  had  been 
allowed  to  remain  low,  and  where  the 
.tenant  right  had  mounted  up  to  a  very 
excessive  number  of  years'  purchase,  in 
Buch  a  case  the  whole  of  the  tenant  right 
should  not  be  taken  into  account  in  the 
fixing  of  a  fair  rent,  but  that  it  should 
be  left  to  the  Court  to  estimate  the  fair 
interests  of  the  tenants  on  such  an  estate, 
and  fix  the  rent  accordingly.  The  phrase 
''  apart  from  other  considerations"  was 
too  vaffue ;  but,  by  the  adoption  of  his 
Amendment,  the  power  would  be  given 
to  the  Court  to  intimate  what  the  rea- 
sonable value  of  the  tenant's  interest 
was.  He,  therefore,  moved  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  after 
the  word  "from,''  to  insert  the  words 
''  the  reasonable  value  of  the  tenant's 
interest,  and." — {Mr.  Famell.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Pamell)  might  not  be  pressed ; 
but,  in  any  case,  the  Government  could 
not  be  parties  to  the  adoption  of  it.  The 
reasonable  value  of  the  tenant's  interest 
might  in  many  cases,  according  to  the 
Irish  pr£U}tice,  be  a  large  element  of  the 
case  in  fixing  a  fair  rent.  That  was  fre- 
quently the  case,  and  it  was  one  of  the 
**  considerations  "  here  referred  to.  He 
did  not,  however,  at  all  admit  that  it  was 
a  consideration  that  ought  to  be  sing^led 
out  from  all  others.  The  fact  of  so 
singling  it  out  would  be  to  present  it  as 
a  kind  of  rule  or  standard  to  the  Court, 
and  then  all  the  jealousies  and  alarms 
with  regard  to  the  old  doctrine  of  deduc- 
tion, which  he  hoped  they  had  put  aside, 
would  revive.  He  must,  on  that  ground, 
offer  a  most  decided  opposition  to  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOK.  said,  he  must 
confess  that  he  saw  the  Prime  Minister 
gradually  assuming  an  extraordinary 
attitude  towards  the  tenant  right  custom 
compared  with  what  he  proposed  in  the 

Mr,  ForneU 


original  draft  of  the  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  said  that  the  ten- 
ant right  ^*  might "  be  one  of  the  consi- 
derations which  the  Court  would  take 
into  account ;  whereas,  by  the  original 
clause,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it 
**  must "  be  considered  by  the  Court. 
Under  the  constant  metamorphoses 
through  which  the  Bill  had  passed,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  minimizing, 
and  was  almost  leaving  out  of  sight, 
that  very  tenant  riffht  which  had  been 
put  first  among  the  P^ts  which  the 
Court  had  to  regard.  Why  should  not 
the  Court  have  the  power  of  deciding 
whether  the  tenant  had  not  paid,  not  an 
exorbitant,  but  a  reasonable  price  for 
the  tenant  right,  and,  if  he  had,  of 
settling  what  the  fair  rent  to  be  paid 
should  be  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  eoe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  would 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  that  he  was 
under  a  misapprehension  with  reg^urd  to 
the  action  of  the  sub-section.  There 
could  not,  as  the  clause  stood,  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  consideration  of  the 
Court  any  consideration  which  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  decision  of  the  question 
at  issue.  If  a  fair  price  had  been  paid 
for  the  tenant  right,  that  view  would 
not  be  excluded.  If  an  exorbitant  price 
had  been  paid,  the  fact  would  not  be 
allowed  to  prejudice  the  landlord. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  considered 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land to  be  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 
The  fact  was,  however,  that  the  Gt)Tem- 
ment  were  afraid  to  carry  out  their  own 
plan,  for  fear  it  would  vitiate  the  secret 
agreement  that  had  been  made  behind 
the  b£U}k  of  their  supporters,  and  with 
the  mere  object  of  clinging  to  Office. 

Mr.  HEALY  said,  it  was  dear  that 
an  obsequious  Government  had  deter- 
mined to  strike  out  everything  that 
would  be  taken  into  consideration  in  the 
tenants'- interests,  and  hastened  to  put 
in  all  that  would  be  taken  into  conside- 
ration in  the  landlord's  interest ;  and  it 
should  be  remembered  that  it  was  by  the 
weak  hangers-on  of  the  Government  in 
that  House,  as  sub-Commissioners,  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would  be  given 
effect  to.  They  knew  the  views  of  their 
employers  in  the  matter,  and  would 
naturally  act  on  them,  and  bring  in  a 
verdict  against  the  tenants.  [' '  Oh,  oh ! "] 
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He  was  not  aware  that  a  good  honest 
Whig  considered  it  a  disgrace  to  go  to 
the  G^oyemment  for  a  place.  On  the 
contrary,  he  considered  himself  flattered 
when  he  got  it.  [**  Question ! "]  Every 
hon.  Member  from  Ulster  was  looking 
for  a  place  from  the  Gk>yemment. 
["Question!"] 

Mr.  SPEAkKR:  The  hon.  Member 
should  address  himself  to  the  Question 
before  the  House. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  hon.  Members 
should  bear  in  mind  that  if,  in  two  or 
three  years,  it  were  found  that  the  clause 
did  not  giye  satisfaction,  it  would  be  as 
easy  to  strike  against  a  judicial  rent  as  it 
was  against  the  rents  of  the  present  time. 
Dr.  GOMMINS  said,  he  really  could 
not  see  the  adyantage  of  this  sub-section. 
When  the  rent  came  before  the  Court 
to  be  fixed,  a  great  yariety  of  considera- 
tions would  be  put  forward  both  by  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant.     The  tenant 
would  put  forward  a  number  of  things 
to  show  what  the  yalue  of  his  tenant 
right  was,  and  the  landlord  would  also 
bring  forward  a  number  of  other  things 
to  show  that  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
was  yery  small  and  of  yery  little  value. 
That  being  so,  he  wished  to  know  why 
"  the  amount  of  money  or  money's  worth 
that  might  have  been  paid  or  given  for 
the  tenancy  of  any  holding  "  was  singled 
out  and  made  a  special  subject  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Court — why  was  it 
made  a  subject  of  special  exception  at 
all  ?    It  was  evidently  made  the  subject 
of  special  exception  for  the  purpose  of 
whittling  away  the  tenant  right ;  and  it 
must  have  been  introduced  for  that  pur- 
pose, andfornootherconceivablepurpose. 
I7o  reason  was  o£Pered  to  the  House  why 
it  should  be  introduced  exceptionally  in 
this  way,  and  brought  forward  nega- 
tively for  the  rejection  of  the   Court. 
Seeinff  that  the  matter  was  brought  for- 
ward in  this  manner,  it  could  only  be  in 
order  that  it  might  tell    against    the 
tenant's  interest  and  be  a  weapon  io 
the  hands  of  those  who  desired  to  cut 
down  the  interest  of  the  tenant.     The 
result,  therefore,  would  be  to  make  the 
people  of  Ireland  distrust  the  Act,  and 
have  recourse  to  other  methods  for  pro- 
tecting their  rights. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  78  ; 
Noes  257  :  Majority  179.— (Div.  List 
No.  891.) 


Lords  Amendment,  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment  in  page  11,  line  12. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  This  Amendment 
is  purely  consequential  upon  the  inser- 
tion in  a  later  clause  of  the  parenthetical 
vords  we  inserted  in  the  early  part  of 
Clause  7. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." — 
{Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  there  were  two 
differences  to  be  observed.  In  Clause  8 
— ^formerly  Clause  7 — there  were  both 
this  Amendment  and  the  Amendment 
just  disposed  of,  and  it  was  necessary  to 
read  both  together  and  in  connection 
with  each  other.  There  was  now  no 
such  Amendment  to  balance  the  present 
Amendment  now  being  disagreed  to; 
and  he  wished  to  know  if  the  Prime 
Minister  had  considered  the  effect  of 
striking  out  the  words  proposed  in  the 
Lords'  Amendment.  He  aomitted  that 
the  Amendment  applied  to  the  class  of 
clauses  called  voluntary  clauses,  and 
that  it  might  be  either  accepted  or  left 
alone. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  of  opinion 
that,  considering  the  purely  voluntary 
nature  of  the  clause,  it  would  be  better 
not  to  make  any  further  change. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  disagreed  to,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Commons  agreeing  to  the 
foregoing  Amendment  made  by  the 
Lords. 

Lords  Amendment  in  page  16,  line  9, 
again  read,  with  reason. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  This  is  an 
Amendment  which  is  insisted  on  by 
the  Lords  for  the  reason  which  has  just 
been  read  ;  but  it  is  quite  obvious  that 
the  terms  of  that  reasoning  are  quite 
fatal  to  what  has  been  admitted  to  be 

1'ust  and  true  with  regard  to  the  Ulster 
eases.  I,  therefore,  move  that  the 
House  should  disagree  with  this  Amend- 
ment and  maintain  the  substance  of  the 
clause.  There  is,  however,  an  Amend- 
ment which  we  propose  to  insert  in  lieu 
of  it,  the  object  of  which  is  to  bring  the 
clause  relating  to  this  class  of  leases 
into  analogy  with  the  clause  relating  to 
the  judicial  class  of  leases,  by  providing 
that  all  leaseholders  should  be  present 
tenants  at  the  close  of  a  judicial  lease. 
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if  the  judicial  lease  should  be  for  a  term 
not  exceeding  60  years,  which  is  a  pretty 
liberal  term.  We  propose  to  put  in 
words  placing  the  same  regulation  as  to 
time,  and  making  the  clause  applicable 
to  leases  not  exceeding  that  term.  The 
exact  Amendment  we  propose  is  to  in- 
sert in  line  10  of  page  16  of  the  Bill, 
after  the  word  **  leases,"  the  words  **  or 
of  such  of  them  as  shall  expire  within 
sixty  years  afber  the  passing  of  the 
Act." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  disagree  with 
The  Lords  in  the  said  Amendment  in 
view  of  a  subsequent  Amendment  in 
the  words  so  restored  to  the  Bill."— (ifr. 
Attamsff  General  for  Ireland.) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  supposed  that 
the  House  was  familiar,  having  the 
Paper  before  them,  with  the  important 
character  of  the  Amendment,  which  the 
Prime  Minister  stated  that  he  did  not 
see  his  way  to  assenting  to.  As  the 
Amendment  had  been  repeatedly  dis- 
cussed in  the  House,  and  as  it  was  one 
on  which  he  had  himself  already  ex- 
pressed his  views,  he  should  not  weary 
the  House  by  repeating  his  argument  in 
any  detail.  But  he  must,  however,  state 
that  he  thought  it  was,  in  principle,  a 
serious  change,  and  a  serious  inroad  on  a 
principle  which  had  always  been  main- 
tained. It  would  seriously  interfere  with 
one  of  the  most  important  covenants  that 
existed  in  all  leases,  and  it  would  add  to 
all  leases  the  right  at  their  termination  to 
the  lessee  of  a  holding  to  hold  on  as  long 
as  he  pleased.  He  assumed  that  the 
changes  made  on  the  last  occasion  would 
now  be  replaced ;  and,  to  some  moderate 
extent,  that  course  would  meet  the  objec- 
tions he  had  made.  The  very  limited 
power  of  resumption  given  to  the  landlord 
would  meet  the  objection  in  some  special 
cases ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in  mina  that 
the  power  of  resumption  was  made  diffi- 
cult to  the  landlord.  It  was  not  left  to 
his  own  discretion  for  any  purpose,  how- 
ever serious  and  important  it  might  be 
to  the  landlord ;  but,  in  the  first  place, 
he  must  satisfy  the  Court ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  he  must  pay  every  fraction 
awarded  by  the  Court.  This,  of  course, 
raised  a  serious  difficulty,  and  the  power 
of  the  Court  cut  down  to  the  narrowest 
limit  the  advantage  to  the  landlord.  The 
Prime  Minister  now  proposed  another 
modification,  which,  as  he  (Mr.  Gibson) 

Mr.  Q(ad$tm 


understood  it,  was  this— to  proyide  that 
the  clause  should  only  apply  to  leases 
which  had  60  years  to  run. 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  To  expire. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  it  would  apply  to 
leases  which  at  present  had  60  years 
undetermined. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Less  than  60 
years. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  that,  of  course, 
was  a  qualification ;  but  it  was  a  qualifi- 
cation which  he  did  not  think  would 
meet  many  of  the  objections  originally 
urged  to  the  clause.  He  hims^  felt 
that,  even  taking  the  arguments  urged 
by  the  Prime  Minister  on  a  previous 
occasion,  the  proposed  Amendment  did 
not  meet  the  objections  he  had  raised  to 
the  principle  of  the  clause.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  could  not  allow  the  clause 
to  pass  without  again  making  a  protest 
against  the  principle  involved  in  it.  Even 
accepting  tne  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  that  the  easy-going  way  of 
doing  business  in  Ireland,  and  the  kind- 
liness of  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
lord had  not,  as  a  rule,  induced  him  to 
seek  the  resumption  of  a  farm  on  the  ex- 
piration of  a  lease,  the  clause  laid  down 
that  the  matter  should  not  be  regulated 
by  usage,  but  by  a  hard-and-fast  con- 
tract. It  took  away  from  the  landlord,  in 
the  management  of  his  property,  all  the 
grace  and  kindliness  of  the  old  usage, 
and  substituted  a  rigid  line  arrived 
at  by  breaking  all  the  old  principles 
which  had  been  so  long  established. 
He  could  not  allow  such  a  step  to  be 
taken  by  the  Prime  Minister  without  a 
protest. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  the  final  words  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Gibson)  with  reference  to  this  matter, 
which  had  all  been  arranged  before- 
hand, reminded  him  of  the  chant  of  a 
dying  swan.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  must  still  make  his  last  pro- 
test ;  but  if  he  (Mr.  Healy)  and  his  hon. 
Friends  were  to  protest  against  this  limi- 
tation of  60  years,  it  would  seem  that 
they  had  no  faith  either  in  Irish  Land 
League  principles  or  in  the  success  of 
the  Home  Kuie  movement.  He  asked 
what  security  there  was  that  when  the 
Bill  came  back  once  more,  the  Gk>Tem- 
ment  would  not  insert  30  years,  instead 
of  60  years  ?  If  the  Government  could 
give  an  assurance  that  this  was  the  very 
last  change  they  would  make  in  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1985 


Zand  Law 


(AuousT  16|  1881) 


{Ireland)  Bill.         108ft^ 


olanse,  he  thought  that  the  Amendment 
might  pass  without  a  division. 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
if  this  point  had  been  reached  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  evening,  he  should 
have  felt  it  his  duty  to  o£Per  some  oppo- 
sition to  the  principle  involved  in  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister ;  but,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  would  only  inquire  of 
the  Gbvemment  how  they  proposed  to 
deal  with  leases  in  Ireland  which  were 
held  for  lives  and  years?  It  would  be 
quite  clear  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  that 
there  were  many  leases  in  Ireland,  espe- 
cially in  that  part  of  it  with  which  he 
(Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  happened  to 
be  acquainted,  where  leases  nad  been 
ffranted  for  Hves  and  21  years  after  the 
dropping  of  the  last  life  on  the  payment 
of  a  fine.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
on  a  former  occasion,  spoke  of  the  de- 
fenceless condition  of  the  Irish  tenants. 
On  the  contrary,  he  (Mr.  Cavendish 
Bentinck)  believed  that  an  Irishman 
was  never  defenceless  at  any  time ;  from 
a  considerable  acquaintance  with  the 
Irish  race,  he  was  sure  they  were  quite 
able  to  defend  themselves.  But  now 
could  any  Irish  tenant  be  said  to  be  de- 
fenceless when  he  had  in  his  pocket  suf- 
ficient monev  to  pay  the  fine  for  the 
ffrant  of  a  leaser  Now,  the  form  of 
bases  which  obtained  in  the  part  of  Ire- 
land to  which  he  referred  was  remark- 
able; he  had  one  in  his  possession  at 
that  moment,  and  it  was  quite  clear  that 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  were  ig- 
norant of  the  very  important  provision 
which  that  form  of  leases  contained,  giv- 
ing power  to  the  lessee  to  determine  the 
lease  at  six  months'  notice.  That  was 
clearly  part  of  the  contract,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  any  Court  in  the  land  would 
scout  the  view  that  the  landlord  could 
be  deprived  of  his  right  in  this  respect. 
The  lease  which  he  held  in  his  hand  was 
granted  in  1858  for  three  lives,  the  ages 
men  bein^  from  7  and  11  years  respec- 
tively, and  was  to  be  continued  for  21 
years  after  the  dropping  of  these  lives.  It 
was  clearly  a  matter  of  speculation  whe- 
ther the  lease  would  endure  for  60  years 
or  not.  The  point  raised  by  this  Amend- 
ment was  one  of  great  importance,  and 
one  which  should  be  dealt  with  before  the 
BiU  left  the  House,  in  order  that  the 
tenants,  lessors,  and  lessees,  in  cases  of 
the  kind  might  not  be  left  in  a  state  of 
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uncertainty.  There  had  been  some  very 
extraordinary  doctrines  promulgated 
from  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  had 
concurred  in  the  view  that  a  lease,  being 
under  seal,  it  was  to  be  construed,  not 
by  what  it  expressed,  but  by  some  ex- 
trinsic evidence  derived  from  nobody 
knew  where.  It  was  rumoured  that  be- 
fore long  the  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  hold  a  very  distin- 
guished position  in  his  Profession ;  but, 
when  that  event  took  place,  it  was  to  be 
hoped  that  his  decisions  would  in  no  way 
be  regulated  by  such  doctrines  as  he 
(Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)  had  alluded 
to. 

The  ATTOENET  GENEEAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  be  under 
a  misapprehension,  of  which  he  (the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  would  en- 
deavour to  relieve  him.  There  was  no 
difficulty  in  the  case  he  had  just  pre- 
sented. If  the  lives  and  years  did  not 
come  to  an  end  in  60  years,  the  lease 
would  not  be  within  the  operation  of 
this  clause ;  if  they  did  so  come  to  an 
end,  it  would. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :—k.jQ%  208 ;  Noes 
100:  Majority  180.  — (Div.  list,  No. 
392.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That 
in  place  of  the  words  struck  out  by 
The  Lords,  the  following  words  be  in- 
serted : — 

'*  Provided  that  at  the  expiration  of  such 
existing  leases,  or  of  sach  of  them  as  shall 
expire  within  sixty  ^rears  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  the  lessees,  if  bon&  fide  in  occupation 
of  their  holdings,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  tenants 
of  present  ordinary  tenancies  from  year  to  year, 
at  the  rents  and  subject  to  the  conditions  of 
their  leases  respectively,  so  far  as  such  condi- 
tions are  applicable  to  tenancies  from  year  to 
year  ;  but  this  provision  shall  not  apply  where 
a  reversionary  lease  of  the  holding  has  been 
bon^  fide  made  before  the  passing  of  this  Act ; 
and  provided  also  that  where  it  shall  appear  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  the  landlord 
desires  to  resume  the  holding  for  the  bond  fide 
purpose  of  occupying  the  same  as  a  residence 
for  himself,  or  as  a  home  farm  in  connexion 
with  his  residence,  or  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding  a  residence  for  some  member  of  his 
family,  the  Court  may  authorise  him  to  resume 
the  same  accordingly  in  the  manner  and  on  the 
terms  provided  by  the  fifth  section  of  this  Act 
with  respect  to  the  resumption  of  a  holding  by 
a  landlord :  Provided  alw«k.^^AVc6»\.\\  'Qw^x^^* 

^  8  ., ,      _j00gle 


LJIUIU^eU 


1987 


ZandZaw 


(COMMONS  I 


ilrOtmi)  Bm.        1988 


ing  80  resumed  shall  bo  at  an^  time  within 
fifteen  years  after  suoh  resomption  re-let  to  a 
tenant,  the  same  shall  bo  subjeot,  from  and 
after  the  time  of  its  being  so  re-let,  to  all  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  which  are  applicable  to 
present  tenancies/' 

— {Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  16,  line 
24,  read. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  amend  the 
Amendment  made  dj  The  Lords  to  the 
words  restored  by  the  Commons  in  pag^ 
16,  line  24,  by  inserting  therein  after 
the  word  **  may  "  the  words — 

"  By  leave  of  the  Court,  which  leave  shall  be 
granted  unless  the  Court  shall  consider  the 
appeal  frivolous  and  vexations." — {Mr,  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  GIBSON  observed,  that  as  the 
Bill  proposed  to  give  the  Court  the 
power  to  break  leases,  under  a  new  sys- 
tem now  to  be  established,  it  was  to  the 
last  decree  reasonable  tiiat  that  power 
should  De  subject  to  some  check.  What 
was  the  meaning  of  this  qualification  ? 
How  could  it  be  frivolous  to  appeal 
against  the  setting  aside  of  a  lease? 
The  grounds  upon  which  a  lease  was 
to  be  set  aside  were  peculiar,  and  he 
would  like  to  ask  how  an  appeal,  under 
Buoh  circumstances,  could  be  considered 
frivolous  and  vexatious  ?  He  presumed 
that  the  riffht  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
would  admit  that  if  a  man  had  his  lease 
set  aside,  he  should  be  able  to  appeal. 
That  was  the  substantial  point.  Would 
it  not  be  better  to  leave  it  so  ?  Plainly, 
it  was  intended  that  the  Court  should 
allow  an  appeal,  except  in  special  cir- 
cumstances ;  but  he  was  at  such  a  loss 
to  understand  what  those  special  cir- 
cumstances were  to  be  that  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  not  to  introduce  spe- 
cial words,  as  proposed. 

Captain  AYLMEE  reminded  the 
House  that  the  landlord  was  to  be 
charged  with  the  moral  offence  of  hav- 
ing used  undue  influence  and  acted  un- 
justly in  making  unreasonable  terms, 
and  he  thought  every  Englishman  would 
wish  to  see  every  opportunity  given  to 
him  to  go  to  the  Court  to  clear  his 
character.  He  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  be  withdrawn. 


Mb.  WABTON  pointed  out  that  the 
proposed  words  would  make  the  clause 
read  awkwardly,  for  it  was  difficult  to 
connect  the  word  **  may"  with  the  pro- 
posed words. 

Mr.  HEALY  did  not  think  it  mat- 
tered much  one  way  or  the  other ;  but 
he  wished  to  know  something  as  to  the 
question  of  costs.  If  the  Court  below 
did  not  think  the  appeal  frivolous,  then 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  costs  should 
be  equally  divided.  If  it  was  fair  that 
an  appeal  might  lie,  then  the  costs 
ought  to  go  to  the  party  who  carried 
the  appeal ;  and  he  would  suggest  that 
the  Court  should  have  power  to  make 
an  order  as  to  costs,  without  leaving  any 
power  to  the  Court  above. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  as  amended, 
agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendments,  in  page  25,  line 
16,  and  in  page  31,  line  6,  agreed  to. 

Lords  Amendment,  in  page  39,  lines 
22  to  30,  read. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  wish,  upon 
this  Amendment,  to  notice  some  novel 
insinuations  which  have  been  made 
somewhat  recklessly.  It  is  said  that 
there  is  a  perfect  understanding  and 
arrangement  between  this  and  the  oppo- 
site Benches  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
these  proposals  are  to  be  dealt  with,  and 
it  is  understood  that  this  House  is  not 
eiig&g^  ii^  deliberative  functions,  but 
simply  in  giving  effect  to  conclusions 
alreaay  arrived  at.  We  have  had  plenty 
of  opportunity  for  using  hard  words, 
and  on  the  50th  night  of  this  discus- 
sion I  do  not  wish  to  use  hard  words, 
and  I  will  withdraw  the  word  ''reck- 
less." There  are  here  about  21  of  these 
Amendments,  and,  as  far  as  I  know — 
and  I  apprehend  I  ought  to  know — hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  not  aware 
when  they  came  into  the  House  to-day, 
or  at  any  time  during  the  evening,  what 
course  the  Government  intended  to  take 
upon  any  one  of  these  Amendments. 
Now,  Sir,  this  is  a  clause  in  regard  to 
which  we  have  been  very  unfortunate. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  pointed  out — and,  as  we 
thought,  justly — that  there  might  be 
a  temptation  to  use  the  process  known 
08  Ji  fa  for  the  purpose  of  selling  up 
peremptorily,  by  modes   open  to  the 
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landlord  like  any  ordinary  creditor, 
unfortunate  persons  who  were  in  arrear, 
and  who,  if  time  were  given  to  them  to 
obtain  a  judicial  rent,  would  be,  per- 
haps, able  to  extricate  themselves  from 
their  embarrassments ;  and,  at  all  events, 
by  selling  their  holding,  to  o£Per  much 
more  security  than  the  creditors  would 
have  if  this  ume  were  not  given.  I  do 
not  wish  to  go  over  the  arguments ;  but 
the  point  that  was  urged  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  this  clause  was  that  it  would 
offer  a  general  inducement  to  a  very 
large  proportion  of  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land to  withhold  the  payment  of  rents, 
and  to  rush  into  the  Court  for  the  sake  of 
obtaining  a  judicial  rent,  not  merely  on 
the  genume  and  legitimate  grounds  upon 
which  a  judicial  rent  might  be  sought, 
but  likewise  for  the  sake  of  avoiding  all 
payment  of  rent.  I  am  not  going  to 
make  an  argument  generally  against 
that ;  but  we  do  say  this — that,  in  our 
opinion,  the  delay  before  the  fixing  of  a 
judicial  rent  would  be  a  very  short 
delay.  I  am  in  the  recolleetion  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  that  was  our  con- 
tention, that  the  delay  would  be  very 
short,  and  would  be  no  hardship  to  the 
creditor,  viewing  the  advantage  he  would 
have  in  the  better  security  provided  for 
in  the  value  of  the  tenancy  when  the 
judicial  rent  was  fixed.  The  House  of 
Lords  rejected  the  clause.  It  came 
down  here,  and  we,  bearing  in  mind  the 
argument  made  against  us,  that  it  would 
be  very  hard  for  the  landlords  as  well 
as  the  other  creditors  to  be  kept  out  of 
their  rents  for  a  length  of  time,  amended 
the  clause  by  inserting  a  provision  that 
the  Court  must  be  satisfied  that  the 
judicial  rent  had  been  fixed  within  a 
reasonable  time,  not  exceeding  three 
months.  We  gave  into  that,  not  as  a 
mere  concession  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
but  because  we  felt  the  force  of  the 
argument  that  the  hardship  would  be 
extreme  to  the  landlords  and  the  credi- 
tors if  the  proceedings  were  not  pretty 
rapid.  Having  made  that  Amendment, 
we  found  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork,  and  those  who  had  urged 
the  argument  on  the  side  of  the  embar- 
rassed tenant,  took  a  very  severe  view 
of  it,  and  considered  that  it  destroyed 
the  vdue  of  the  clause.  However,  we 
persevered,  and  sent  the  clause  again  to 
the  Lords ;  but  while  we  have  exas- 
perated its  friends,  we  have  not  pro- 
jitiated  its  foes,    It  is  again  refused. 


and  it  comes  back  to  this  House  with  all 
those  previously  opposed  to  it  still  in 
opposition,  and  those  who  previously 
supported  it  declaring  that  in  its 
present  shape  it  is  of  no  value.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan)  is  stated  to 
have  said  that  practically  the  Amend- 
ment would  render  this  clause  entirely 
valueless  to  nine-tenths  of  the  people. 
He  said,  further,  that  the  provisions  of 
the  clause,  as  they  at  present  stood,  were 
not  worth  a  farthing,  and  he  would  pre- 
fer to  have  them  out  of  the  Bill  alto- 
gether, rather  than  it  should  be  sud- 
posed  that  the  Government  had  made 
any  concession  in  this  respect.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  (Mr.  I)awson)  made 
an  emphatic  declaration,  I  think,  to  the 
same  effect,  and  said  it  would  be  more 
straightforward  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  omit  the  clause  altogether. 
And  another  hon.  Gentleman — ^the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan) — also 
denounced  the  Amendment ;  while  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
recommended  its  withdrawal.  I  do  not 
think,  if  we  are  in  such  a  condition  in 
respect  to  a  clause  like  this,  we  feel 
bound  to  insist  on  the  strict  limitation  of 
time,  and  not  being  able  to  resist  the 
arguments  made  against  us,  and  the 
friends  of  the  clause  declaring  that  that 
limitation  makes  it  wholly  valueless,  I 
do  not  think  we  are  now  in  a  position  to 
persevere  with  the  clause.  We  must 
act  upon  those  declarations.  I  should 
have  been  glad  if  we  could  have  perse- 
vered with  the  clause,  if  it  could  have 
been  done  without  inflicting  hardship 
and  injustice  ;  but  we  cannot  press  it  in 
ihe  terms  in  which  we  should  feel  bound 
to  press  it,  when  it  is  declared  to  be 
valueless  as  holding  out  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  promise  of  advantage  and  relief 
which  they  are  not  really  to  receive. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  will  be  my 
duty  to  move,  with  regard  to  this  Amend- 
ment, that  the  House  do  agree  to  the 
last  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  doth  not  insist  on  its 
disagreement  with  The  Lords  in  the  said 
Amendment." — {Mr.  Gladstone,) 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  that  if  he  sup- 
posed that  the  term  was  Parliamentary, 
he  would  be  tempted  to  say  that  he  con- 
sidered the  conduct  of  the  Government 
in   this   matter    thorou^liV^    ^^t^Njsqk:^ 
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clause  uselefls  and  illusory  for  fulfilling 
the  purpose  for  which  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  had  declared  it  to  be 
necessary.  The  necessity  for  this  clause, 
not  in  its  present  shape,  but  in  its  ori« 
ginal  shape,  as  moyed  by  him  (Mr. 
Pamell)  and  accepted  by  the  Goyem- 
ment,  was  just  as  great  now  as  oyer.  It 
would  be  just  as  possible  for  the  land- 
lord to  driye  a  coach-and-four  through 
the  Bill;  and  the  fact  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  accepted  the  clause,  and 
then  mutilated  it  and  made  it  useless, 
did  not  exempt  the  Ooyernment  from 
the  odium  of  haying  yielded  to  pressure. 
For  his  part,  he.  left  the  responsibility  of 
the  affair  with  the  Goyemment,  and  he 
could  only  say  that  the  organization  there 
was  in  Ireland  would  proye  a  more  effi- 
cient protection  against  abuse  of  power 
than  any  wish  the  Goyemment  might 
haye  in  reference  to  the  matter. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  wish  to  relieye 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Pamell) 
from  the  entirely  erroneous  supposition 
— which  no  other  hon.  Member  shares — 
that  I  made  him  responsible.  I  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  responsibility 
for  the  abandonment  of  the  clause  is 
entirely  with  the  Gt)yemment.  The  hon. 
Member  was  responsible  for  declaring 
that  the  clause  in  its  present  shape  was 
useless,  and  all  I  did  was  to  cite  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  clause  in  its  ori- 
ginal shape.  The  Goyemment  are  re- 
sponsible for  the  clause  in  its  present 
shape. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  regretted 
as  much  as  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Pamell)  the  abandonment  of  the 
clause  as  it  originally  stood.  He  thought 
the  clause,  if  limited  to  three  months, 
would  haye  been  practically  of  little 
yalue ;  but  he  entirely  disagreed  with  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  that  the  Goyemment  had  by  meir 
concession  in  this  regard  in  any  substan- 
tial degree  impaired  or  lessenea  the  yalue 
of  the  Bill.  As  one  who  had  anxiously 
watched  the  Bill,  as  one  who  had  used 
no  language  of  indiscriminate  eulogy 
towards  it,  and  as  one  who  had  laboured 
to  render  it  valuable  for  the  Irish  ten- 
ants, he  thought  it  only  just  to  say  that 
he  thought  in  its  main  and  substantial 
character,  for  the  protection  of  the  Irish 
tenants,  the  Goyemment  had  stood  man- 
fully by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
not  surprised  at  the  action  of  the  Mi- 


tible,  and  a  fitting  sequel  to  the  course 
fhey  had  pursued  during  the  eyening. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  leading 
up  the  way  in  explanation  of  the  course 
he  was  going  to  pursue  on  this  clause, 
laboured  to  persuade  the  House  that 
there  was  no  secret  compromise  entered 
into  with  reg^d  to  this  Bill.  He  thought 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man  was  scarcely  a  credible  one. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  must  call  the 
hon.  Member  to  Order.  When  the  hon. 
Member  describes  the  conduct  of  myself 
and  my  Colleagues  as  contemptible,  I 
can  sit,  and  I  think  they  can  sit,  under 
that  imputation  without  being  in  the 
slightest  degree  annoyed  or  disturbed; 
but  when  he  chooses  to  go  beyond  the 
limits  of  Parliamentary  decency,  and 
says  a  statement  of  fact  made  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  is  not  credible,  I  think 
he  is  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  admit,  I  think,  that  an  expression 
of  that  kind  applied  to  a  Member  of 
this  House  is  not  Parliamentary. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  that,  of  course, 
if  the  Speaker  ruled  him  out  of  Order  in 
saying  that  the  statement  of  the  Prime 
BOni^r,  in  view  of  the  circumstances  of 
the  last  few  days,  and  of  the  entire 
change  of  front  by  the  Goyemment  in 
regard  to  these  Amendments,  was  scarcely 
credible,  he  would  withdraw  the  state- 
ment at  once,  and  would  go  on  to  say 
that  the  course  of  events  that  evening 
had  plainly  shown  him  that  there  had 
been  some  influences  at  work  which  he 
had  not  been  able  to  see,  and  the  extent 
and  nature  of  which  he  had  not  been 
able  to  penetrate,  and  that  there  had 
been  reasons  which  had  weighed  with 
the  (Government  in  regard  to  the  course 
they  had  taken  which  they  had  not  given 
to  the  House  as  their  reasons.  The  con- 
duct of  the  Goyemment  upon  this  clause 
was  a  fitting  sequel  to  their  conduct 
during  the  evening ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  was  responsible  for  the 
inefficient,  useless,  and  iUusory  shape  of 
this  clause  as  it  now  stood,  coolly  at- 
tempted to  throw  upon  him  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  the  responsibility  of  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  clause. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  rose  to  explain 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  give  his  explanation 
afterwards.  By  ms  own  action,  and 
against  the  protests  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bersi  the  Prime  Minister  had  made  this 
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nisfcry.    He  had  always  regarded  him- 
Belf  up  to  this  eyening  as  the  one  person 
in  Parliament  who  did  not  and  never 
could  helieve  in  the  existence  of  a  crisis 
at  all.    From  the  heginning  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  convince  people  that  the 
whole  matter  was  a  storm  m  a  teacup, 
and  the  picture  of  the  Prime  Minister 
putting  his  foot  down  on  the  one  side, 
and  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Carlingford) 
in  ''  another  place  "  doing  the  same,  was 
the  creation  of  an  excited  imagination. 
What  was  the  meaning  of  this  transac- 
tion?   He  did  not  know  whether  the 
Government  wished  to  excite  some  waning 
enthusiasm,  or  to  make  the  country  for- 
get their  errors;  but  anyone  who  read 
the  newspapers  would  be  firmly  con- 
vinced that    the   Prime    Minister  had 
made  up  his  mind  to  make  some  radical 
changes  in  the  C!onstitution  of  the  country. 
He  was  amused  to  see  his  hon.  Friend 
on  the  Badical  Benches,  with  a  load  of 
telegrams  from  public  meetings  and  as- 
sociations, all  eager  for  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister to  make  the  sound  radical  de- 
claration he  made  in  introducing  his 
remarks  upon  this  clause  against  ''  an- 
other place."    These  very  things  which 
were  declared    by  all  the   Mmisterial 
organs  to  be  of  the  first  importance  had 
now  been  brought  down  by  the  Ministry 
to  matters  of  the  most  trifling  detail. 
What  was  the  Prime  Minister  going  to 
put  his  foot  down  upon  ?    Upon  having 
regard  to  the  interests  of  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant.  That  had  been  a  great  point 
of  controversy  and    collision    between 
those  in  ''another  pl£u;e."     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  almost  fell  upon  the  neck  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  and  shed  tears  of  joy  at  the  in- 
fallible nostrum  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
vided for  a  reconciliation.  But  now  what 
had  become  of  the  clause  ?    The  right 
hon.   Gentleman    the    Prime    Minister 
whittled  the  period  down  to  three  months, 
and  now,  taking  advantage  of  his  own 
wrong,  he  sought  to  get  rid  of  the  clause 
altogether.     He  remembered  the  Prime 
Minister  nodding  his  head  significantly 
when  the  noble  Lord  the  li^mber  for 
Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  was 
objecting  to  one  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill,  and  said  that  the  interest  of  the 
tenant  in  the  tenant  right  had  been  re- 
duced to  zero.  The  Jove  of  the  Olympian 
Treasury  Bench  nodded  his  head  to  sig- 


nify his  acquiescence  in  the  opinion  that 
the  tenant  right  had  been  reduced  to 
zero.  If  that  were  really  so,  all  the 
tenants  were  absolutely  placed  at  the 
mercy  of  the  landlords  if  they  happened 
to  owe  arrears  of  rent.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  intrusted  with  the  duty  of  go- 
verning Ireland.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor) 
did  not  know  for  how  long  or  how  short 
a  time  he  meant  to  retaon  that  duty. 
[CrtM  of  "  Question  !  "1  If  he  was  not 
able  to  make  his  remarks  clear  to  the  in- 
telligence of  hon.  Members  opposite,  it 
was  not  his  fault.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretarjr  for  Ireland 
had  the  duty  of  governing  Ireland ;  and 
a  large  number  of  the  tenants  were  in 
peril  of  forfeiture  of  their  holdings  if 
some  clause  like  that  proposed  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  were  not  inserted  in  the  Bill.  For 
his  own  part,  he  did  not  feel  much  ag- 
grieved by  the  course  the  Government 
proposed  to  take.  He  would  certainly 
feel  aggrieved  if  he  thought  the  tenants 
of  Ir^and  were  dependent  on  the  Gh>- 
vemment,  or  upon  this  Bill,  or  upon  any 
proceedings  which  the  Government  might 
take ;  but  he  knew  they  had  something 
far  more  stable  to  found  their  hopes 
upon  than  the  friendship  of  a  Liberal 
Ministry,  or  any  pledges  they  might 
make 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  Hs- 
tened  with  very  great  interest  indeed  to 
the  declaration  of  the  Government  that 
the  harmony  sought  to  be  established  in 
''  another  place  was  not  the  result  of 
a  compromise,  and  he  was  accordingly 
led  to  conclude  that  the  warm  and  in- 
teresting discussion  which  was  supposed 
to  have  taken  place  upon  the  Land  Bill 
between  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  GKbson)  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Farrer 
Herschell)  had  been  a  matter  for  their 
own  private  gratification.  It  was  a 
gratifying  thing,  in  these  days  of  Party 
warfare,  and  spoke  much  for  the  innate 
nobleness  of  political  controversy,  to 
find  that  even  common  rumour  could 
accurately  guess  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  predict  with 
certainty  that  they  intended  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  sur- 
render the  protection  which,  on  the  in- 
itiative of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Qlt:^ 
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of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  they  had  consented 
to  throw  around  the  Irish  tenants.    By 
the  surrender  of  the  protection  proposed 
to  be  given  to  the  Irish  tenants,  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  now  ac- 
complished, thousands  and  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  tenants  in  Ireland  were  liable 
to  be  deprived  of  all  the  advantages 
which  it  iwas  presumed  they  would  de- 
rive from  this  Bill.    It  was  left  entirely 
dependent  upon  the  mercy  of  the  Irish 
landlords  whether  tens  of  thousands  of 
tenants  were  not  sold  out  within  the 
next  few  months ;  but  very  possibly  the 
£rish  landlords  might  prove  to  be  much 
more  merciful  than  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary   for    Ireland  had 
thanked,  in  the  most  effusive  manner, 
the  Leader  of  the  Irish  Party  for  sup- 
plying this  indispensable  protection  to 
the  Irish  tenantry.    There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  all  the  sincerity  and  honesty 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  character 
went  forth  in  that  solemn  declaration  of 
thankfulness,  and  that,  having  made  it, 
he  had  satisfied  his  conscience,  and  would 
stick  to  his  official  position.     The  pro- 
ceeding was  in  perfect  keeping  with  the 
whole  official  bearing  of  tne  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman.     The  conduct  of  uie    Go- 
vernment had  already  been  characterized 
by  an  epithet  which  w£is  not  altogether 
undeserved,  and  it  was  unnecessary  to 
add  to  that  epithet,  as  it  precisely  de- 
scribed the  conduct  of  the  Government. 
He  was  satisfied,  however,  that  the  Irish 
tenantry  had  learnt  a  lesson,  teaching 
them  to   organize  so    thoroughly  that 
much  of  the  mischief  which  might  come 
upon  them  from  this  wretched  abandon- 
ment of  the  pledges  of  the  Government 
would  not  be  brought  about.    But  even 
the  abject  surrender  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government   to    the   House  of   Lords 
might  not  give  them   the   satisfaction 
and   peace     and  uninterrupted  enjoy- 
ment of  their  official  positions  which 
they  doubtless  looked  forward  to.    There 
was  ''many  a  slip  'twixt  the  cup  and 
the  lip."     He  concurred  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Galway  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)    in  never  having  be- 
lieved in    the  occurrence  of  a  serious 
Ministerial  crisis.  There  was  much  more 
danger,  and  it  might  still  exist,  of  a 
crisis  on  the  side  of  the  Conservative 
Party.    No  one  who  had  witnessed  what 
had  been  going  on  in  the  last  few  days, 

Mr.  O'Dimnell 


and  had  seen  the  quakinff  Liberal,  green 
with  terror  at  the  thou^t  of  a  Dissolu- 
tion, could  have  believed  in  the  reality 
of  a  crisis.  No  one  who  had  watched 
their  heart-bom  countenances  could  have 
supposed  there  was  much  of  a  critical 
nature  about  the  resistance  of  the  Liberal 
Party.  They  had  cheerfully  surrendered 
before  friend  and  foe,  and  they  were  now 
being  allowed  to  perform  their  triumph- 
ant retreat  as  the  worthy  followers  of 
an  unprincipled  Government. 

Ma.  HEALY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  stated 
early  in  the  evening  that  there  had 
been  no  compromise.  He  (Mr.  Healy) 
quite  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  making 
a  compromise.  The  Government  was 
one  of  surrender  and  not  of  compro- 
mise. They  surrendered  Candahar ;  they 
surrendered  Afghanistan  ;  they  surren- 
dered the  Transvaal;  and  what  objec- 
tion could  they  have  to  the  surrender  of  a 
clause  in  the  I^nd  Bill?  He  was  re- 
minded by  an  hon.  Friend  that  they  had 
even  surrendered  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  The 
Tory  Party  knew  too  well  the  cha- 
racter of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  require  a  compromise;  and  he  did 
not  believe  that  they  had  found  any 
necessity  for  entering  into  any  ar- 
rangement or  any  negotiation  vrith 
the  Goverment,  because  they  were  satis- 
fied that,  as  a  matter  of  course,  they 
would  capitulate,  and  that  a  surrender 
would  follow.  He  could,  therefore,  quite 
credit  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
proceedings  of  that  night  were  in  no 
sense  the  result  of  a  compromise.  The 
House  had  been  told  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Charles  Eussell)  that  the  Bill  had  been 
in  no  way  impaired  by  the  concessions 
which  had  been  made.  It  was  exactiy 
what  they  had  heard  in  regard  to  Can- 
dahar; the  British  Empire  was  in  no 
way  impaired  by  that  surrender.  We 
had  surrendered  the  Transvaal;  but 
after  all  it  must  be  confessed  that  justice 
was  on  our  side.  [  Cries  of  *  *  Question ! "] 
He  could  readily  believe  that  the  ana- 
logy was  much  too  perfect  for  hon.  Q^n- 
tiemen  opposite.  He  could  easily  un- 
derstand how  it  was  that  an  Irish 
Ministerialist  could  get  up  and  say  that 
the  present  surrender  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  of  no  account  at  all.    When 
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.  the  House  summed  up  the  frightful  total 
of  surrender  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
which  the  Government  had  consented 
to,  they  would  have  no  difficulty  in  be- 
lieving that  the  Cabinet  weighed  and 
liberated  for  a  considerable  time  as 
to  whether  there  should  be  a  prelimi^ 
nary  statement  of  the  course  they  in- 
tended to  take.  It  was  amusing,  in  the 
early  part  of  the  evening,  to  see  the 
bellicose  Badicals  come  down  to  the 
House  with  their  telegrams  and  Peti- 
tions. Calling  upon  the  Government  to 
stand  fast  by  the  Bill,  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister must  have  been  aware  how  horri- 
fied the  Badicals  would  be  by  the  work 
of  surrender  contemplated  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  he  therefore  wisely  ab- 
stained from  making  a  preliminary  state- 
ment on  the  Order  bein^  read  for  the 
Consideration  of  the  Lords  Amendments. 
They  all  recognized  the  wisdom  of  the 
course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken.  Personally,  on  this  the  50th 
night  of  their  deliberations,  he  (Mr. 
Healy)  congratulated  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  it.  Before  he  sat  down 
he  should  like  to  say  one  word  more. 
They  were  now  agreemg  with  the  Lords 
in  striking  out  this  clause;  but  there 
was  a  passage  in  what  occurred  a  day  or 
two  ago  which  he  should  like  to  read  to 
the  House  as  a  final  touch — and  it  re- 
lated to  the  Commons'  reasons  for  dis- 
agreeing with  the  Lords'  original  Amend- 
ments. The  Government  then  found  it 
expedient  to  put  in  black  and  white 
what  their  reasons  were  for  insisting  on 
sticking  to  this  excellent  clause.  He 
had  it  before  him  in  black  and  white,  or 
rather  in  black  and  blue — very  like  the 
Bill  itself— 

"  The  Commonit  disagree  to  the  Amendment 
at  page  39,  lines  22  to  30,  for  the  following 
reason:  because" 

•^-he  could  almost  trace  the  accents  of 
the  Chief  Secretary — 

**  because  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that  where 
a  tenant  is  seeking  to  obtain  a  reduction  of  rent 
and  statutory  term  through  the  intervention  of 
the  Court,  the  sale  of  his  tenancy  at  the  suit  of 
a  creditor  may,  under  special  circumstances,  be 
stayed  for  a  fi^ort  time  so  that  the  true  value  of 
his  tenancy  may  be  realised." 

[Mr.  W.  E.  FoRSTEB :  Hear,  hear!]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Lreland  cheered ;  but  the  words,  like 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Eesolutions, 
had  faded — like  Hans  Breitman's  cele- 


brated party.  "Where  is  that  party 
now  ?  "  And  what  had  become  of  the  Eea- 
sons  which  the  House  of  Commons  felt 
it  necessary  to  send  up  to  the  House  of 
Lords?  They  were  gone;  and  gone 
with  them  were  the  hopes  of  thousands 
of  the  Irish  tenants. 

Mb.  LEAMY  said,  the  result  of  the 
rejection  of  this  clause  would  be  that 
directly  the  Bill  became  law  every  Irish 
landlord  would  commence  proceedings 
to  obtain  a  judgment  in  execution  against 
any  tenant  who  happened  to  be  in  arrear. 
The  landlord  would  have  the  full  right 
of  selling  out  all  tenants  in  arrear,  put- 
ting every  penny  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  into  his  own  pocket  and  shutting 
out  the  ordinary  creditor  from  all  re- 
medy. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  ; — ^Ayes  196 ;  Noes 
70:  Majority  126.  — (Div.  List,  No. 
393.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  a  Committee  be  appointed  '  to  draw  np 
Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  dis- 
agreeing to  the  Amendments  made  by  The 
Lords  to  the  Bill,  to  which  this  House  hath 
disagreed': — Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  William 
Edwabd  Forstbb,  Mr.  Attornbt  Gbneral 
for  Ireland,  Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Shaw  Lbfbyre, 
Mr.  Solicitor  General,  and  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  :  —  Three  to  be  the 
quorum." 

Mh.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  Am  I  in 
Order,  Sir,  in  moving  an  addition  to  the 
names  proposed  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  Member 
will  be  in  Order  in  moving. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  I  have  plea- 
sure in  proposing  that  the  name  of  tibe 
hon.  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy) 
be  added. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  I  think  it  would 
be  more  apropos  if  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dub- 
lin University  (Mr.  Gibson)  were  upon 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  There  is  no  desire  on 
my  part  to  serve  upon  the  Committee. 

Mr.  healy  :  1  have  no  wish  to  be  a 
Member  of  the  Committee.  I  have  only 
to  express  a  hope  that  the  next  time  the 
Eeasons  are  printed  they  will  be  adhered 
to. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  to  withdraw  immediately^ 
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— [Lorrfj.]— [Bill  247.] 
{Mr.  William  Edward  Forster,) 

8B0OKD  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Ifr.  miham  Edward  Fonter.) 

Mr.  HEALY  rose  to  Order.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  been  appointed  one  of  the 
Committee  that  had  just  been  ordered  to 
withdraw,  and  he  still  retained  his  seat 
on  the  Treasury  Bench. 

Question  put. 

Mb.  HEALY  again  rose  to  Order. 
The  right  hon.  Genueman  had  just  been 
ordered  to  withdraw,  and  had  not  done 

80. 

Me.  SPEAKEE  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  quite  in  Order  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  and  I  have 
put  that  Question  to  the  House. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  whether  he  could 
raise  the  question  of  Privilege?  This 
^oceeding  a£Pected  the  Privilege  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  inasmuch  as  the 
Order  of  the  House  had  been  disobeyed. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  already  in- 
formed the  House  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  in  Order.  The  ques- 
tion of  Order  has  no  foundation. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  hon. 
Members  on  those  Benches  felt  very 
strongly  on  the  subject-matter  of  this 
Bill.  He  objected  to  the  second  reading 
being  taken  at  that  hour,  and  therefore 
befi^ged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
-^{Mr,  T.P,  O'Connor.) 

Majob  NOLAN  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  would  withdraw  his 
Motion,  otherwise  there  was  no  chance 
of  the  measure  being  passed  that  Ses- 
sion. It  would  be  a  great  pity  if  the 
Bill  were  not  read  a  second  time  that 
night. 

Mb.  W.  E.  forster  regretted  that 
the  second  reading  should  have  been 
moved  at  so  late  an  hour;  but  he  trusted 
that  hon.  Members  interested  in  the 
question  would  consider  that  if  the  Bill 
was  to  become  law  that  Session,  it  was 
Very  desirable  that  nothing  should  be 


allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  pre- 
sent  stage  being  taken.  There  was  no 
Notice  of  opposition  to  the  Bill  upon  the 
Paper,  and  he  did  not  suppose  tnat  any 
objection  would  be  taken.  He  earnestly 
desired  that  all  those  who  were  con- 
cerned and  interested  in  the  question 
would  consent  to  the  second  reading 
bein^  taken ;  and  he  would  do  his  best 
to  take  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill  at  an 
earlier  time.  Under  the  oircamstances, 
he  trusted  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
would  not  persevere  with  his  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  unreasonable,  having  regard  to  the 
time  of  the  Session,  that  the  Bill  should 
be  read  a  second  time ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would,  on 
the  next  occasion,  do  all  he  could  to  brinff 
it  on  earlier  in  the  evening.     He  had 
some  remarks  to  make  when  the  next 
stage  was  reached  on  the  expense  of  the 
Examiners  and  the  unlimited  number 
and  indefinite  amount  of  the  prizes,  to 
which  he  would  not  now  refer  in  detail. 
Mb.  DAWSON  thought  it  would  be  a 
great  calamity  for  the  Insh  people  if  the 
Bill  were  read  a  second  time  at  that 
hour  without  a  protest.     The  Bill  pro- 
vided no  education  for  the  Irish  people. 
It  was  a  misnomer  to  describe  the  sys- 
tem as  one  of  education.     The  examina- 
tion paper  had  no  other  result  than  to 
bring  about  the  same  state  of  things  in 
the  higher  branches  of  education  as  was 
disclosed  the  other   day  by  the  noble 
Lord  on  that  side  of  the  House  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Goffin — namely,  a  system  of  cramming 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  grants.     He 
regretted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  thought 
it  right  to  take  the  second  reading  with- 
out giving  Irish  Members  an  opjpor- 
tunitv  for  making  a  plea  that  the  Irish 
people  should  be  treated  fairly  in  the 
matter  of  education.     He  thought  they 
ought  not,  as  it  were,  silently  to  sell 
their    birthright    in    this    matter    for 
£20,000  a-year;  and,  although  he  was 
not  at  that  moment  prepared  to  discuss 
the  Bill,  he  trusted  that  some  further 
protest  would  be  made  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  been  driven,  at  an  inopportune 
time  of  the  morning,  to  give  it  a  second 
reading. 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  agreed, 
to  t  certain  extent,  with  the  obj^ons 
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made  by  hon.  Members  opposite.  He 
could  not  regard  the  proposed  scheme 
as  by  any  means  satisfactory,  nor  did  he 
think  it  reasonable  to  take  the  second 
reading  stage  without  some  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  principles  of  the  Bill. 
Neyertheless,  he  put  it  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers, that  if  it  was  not  taken  then  there 
was  no  chance  of  the  Bill  passing  that 
Session.  He  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  make  the  Bill,  with  all  its  disadvan- 
tages, into  law  than  to  postpone  it  until 
next  year. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  rose  to 
support  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  He  had  worked  hard 
and  lon^  in  the  cause  of  reform  of  Irish 
Uniyersity  Education ;  but,  so  far  as  he 
could  make  out  the  present  Bill,  it  was 
for  the  abolition  of  University  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland.  It  did  not  even  pro- 
vide a  good  examination  paper — the 
machinery  was  bad  even  for  that  pur- 
pose— and  he  could  say  that  the  men 
who  had  the  interest  of  education  in 
Ireland  at  heart  despised  the  Bill.  Irish 
Members  should,  at  least,  have  an  op- 
portunity of  expressing  their  opinions 
upon  it;  but  mose  exponents  of  the 
national  feeling  upon  the  subject  of 
Irish  University  Education  had  been 
kept  entirely  in  the  dark  with  regard  to 
the  Bill.  There  was  a  great  public 
interest  taken  in  this  matter ;  and,  hav- 
ing formerly  obiected  to  the  inferior 
character  of  the  education  in  the  Queen's 
University,  he  should  be  false  to  his 
principles  if  he  allowed  to  pass  without 
protest  a  measure  which  would  make 
men  look  back  with  regret  to  the  Stan- 
dard at  that  University.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  second  reading  would  be  given.  It 
was  quite  impossible  to  allow  that  stage 
to  be  taken  on  the  present  occasion 
without  a  sincere  protest  on  the  part  of 
Irish  Members. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  reminded  the 
House  that  the  Prime  Minister  had  pro- 
mised the  House,  when  he  asked  for  the 
whole  of  the  time  of  the  House,  that  no 
controversial  matter  should  be  brought 
forward  during  the  remainder  of  the 
Session.  Every  English  Bill  had  been 
set  aside  for  the  Irish  Land  Bill ;  and  he 
would  like  to  know  upon  what  grounds 
the  promise  given  was  to  be  departed 
from?  It  was  very  clear,  from  what 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  said,  that 
this  Bill  would;  at  some  stage,  provoke 


alenffthy  discussion;  and  therefore  he 
would  like  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  to  explain  upon  what  grounds 
the  pledge  given  to  the  House  was  being 
violated? 

Me,  GIVAN  quite  thought  this  Bill 
was  not  sufficiently  comprehensive  for 
the  requirements  of  education  in  Ire- 
land ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  knew 
that  a  great  amount  of  interest  was  con- 
centrated upon  the  Bill  by  both  Catholic 
and  Protestant  der^.  Their  arrange- 
ments were  made  in  view  of  the  Sill 
being  carried,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  great  calamity  if  the  intention  to 
pass  the  Bill  was  frustrated.  He  hoped 
the  second  reading  would  be  given  to 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  thought 
the  Bill  which  was  now  being  attacked 
was  a  very  small  matter ;  and  &at  if  hon. 
Members  had  wished  to  prevent  the 
Bill,  they  should  have  endeavoured  to 
repeal  the  Act  passed  two  or  three  years 
ago.  The  present  Bill  was  only  intended 
to  give  greater  effect  to  the  Bill  already 
passed. 

Dr.  LYONS  hoped  his  hon.  Friends 
would  agree  to  the  second  reading.  The 
Bill  had  been  a  long  time  under  con- 
sideration, and  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  some  years  ago  the  present  (Govern- 
ment made  an  effort  to  settle  this  Uni- 
versity Question,  and  he  always  regretted 
that  the  Bill  introduced  by  the  present 
Prime  Minister  had  not  become  law. 
After  careful  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject, he  thought  no  such  measure,  in  idl 
probability,  would  be  possible  at  any 
juncture  of  political  circumstances  in  the 
near  future.  When  a  great  opportunity, 
given  in  1873,  was  lost,  hopes  were  en- 
tertained that  another  and  a  greater 
measure  would  be  introduced ;  but  those 
hopes  had  been  falsified,  and  the  only 
possible  measure  that  could  be  expected 
was  that  now  introduced.  A  body  of 
gentlemen,  representing  the  educatioui 
and  the  religion,  and  the  feelings  of  Ire- 
land, had  sat  together  for  a  long  time, 
discussing  the  f^^imework  of  a  measure 
to  be  submitted  to  Parliament ;  and  this 
Bill  was  only  carrying  out  the  essence  of 
the  Act  of  two  years  ago.  The  responsi- 
bility of  the  framework  of  the  present 
measure  did  not  rest  with  the  Members 
of  the  Government;  and  he  was  pre- 
pared to  say  that  if  there  was  the  smaUest 
chance  of  a  larger  measure  being  con- 
sidered, he  would  not  accept  this  aa  thA 
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best  settlement  of  the  question.  A  yast 
deal  of  elaborate  and  scientific  considera- 
tion had  been  devoted  to  this  University 
scheme.  It  had  been  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  for  some  time, 
and  all  that  the  House  was  now  asked 
to  do  was  to  give  effect  to  the  previous 
Act.  Therefore,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  consent  to  the  formal  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  If  this  Bill  w£ts  wrecked, 
thousands  of  expectant  educationists  in 
Ireland  would  be  greatly  disappointed. 

Mb.  HEALT  complained  of  the  action 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in 
this  matter.  The  Speaker  had  said  some- 
thing which  nobody  could  hear,  and  all 
that  hon.  Members  were  given  to  under- 
stand was  that  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  was  being  moved.  Except  the  Co- 
ercion Bill,  he  had  not  read  a  single  Bill 
that  Session  ;  and  it  was  a  question  whe- 
ther the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
when  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
was  moved,  ought  not  to  say  something 
in  explanation.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
however,  had  not  done  that,  and  had 
treated  the  House  unfairly. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  observed,  that 
no  person  could  speak  twice  to  a  second 
reading,  and  therefore  he  had  taken 
the  course  which  he  had  adopted. 

Mb.  HEALT  replied,  that  there  were 
other  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  who  were  fully  aware  of  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and,  there- 
fore, the  excuse  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman went  by  the  board.  To  £tsk  the 
House  to  discuss,  at  that  hour,  a  Bill 
which  they  did  not  know  anything  about 
was  unreasonable  ;  and  if  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  would  allow  the  se- 
cond reading  to  stand  over  to  a  reason- 
able time,  the  Irish  Members  would 
undertake  not  to  oppose  the  second 
reading. 

Mb.  gray  sympathized  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy)  as  to 
the  importance  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
being  introduced  earlier  in  the  Session. 
He  had  no  particular  admiration  for  the 
scheme;  but  the  existing  Bill  having 
been  passed,  it  was  desirable  to  pass 
this  Bill  also.  When  the  Bill  was 
blocked,  there  was  a  feeling  of  alarm 
amongst  many  hundreds  of  people  in 
Ireland ;  and  if  it  was  now  stopped,  it 
might  be  stopped  altogether,  and  that 
would  create  a  feeling  approaching  to 
consternation  in  Ireland.    The  Govem- 


ment,  which  had  already  burnt  its  fingers 
with  the  University  Bill,  could  not  be 
expected  to  decide  the  question;  and, 
considering  that  there  would  be  abundant 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  on  the  Committee  staffe,  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
persevere  in  opposition  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  p.  0'C0NN9R  wished  to  ex- 
plain  the  course  he  intended  to  take. 
He  felt  very  strongly  with  regard  to  the 
character  of  this  Bill,  and  took  great  in- 
terest in  University  questions  generally. 
He  did  not  wish  to  sacrifice  his  chance 
of  doing  what  he  thought  necessary  in 
this  case ;  but,  as  he  had  been  appealed 
to  by  so  many  people,  and  did  not  wish 
to  be  ill-natured,  he  would  withdraw  his 
opposition.  At  the  same  time,  he  would 
suggest  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land should,  before  the  Committee  stage, 
consider  how  he  could  bring  the  Bill  on 
at  an  earlier  hour. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  promised  to  do 
his  best  in  that  direction,  for  he  desired 
that  there  should  a  good  discussion  on 
the  BiU. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  detain  the  House.  An  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gray)  had  said  that  the 
House  ought  to  consider  the  expectant 
educationists  in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  La- 
bouchere)  was  an  expectant  vacationist, 
and  he  was  anxious  that  the  House 
should  adjourn  as  soon  as  possible.  He 
had  understood  that  no  impediment 
would  be  placed  in  the  way  of  that  ad- 
journment by  the  introduction  of  contro- 
versial matter,  and  he  did  not  under- 
stand how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  could  enter 
into  an  agreement  to  afford  time  for  dis- 
cussing the  measure. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  misunderstood  the 
assurance  given  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  only  pledged 
himself  that  Bills  of  a  public  controver- 
sial character  should  not  be  taken.  If 
any  hon.  Member  was  prepared  to  op- 
pose this  BiU,  of  course  it  could  not  be 
passed,  and  the  responsibility  would  fall 
upon  those  who  opposed  it. 

Majob  NOLAN  wished  to  point  out 
that  there  was  really  no  controversy 
with  regard  to  the  Bill,  and  that  it  re- 
ceived the  support  of  a  large  number  of 
Irish  Members.  The  only  point  was 
whether  the  Bill  was  large  enough  to 
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deal  with  the  ^neral  question  of  Uni- 
versity Education ;  but  there  was  no  dis- 
pute as  to  the  necessity  of  passing  the 
measure  in  the  present  Session.  A  great 
deal  of  harm  had  been  done  in  Ire- 
land through  not  having  a  proper  sys- 
tem of  XLuyersity  Education,  and  it 
was  quite  time  that  something  should 
be  done  to  remedy  the  evil.  He  sin- 
cerely hoped  that  no  attempt  would  be 
made  to  delay  the  progress  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill. 

Mb.  BBYGE  said,  he  did  not  intend 
to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  Bill  at  any 
length ;  but  he  thought  the  second  read- 
ing ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  pass  al- 
together in  silence.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Bill  was  not  properly  under- 
stood by  the  House.  It  was  not  correct, 
as  had  been  stated  by  two  of  his  hon. 
Friends  near  him,  that  the  measure  was 
intended  merely  to  carry  out  the  Act  of 
1 879.  When  the  Bill  of  1 879  was  intro- 
duced, it  was  subjected  to  a  considerable 
amount  of  criticism,  and  the  reply  was 
that  it  was  only  a  sketch  giving  tiie  out- 
line of  a  scheme,  which  outline  was  to  be 
subsequently  filled  in  by  the  Senate.  The 
Senate  were  directed  to  prepare  a  scheme, 
and  that  scheme  had  now  been  prepared, 
and  laid  before  Parliament,  ana  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  brought  in  to  give  e£Eecb  to 
it.  Objection  was  taken  to  the  scheme 
prepared  by  the  Senate,  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  worse  than  the  one  shadowed 
forth  by  the  Act  of  1879.  It  would  have 
been  quite  possible  to  have  a  much  bet- 
ter scheme  under  that  Act,  and  he  sym- 
pathized with  what  had  been  said  by  his 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Dawson),  that 
the  Bill  now  under  discussion  was  one 
which  would  do  no  good  to  the  cause  of 
education  in  Ireland.  At  that  late  hour 
(half-past  2)  he  would  not  ask  the  House 
to  listen  to  any  discussion  on  the  merits 
of  the  Bill  itself ;  but  the  Irish  Members 
who  took  an  interest  in  education,  natu- 
rally protested  against  a  scheme  which 
they  believed  would  satisfy  nobody, 
which  would  not  benefit  Irish  Education 
in  any  perceptible  degree,  and  which 
would  only  form  a  basis  for  future  agi- 
tation. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  provide  an  en- 
dowment for  carrying  out  the  purposes 
of  the  Act  of  1879.  He  had  no  wish 
to  go  back  upon  the  disoussion  which 
occurred  in  1879 ;  but  he  thouffht  that 
the  Bill  which  was  then  passed  did,  to 


a  certain  extent,  make  provision  for  a 
great  want  in  Ireland.  A  great  number 
of  the  Irish  people  were  not  satisfied  with 
the  Universities  then  in  existence.  He 
held  now,  as  he  held  then,  that  it  would 
have  been  far  better  to  meet  the  want  in 
a  far  more  comprehensive  manner ;  but, 
although  that  was  his  opinion,  it  was 
not  the  opinion  which  the  House  adopted. 
A  measure  was,  however,  passed,  and  the 
object  of  the  present  Bill  was  to  enable 
that  measure  to  be  put  into  practical 
operation.  He  thought  it  would  be  a  great 
disappointment  to  a  large  portion  of  the 
Irish  people  if  Parliament  refused  now 
to  try  the  experiment  of  establishing 
this  new  University.  Not  only  would  it 
be  a  great  disappointment  to  a  good 
many  people,  but  it  would  be  a  great 
calamity  to  the  cause  of  higher  educa- 
tion ;  because  it  would  be  depriving  the 
young  men  who  hoped  to  take  advantage 
of  it  of  the  means  already  provid^, 
without  putting  anything  in  their  place. 
He  therefore  thought  mat  those  who 
were  interested  in  Cish  Education  were 
bound  to  support  the  present  Bill  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  Act  of  1879 ;  and 
if,  at  some  future  time,  it  was  found 
that  that  Act  was  not  the  best  mode 
of  carrjring  out  University  Educatioui 
an  attempt  might  be  made  to  improve 
it.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  said  the 
Bill  would  satisfy  nobody,  and  would 
not  benefit  Irish  Education.  He  ^Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  must  remind  his  non. 
Friend  that,  after  all,  the  scheme  pro- 
posed by  the  Senate  was  the  result  of 
the  labours  of  a  large  representive 
body  of  Irishmen,  and,  probably,  the 
best  representative  body  that  could  be 
found.  His  hon.  Friend  might  pos- 
sibly be  right  in  his  views ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  he  stood  alone  in  those  views,  and, 
not  being  himself  an  Irish  Member,  his 
opinions  were  contrary  to  those  which 
had  been  declared  by  a  considerable 
number  of  persons  who  had  carefully 
inquired  into  the  subject.  The  mode  in 
which  the  scheme  had  been  prepared 
was  this.  The  Senate  were  instructed  to 
prepare  it,  and,  having  prepared  it,  it 
haa  been  submitted  to  this  (iovemment 
and  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
But  the  scheme  was  not  binding.  It 
merely  contained  such  information  as 
the  Senate  desired  to  lay  before  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  what  would  Mally  be  binding 
would  be  the  statutes  and  regulationf 
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made  under  the  Act  of  1879,  and  those 
statutes  and  regulations  would  have  to 
be  approved  of  by  the  Government,  and 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  The 
Senate  would  act  with  the  fuU  know- 
ledge that  their  recommendations  would 
have  to  be  approved  by  Parliament ; 
and  what  the  House  had  now  to  con- 
sider was  whether  any  good  object  was 
to  be  gained  by  putting  the  matter  off 
for  another  year.  He  would  reaUy  sub- 
mit to  his  hon.  Friend  whether  he  was 
so  fully  confident  in  his  own  views  as  to 
what  Lish  Education  should  be  that  he 
was  prepared  to  subject  the  Irish  people 
to  the  great  inconvenience  which  the 
loss  of  what  they  were  now  striving  for 
would  entail  ?  in  regard  to  the  future 
discussion  of  the  Bill,  he  would  do  his 
best  to  secure  the  measure  being  brought 
on  at  as  early  an  hour  as  possible.  It 
had  already  passed  through  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  He  was  sorry  to 
say  that,  owing  to  the  pressure  of  other 
Public  Business,  tliere  was  not  much 
chance  of  bringing  the  Bill  on  at  a  very 
early  hour ;  but,  in  order  not  to  disap- 
point those  who  were  interested  in  the 
question,  he  would  try  to  induce  hon. 
Members  to  submit  to  the  inconvenience 
of  discussing  it  at  a  late  hour.  Per- 
sonally, he  should  very  much  prefer  a 
full  discussion,  because  he  thought  it 
was  desirable  that  the  public  should 
know  all  that  might  be  stated  in  regard 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  had  scarcely  treated 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce), 
fairly.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  was  not  an 
Irish  Member,  and  therefore  that  he 
was  scarcely  competent  to  discuss  a 
question  affecting  Lrish  Education.  But 
the  hon.  Member,  if  not  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, was  an  Irishman,  and  was  therefore 
fully  competent  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion  of  an  Irish  question.  The 
present  Bill  simply  made  provision  for 
the  appropriation  of  an  Irish  fund  for 
University  Education  in  Ireland,  and  by 
that  provision  it  would  save  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  a  certain  amount  of  money 
now  given  to  the  Queen's  University, 
which  University,  when  the  Eoyal  Uni- 
versity was  started,  would  cease  to  exist. 
Therefore,  it  was  at  the  expense  of 
an  Irish  fund  that  the  new  University 
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was  to  be  established.  Personally,  he 
looked  upon  the  sum  of  £20,000  a-year 
proposed  to  be  applied  to  the  new  Uni- 
versity as  a  very  inadequate  sum.  The 
Senate,  when  it  drew  up  the  scheme, 
framed  it  in  a  manner  that  was  liberal 
and  reasonable;  but  the  Treasury  re- 
fused to  assent  to  it,  because  they  con- 
sidered that  it  would  involve  a  larger  ex- 
penditure than  they  were  willing  to  agree 
to.  The  consequence  was  that  the  new 
Eoyal  University  was  cut  down  to  pro- 
portions which,  he  was  afraid,  would  make 
it  a  deplorable  failure.  That,  however, 
was  a  question  which  could  be  raised 
just  as  readily  when  the  Bill  got  into 
Oommittee  as  upon  the  second  reading. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  do  anything  that 
could  interfere  with  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill ;  but  he  certainly  oould  not 
understand  why,  seeing  that  it  was  a 
Bill  of  only  one  clause,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  deferred  it 
until  a  later  date,  when  a  full  discussion 
oould  have  been  taken  on  it,  and  the 
necessity  of  discussing  it  in  Oommittee 
obviated. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  the  assurance  which  had  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  the 
scheme  which  had  been  drawn  up  by 
the  Senate  was  a  scheme  still  open  to 
amendment.  He  thought  it  was  quite 
capable  of  amendment.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Dr. 
Lyons),  who  stated  that  although  the 
Act  of  1879  did  not  provide  for  a  ^ood 
University,  still,  at  any  rate,  it  provided 
a  better  University  than  existed  at  pre- 
sent. He  deprecated  the  limited  nature 
of  the  provision  made  by  the  Act  of 
1879.  The  measure  did  not  appear  to 
provide  sufficient  backbone  for  the  per- 
sons who  undertook  the  carrying  out  of 
the  important  business  dealt  with  by  the 
Act.  There  seemed  to  him  to  be  too 
much  of  the  jelly  fish  in  the  system,  and 
he  was  afraid  that  the  new  University 
would  totally  fail  to  content  the  Irish 
people.  At  the  same  time,  if  there  were 
any  further  delay  in  carrying  out  some 
scheme  or  other,  great  mischief  might 
be  done  to  the  cause  of  education  in  Ire- 
land. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 
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LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
BEFOBT  OF  BEAS0N8. 
OOMMONS  AMEin)MENT8  TO  THE  AKEND- 
MEirrS  MADE  BY  THE  LOBDS  TO  THE 
AHEKDMSirrS  MADE  BT  THE  COMMONS 
TO  THE  LOBDB  AMENDMENTS,  AND  COM- 
MONS BEA80NS  FOB  DISAGBEEINO  TO 
CEBTAIN  OF  THE  SAID  LOBDS  AMEND- 
MENTS. 

The  Commons  propose  to  amend  the  amend- 
ments made  by  the  Lords  to  the  amendment 
made  by  the  Commons  to  the  Lords  amendment 
in  pag^  2,  line  5,  by  leaving  out  the  words  {"*  or 
aoaoired,  and  have  in  the  main  been  uphela  *^V 
ana  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following  woros 
(«  by  the  landlord  or  his  predecessors  m  title, 
and  have  been  substantially  maintained"),  by 
leaving  out  the  word  (**  or")  and  inserting  the 
word  (**  and "),  and  also  by  leaving  out  the 
words  ("  made  or  acquired  *'). 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  amendment 
made  by  the  Lords  in  page  2,  line  28,  for  the 
following  Reasons : 

(I.)  Because  the  purchase  of  the  tenant 
right  by  the  landlord  in  Ulster  placed 
the  landlord  and  tenant  in  the  same  rela- 
tive position  as  they  occupy  in  the  rest  of 
Ireland,  and  it  would  be  unjust  in  the 
application  of  this  Bill  to  subject  the 
tenants  in  Ulster  to  a  disadvantage  which 
is  not  imposed  on  the  tenants  in  any  other 
part  of  Irieland : 
(2.)  Because  the  landlord  if  he  has  not  in- 
creased the  rent  so  as  to  obtain  a  return 
for  his  investment  in  the  purchase  of  the 
tenant  right  (including  the  tenant's  im- 
provements) may  still  have  the  rent  fairly 
increased  by  application  to  the  court. 
The  Commons  propose  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment now  proposed  by  the  Lords  in  page  6, 
lines  3  ana  4,   by  inserting  after  the  word 
("  coalpits  **)  the  following  words  (**  subject  to 
such  rights  in  respect  thereof  as  the  tenant 
under  the  contract  of  tenancy  subsisting  imme- 
diately before  the  commencement  of  the  statu- 
tory term  was  lawfully  entitled  to  exercise  ") 

The  Commons  do  not  insist  on  their  disagree- 
ment with  the  amendment  made  by  the  Lords 
in  page  6,  line  8,  but  propose  as  a  consequential 
amendment  to  insert  in  page  6,  line  7,  after  the 
word  Cotenancy")  the  words  (''  save  as  herein- 
after provided  ") 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  amendment  now 
proposed  by  the  Lords  in  page  6,  line  37,  for  the 
following  Reason  : 

Because  they  believe  that  their  alteration 
of  the  scale  of  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance is  expedient  with  a  view  to  the 
effectual  protection  of  the  tenant  against 
unreasonable  and  unjust  eviction. 
The  Commons  propose  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment now  proposed  by  tiie  Lords  in  page  8, 
line  15,  by  restoring  the  words  omitted  and  by 
inserting  the  words  (**  or  after ")   before  the 
words  (•*  the  parties  have  otherwise  failed  to 
oome  to  an  agreement ")  inserted  by  their  Lord- 
•hips. 


The  Commons  disagree  with  the  amendmeoi 
now  proposed  by  the  Lords  in  page  8,  line  28, 
forthe  following  Reason : 

Because  the  object  of  the  amendment  is 

already  fully  provided  for  by  the  equities 

clause  (§  8). 

The  Commons  disagree  with  the  amendment 

now  proposed  by  the  Lords  in  page  8,  line  35, 

for  the  following  Reason : 

Because  it  is  desirable  that  for  a  reasonable 
time  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  the  ten- 
ant should  not  be  liable  to  disturbance 
by  '*  resumption  "  save  for  some  breach 
of  duty  or  for  some  public  purpose. 
The  Commons  propose  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment  made  by  the  Lords  to  the  amendment 
made  by  the  Commons  to  the  Lords  amendment 
in  page  9,  line  16,  by  leaving  out  the  words 
(«  or  acquired  and  have  been  in  the  main  up« 
held  ")  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  fol- 
lowing words  ("by  t£e  landlord  or  his  prede- 
cessors in  title,  and  have  been  substantially 
maintained ") ;   and  also  by  leaving  out  the 
word  ("  or  ")  and  inserting  tiie  word  ("  and  *') 

The  Commons  disagree  to  the  amendment  now 
proposed  by  the  Lords  to  the  words  restored  to 
the  Bill  in  page  9  at  the  end  of  sub-section  8, 
for  the  following  Reason  : 

Because,  having  regard  to  the  clause  al- 
ready insertea  in  the  Bill  these  words  are 
superfluous,  but  the  Commons  propose  to 
amend  the  clause  by  inserting  the  word 
("otherwise")  before  the  word  ("com- 
pensated 'M   so  as  to  indicate  that  the 
latter  wora  includes  other  words  of  com- 
pensation besides  direct  payment. 
The    Commons   agree   to    their    Lordships 
amendments  in  page  9,  line  42,  and  propose, 
as  consequential  thereto,  to  re-insert  the  words 
omitted  by  their  Lordships  in  the  same  clause 
in  page  8,  line  20,  and  also  in  page  II,  line  12. 
The  Commons  do  not  insist  on  their  disagree- 
ment with  the  amendment  made  by  the  Lords 
in  page  16,  line  9  ;  but  they  propose  in  place  of 
the  words  struck  out  by  the  Lordi  to  insert  the 
words  ("  Provided  that  at  the  expiration  of  such 
existing  leases,  or  of  such  of  them  as  shall  ex- 
pire within  sixty  years  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act,  the  lessees,  if  bond  fide  in  occupation  of 
their  holdings,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  tenants  of ; 
present  ordinary  tenancies  from  year  to  year, 
at  the  rents  and  subject  to  the  conditions  of 
their  leases  respectively,  so  far  as  such  condi- 
tions are  applicable  to  tenancies  from  year  to 
year ;  but  this  provision  shall  not  apply  where 
a  reversionary  lease  of  the  holding  has  been 
bona  fide  made  before  the  passing  of  this  Act ; 
and  provided  also  that  where  it  shall  appear  to 
Uie  satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  the  landlord 
desires  to  resume  the  holding  for  the  bon&  fide 
purpose  of  occupying  the  same  as  a  residence  for 
himself,  or  as  a  home  farm  in  connexion  with  his 
residence,  or  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
residence  for  some  member  of  his  family,  the 
Court  may  authorise  him  to  resume  the  same 
accordingly,  in  the  manner  and  on  the  terms 
provided  by  the  fifth  section  of  this  Act  with 
respect  to  the  resumption  of  a  holding  by  a 
landlord  :  Provided  always,  that  if  the  holding 
so  resumed  shall  be  at  any  time  within  fifteen 
years  after  such  resumption  re-let  to  a  tenant, 
the  same  shall  be  subject,  &om  and  after  thQ . 
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time  of  its  being  so  re-let,  to  all  the  proyisionfl 
of  this  Act  which  are  applicable  to  present  ten- 
ancies ") 

The  Commons  propose  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment made  by  the  Lords  to  the  words  restored 
by  the  Commons  in  page  16,  line  24,  by  inserting 
therein  after  the  word  ("may")  the  words 
("by  leave  of  the  Court,  which  leave  shall  be 
granted  unless  the  Court  shall  consider  the  ap- 
peal frivolous  or  vexatious  ") 

With  the  preceding  exceptions  the  Commons 
do  not  insist  on  their  disagreements  to  the 
amendments  on  which  the  Lords  have  insisted, 
and  agree  to  the  amendments  made  by  the 
Lords  to  the  Commons  amendments  and  to  the 
Lords  consequential  amendments. 

Beasons  for  disagreement  to  the 
Amendments  made  by  The  Lords  to  the 
Oommons  Amendments  to  The  Lords 
Amendments  reported^  and  M^eed  to  : — 
To  be  communicated  to  the  Lords. 


UNIVERSITIES  OF  OXFORD  AND  CAM- 

BRIDGE  (STATUTES)  BILL.— [Lords.] 

(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,) 

[bill  241.]      SBOOND    KBADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
proposed  to  defer  the  second  reading 
until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  if  it  was 
really  intended  to  take  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  BEYCE  said,  he  had  had  a  No- 
tice  on  the  Paper  to  prevent  the  Bill 
from  being  proceeded  with  after  half- 
past  12  o'clock ;  but  he  had  taken  that 
Notice  off,  and  there  was  now  nothing 
to  prevent  the  Bill  being  taken  at  any 
hour. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  asked  when  the 
Notice  was  taken  off? 

Mr.  BEYCE :  To-day. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  he  must 
repeat  his  question  to  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  whether 
it  was  proposed  to  proceed  with  the 
second  reading  to-morrow  ? 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
intimated  that  such  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government, 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  remarked,  that 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Bryce)  had  taken  off  his 
Notice  against  the  Bill,  the  Government 
would  be  able  to  take  the  second  read- 
ing at  any  hour.  He  wished,  therefore, 
to  have  a  distinct  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  was  proposed  to  take  it 
l^t  an^  hour;  because  it  was  only  right 


that  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
Bill  should  know  whether  it  was  likely 
to  be  brought  on  at  an  inoonvenient  hour. 
Of  course,  if  the  Government  persisted 
in  bringing  on  the  measure  at  any  time, 
he  must  make  the  beet  he  could  of  the 
situation. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
understood  that  the  Government  did 
hope  to  be  able  to  take  the  Bill  to- 
morrow ;  but,  no  doubt,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  in  his  place  at  4  o'clock  and 
would  ask  the  Question,  he  would  receive 
an  answer. 

Second  Eeading  d$f0rred  until  To- 
morrow. 

NAVY  AND  ARMY  EXPENDITURE, 

1879-80. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Resolvedy  That  it  appears  that  by  the  Navy 
Appropriation  Account,  for  the  year  ended  Slst 
March  1880,  that  the  balances  unexpended  in 
respect  of  Votes  for  Navy  Services  for  the  said 
year  amounted  to  the  sum  of  £208,684  14«.  6rf. 
•     *  £         *.    d. 

38,347  17    0 
1,635     2    6 

3,305    3    5 
6,642    6    8 


VIZ.  : — 

Vote  2.  A^ictuals  and  Cloth- 
ing for  Seamen  and  Marines 

Vote    3.  Admiralty  Office    . 

Vote  4.  Coast  Guard  Service 
and  Royal  Naval  Reserves . 

Vote    5.  Scientific  Branch    . 

Vote  7.  Victualling  Yards  at 
Home  and  Abroad 

Vote    8.   Medical    Establish- 


3,509  16    0 


ments 
Vote  9. 
A^ote  10. 


Marine  Divisions    . 

Naval  Stores,  &c. : — 

Section    1.   Naval 

Stores 
Section   2.    Steam 
Machinery,  &c. 
Vote  11.  New  Works  and  Re- 
pairs   

Vote  12.  Medicines  and  Medi- 
cal Stores   .... 
Vote  13.  Martial  Law,  &c.    . 


1,168 
787 


64,733  18  11 
58,471  2  10 
20,159  19    4 


9,755    9 
168  11 


£208,684  14    6 


2.  Resolvedy  That  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  have  temporarily  authorised 
the  application  of  the  said  sum  of  £208,684  1 U.  6i., 
to  provide  in  part  for  the  following  amounts  of 
Expenditure  incurred  in  excess  of  certain  other 
Votes  for  Navy  Services  for  the  said  year,  viz.  :— 

£    s,   d- 
Vote    I.  Wages,  &c.  to  Sea- 
men and  Marines  .      15,762    7    3 
Vote    6.  Dockj^ards  and  Naval 

Yardsat  Home  and  Abroad       2,768     1     1 
Vote  14.  Miscellaneous    Ser- 
vices   4,691  17    2 

Vote  15.  Half  Pay,  &o.         .  8    3    7 
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Tote  16.  Military  and  Civil 
PenrioDB,  fto. : — 

Sectioii  1.  Military 
PensionB  and  Al- 
lowances . 
Section    2.    Civil 
Pensions  and  Al- 
lowances . 
Vote  17.   Army  Department 
(Conveyance  of  TroopsJ     . 
Amounts  written  off  as  irre- 
coverable   .        .        . 
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Vote  10.  Provisions,  Forage,       £  8.  d. 

Fuel,  &c 2,034,066  9  8 

Vote  11.  Clothing  Establish, 

ment,  &c 89,133  7  10 


£        9,  d, 

6,963     7  8 

1,780  13  3 

692,571     1  9 

1,638  14  9 


£626,184    6    6 


3.  Betolvedf  That  the  said  application  be 
sanctioned. 

4.  Hetohed,  That  it  appears  by  the  Army 
Appropriation  Account,  for  the  year  ended  the 
Slst  March  1880,  that  the  balances  unexpended 
in  respect  of  certain  Votes  for  Army  Services 
for  the  said  year,  amounting  to  the  sum  of 
£232,036  8#.  4rf.,  were  as  follows,  viz.  :— 

£        «.    d. 

Vote  3.  Administration  of 
Military  Law     .        .        .       1,091  17    1 

Vote  6.  Militia  Pay  and  Al- 
lowances   ....     23,860    9    7 

Vote  6.  Yeomanry  Cavalry 
Pay  and  Allowances  .        .       1,962  12  10 

Vote    8.  Army  Reserve  Force     30,895  16    6 

Vote  13.  Works,  Buildings, 
and  Repairs  at  Homo  and 
Abroad      ....     16,204  17  10 

Vote  14.  Establishments  for 
Military  Education    .        .       6,865  13    6 

Vote  18.  Pay  of  General  Offi- 
cers     8,253  16    2 

Vote  19.  Retired  Full  Pay, 
Half  Pay,  Pensions,  and 
Gratuities ....    123,261     3  11 

Vote  22.  Chelsea  and  Kil- 
mainham  Hospitals     .        .       1,223    4    6 

Vote  24.  Superannuation  Al- 
lowances    ....       6,472  13     1 

Vote  25.  Militia,  Yeomanry 
Cavalry,  and  Volunteer 
Corps 2,944    5    6 


£232,036    8    4 


6.  lUtolved,  That  it  further  appears  from  the 
said  Account  that  the  sum  of  £189,108  19«.  ed., 
was  realised  in  the  said  year  in  excess  of  the 
estimated  Appropriations  in  Aid. 

6.  Besolvedy  Thsit  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Treasury  have  temporarily  authorised 
the  application  of  the  said  sums,  amounting  to- 
gether to  the  total  sum  of  £421,145  7s.  lOd.,  to 
provide  in  part  for  the  following  amoimts  of 
expenditure  incurred  in  excess  of  certain  other 
Votes  for  Army  Services  for  the  said  year, 
viz. : —  £         9.    d. 

Vote    1.  General    Staff  and 
Regimental  Pay.        .        .  282,010    7    0 

Vote    2.  Divine  Service        .       1,004  14  11 

Vote    4.  Medical    Establish- 
ments and  Services    .        .     13,331  10    1 

Vote    7.  Volunteer  Corps  Pay 

and  Allowances.        .        .       9,995  11  11 

Vote    9.  Commissariat,    &c. 
Establishments  .       .       .  160,949    4    7 


Vote  12.  Supply,  &c.  of  War- 
like and  other  Stores  .   632,249  18    4 

Vote  15.  Miscellaneous  Effec- 
tive Services      .        .  66,382  13    6 

Vote  16.  Administration  of 
the  Army  ....        4,836     1     0 

Vote  17.  Rewards  for  distin- 
guished Services,  &c.         .  184    2    4 

Vote  20.  Widows'  Pensions, 
&c 8,077  16    0 

Vote  21.  Pensions  forWounds       1,743    8    7 

Vote  23.  Out  Pensions  .        .     52,900  19    3 

Amounts  written  off  as  irre- 
coverable .        .        .        .  606  15  10 


£3,247,471  19    9 


7.  Retohedy  That  the  said  application  be 
sanctioned. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to  point  out  that  under  Vote  10  of  the 
Navy  Estimates  for  the  year  1879-80, 
there  was  a  sum  not  required  of 
£64,700,  under  Section  1,  for  Naval 
Stores,  and  of  £58,000  for  Steam  Ma- 
chinery, besides  £20,000,  under  Vote  1 1 , 
for  New  Works  and  Repairs.  He  wished 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact,  because  to- 
morrow, or  at  a  very  early  date,  the 
House  would  be  called  upon  to  pass 
similar  Votes  in  the  present  year's  Navy 
Estimates,  and  he  thought  it  ought  to 
be  borne  in  mind  that  last  year  more 
money  had  been  voted  than  was  actually 
required.  He  also  wished  to  point  out 
that  in  regard  to  the  Army  Votes — on 
Vote  10,  for  Provisions,  Forage,  Fuel, 
&c. — there  had  been  a  sum  voted  in  ex- 
cess of  the  sum  actually  required  of  no 
less  than  £2,000,000.  The  Vote  was  a 
very  large  one,  and  it  had  been  enor- 
mously exceeded;  and  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  proposed  to  take  Vote  10  this 
year,  at  1  o'clock  in  the  morning,  hon. 
Members  were  thought  very  unreason- 
able because  they  objected  to  proceed- 
ing with  such  an  important  Vote  at  such 
an  hour.  He  thought  the  fact  of  the 
existence  of  these  excesses  fully  justified 
the  position  then  taken  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
thought  the  hon.  Member  should  re- 
member that  the  excesses  had  connec- 
tion with  the  war  in  South  Africa. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morraw. 
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SOLENT  NAVIGATION  BILL.— [Bill  207.] 

{Mr,  Evelyn  Athhy^  Mr,  Chamberlain^ 

Mr,  Trevtlyan,) 

OOMMITTES. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  moving 
that  the  Order  for  going  into  Oommit- 
tee on  the  Bill  be  discharged,  said, 
the  House  must  not  be  alarmed,  be- 
cause it  was  merely  a  formal  matter. 
The  Examiners  of  Standing  Orders  had 
reported  that  the  Standing  Orders  had 
not  been  complied  with,  and  that  the 
Bill,  though  virtually  a  Public  Bill,  was 
in  realitv  a  Hybrid  Bill,  and  ought  to 
be  considered  upstairs  by  a  Hybrid 
Oommittee,  nominated  partly  by  the 
House  and  partly  by  the  Oommittee  of 
Selection. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Order  for  going  into  Oommittee  upon 
the  said  Bill  be  discharged,''  —  {Mr, 
Evelyn  Ashley f) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Oommittee,  consisting  of  Five  Members, 
Three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House, 
and  Two  by  the  Oommittee  of  Selection." 
-^{Mr,  Evelyn  Ashley,) 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  if  it  was  intended 
to  proceed  further  with  the  Bill  in  the 
present  Session  ? 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  replied  in 
the  affirmative. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  all  Petitions  against  the 
Bill  be  referred  to  the  Oommittee. 

Ordered,  That  Petitioners  praying  to 
be  heard  by  Counsel  or  Agents  be  heard 
against  the  Bill,  and  that  Oounsel  be 
heard  in  support  of  the  Bill. 

Ordered^  That  the  Oommittee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records : — Three  to  be_the  quorum. 

STATUTE   LAW  REVISION  AND  CIVIL 

PROCEDURE  BILL.- [^<?r<f«.]— [Bill  219.] 

(Jfr.  Attorney  Oeneral.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

TiiE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  very  much  re- 

f  retted  to  have  to  move  that  the  Order 
e  discharged.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Oonnor)  had  given 


Notice  of  opposition,  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, impossioleto  proceed  with  tiieBiU, 
and  he  would  move  the  discharge  of  the 
Order  for  considering  it  in  Oommittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  jproposed, 
"That  the  Order  for  goine  into  Oom- 
mittee upon  the  said  Bill  be  mscharged." 
— {Mr,  Attorney  Genm'al.) 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOR  said,  he  would 
gladly  take  off  his  Notice  of  opposition 
to  the  BiU  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  would  ac- 
cept his  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Oonnor's)  grounds 
of  objection  to  it. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  said,  he  could  not  make 
any  conditions,  and  must,  therefore, 
press  the  discharge  of  the  Oirder. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'OONNOR  said,  Ihe 
course  taken  in  this  case  showed  the  im- 
propriety of  putting  up  a  Member  of 
the  Government  to  block  the  Bills  of 
independent  Members.  If  a  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Galwav  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Oonnor)  had  not  been  blodced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Sir  Arthur 
Hayter),  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
have  blocked  the  present  BiU. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  felt  that  he 
had  been  very  badly  treated  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  would 
agree  with  him  that  he  was  justified, 
under  the  circumstances,  in  the  course 
he  had  taken.  He  simply  wished  now 
to  explain  his  reasons  for  taking  that 
course. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Oonnor)  that 
at  present  there  is  no  Question  before 
the  House  other  than  the  discharge  of 
the  Order. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
take  off  the  block  against  the  BiU. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  Then  I  will  withdraw 
my  Motion  for  the  discharge  of  the  Order, 
and  fix  the  Committee  for  to-morrow. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tctthdraton. 

Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

POLLEN  FISHING  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
{Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland.) 

[bill  248.]     second  reading. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnsov)  hoped 
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the  House  would  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time.  Pollen  was  a  fresh- 
water herring,  peculiar  to  Lough  Neagh, 
and  in  season  up  to  the  1st  November. 
Between  3U0  and  400  persons  lived 
mainly  by  this  fishing,  and  as  the  salmon 
and  trout  season  closed  much  earlier  the 
Inspectors  of  Fisheries,  up  to  last  year, 
made  separate  orders  for  the  close  season 
for  salmon  and  trout  and  for  the  dose 
season  for  pollen ;  but  it  had  now  been 
found  that  under  the  existing  law  such 
separate  orders  could  not  lawfully  be 
made,  and  that  there  could  only  be  the 
same  dose  season  for  salmon  and  trout 
and  for  pollen.  The  consequence  of  this 
was  that  although  pollen  were  in  season 
they  could  not  be  captured  after  the 


close  season  for  salmon  had  commenced. 
This  was  a  serious  hardship  to  an  in- 
dustrious class  of  fishermen,  which  it  was 
the  object  of  the  present  BiU  to  remedy, 
and  to  enable  pollen  to  be  captured 
during  the  salmon  dose  time  and  when 
pollen  was  in  season. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — 
{Jfr,  Solicitor  General  forlrelandf) — put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

Houae  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o^dock. 
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Army — Mounted  Infantry 
Amendt.  on  Gommittee  of  Supply  Aug  4,  To 
leave  out  from  <'  That,"  and  add  "  in  order 
to  meet  the  requirements  of  modern  warfare, 
and  to  secure  rapidity  of  movement  for  troops 
armed  with  breech-loading  rifles,  some  pro- 
vision be  made  in  this  year's  Army  Estimates 
for  the  formation  of  corps  of  mounted  in- 
fantry, and  that  a  proportion  of  such  oorpp 
form  part  of  the  Army  establishment  in 
future"  (Sir  Robert  Loyd  Lindsay)  v., 
853  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,^ 
ko. ; "  after  short  debate,  Q.uAa^v<^^\^V.^^^A 
agreed  to 
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AsHLBY,  Hon.  E.  M.  (Secretary  to  the 
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of  Justice,  &o.  1059,  1060,  1062 
Public  Prosecutor's  Office,  1051 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  2R.  1818 
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e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  3  [Bill  2] 
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Poor   Law— Limerick  and  Bel&st  Work« 
houses,    568; — Remuneration    of  Poor 
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Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el,  50,  55  ;  d.  51, 
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708 
Regulation  of  the  Forces,  Consid.  1100, 1342 
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Criminal  Prosecutions,  1054 
Education,  England  and  Wales,  Motion  for 

reporting  Progress,  1328 
Law  Charges,  1047 
Local  Government  Board,  Ao.  225,  599, 

603 
Lord  Advocate's  Department,  dw.  in  Soot- 
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Supply — Charity  Commission  for  England  and 

Wales.  200,  213,  214,  217 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  (Sta- 
tutes), 2  R.  2011 
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Callan,  Mr.  P.,  Louth 

Ireland,    State    of  —  The    Magistracy  —  Mr. 

Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.,  Res.  1128 
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AmendU.  Consid.  1645.  1648,  1649,  1653, 
1663,  1665,  1668,  1669,  1671,  1672,  1677, 
1687,  1689,  1691,  1692,  1695,  1698,  1700, 
1703,  1704 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  922 

Carnaevon,  Earl  of 

Ceylon — Ecclesiastical  Subsidies,  1890 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  lleport,  el  31,  Amendt. 
1176  ;  SR.  1180 

Caetwbight,  Mr.  W.  C,  Oxfordshire 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1441,  1558 
Portugal  (India)— The  Goa  Treaty,  1386 

Cavendish,    Lord    F.    C.    (Secretary 
to  the  Treasury),  Yorkshire,  W.B., 
N.Div. 
Africa  (South)~Cetywayo,  ZX^ 
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Catwtdxbh,  Lofd  F.  C— «0n<. 

Wigh  Court  of  Justice — Suitors'    Funds    in 

Chancery,  Res.  72 
Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,  805 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Gresham  Gardens,  Kingstown,  1723 
Loans,  Ao. — The  Return,  17 
Pbosnix  Park,  1008 

Railways— Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford 
lUilway  Company,  1722 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  190 
National  Debt,  Comm.  1343 
Navy  and  Army  Expenditure,  1870-80,  Comm. 

2014 
Parliament — Public  Business,  1200 
Passenger  Acts — Emigrant  Ships,  1877 
Post  Office — Postmasters — Distribation  of  War 
OfiBoe  Circular,  28 
Telegraph  Department-— Telegraph  to  Shet- 
land, 838 
Russia  in  Central  Asia,  435 
Savings  Banks  and  Post  Office  Savings  Banks, 
and  Securities  in  Chancery  Division,  Comm. 
450 

Supply— Board  of  Supervision  for  Relief  of  the 
Poor,  Ac.  Scotland,  750,  751 

Board  of  Trade,  80.02 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  1080 

Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  Ac.  1058.  1063,  1064 

Civil  Service  Commission.  218 

Colonial  Local  Revenue,  Ac.  1165,  1166 

Colonial  Office,  76,  80 

Commissioners  in  Lunacy  in  England.  226 

Courts  of  Law  and  Justice,  Scotland,  Ac. 
1090 

Criminal  Prosecutions,  1052,  1053,  1054 

Diplomatic  Services,  1143 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department,  221 

Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  Ac.  744,  745, 
747 

Indosure  and  Drainage  Acts— Imprest 
Expenses,  210 

Law  Charges,  1046, 1047 

Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  222 

Lord  Privy  Seal,  81 

Hint,  Including  Coinage,  613.  614.  615 

Miscellaneous.  Charitable,  and  other  Allow- 
ances, Great  BriUin,  1168 

Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1168,  1160 

Mixed  Commissions  Established  under  the 
Treaties  with  Foreign  Powers,  1162 

National  Debt  Office,  617 

Patent  Office,  628 

Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  and  with  Police  in  Scot- 
land, 1072 

Public  Prosecutor's  Office,  1047 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission,  632 

Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ac.  736, 
737.  738.  741 

Record  Office,  634,  636 

Register  House  Departments,  Edinburgh, 

Report,  1344 

Science  and   Art  Department,   Ac.   1333, 

1336 
Secret  Services,  661,  678 
Stationery  and   Printing,   638,  630,   640, 

641,  648,  644 
Sueg  Cnnnl  (British  Directors),  \U4 


Oatbrdish,  Lord  F.  C. — cotU. 

W/K>ds,  Forests,  Ac.  650,  654,  656 
Wreck  Commission,  1068 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  (Sta- 
tutes), 2R.  2011 
Ways  and  Means — Inland  Revenue— Coleloagh 
Stamp  Frauds,  1525,  1923 
Officers  of  the  Excise  Branch,  1384 

Oboil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. ,  Fbmx,   W. 
Army — Mounted  Inbntry,  Res.  859 
Army    Estimates  —  Clothing  Establishmenti, 
Services,  and  Supplies,  910 
Comoussariat,   Transport,   and    Ordnanee 

Stores— Wages.  Ac.  006 
Militia  and  Militia  Reserre,  889,  893 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  910 

Central  Crimmal  Court  (Prisons)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{^The  Earl  of  J)ulhou§i^) 
L  Read  2*  •  Aug  9  (No.  162) 

Committee  *  ;  Eteport  Aug  II 

Read  3**  ^11^12 
e.  Read  l^  •  Aug  13  [BiU  351] 

Ceylon — EeehBiaBtieal  SuhMtss 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alder- 
ley,  The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury ;  Reply, 
The  Earl  of  Kimberley  Aug  15,  1881 

Ohamberlaik,  Eiffht   Hon.   J.   (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bit- 
mingham 
Charters  of  the   City  of   WaterforJ^River 

Suir,  1532 
France — New  French  General  Tariff,  1537 
French    Commercial   Treaty,  Motion   for  an 

Address.  1782,  1780,  1801,  1806 
Irish     Lights     Commissioners — Tory     Island 

Lighthouse,  1918 
Mercantile    Marine — Lightships    and    Light- 
houses— Telegraphic  Communication,  556 
Merchant   Shipping  (Experiments  on   Steel), 

840 
Passenger  Acts— Emigrant  Ships,  1381,  1874 
Patent  Museum— Gilts  of  Models  of  Inveo- 

tions,  1531 
Railways — Blackburn  Railway  Accident,  1387 

Continuous  Brakes,  1533 
River  Thames — Life  Preserving  Apparatus  on 

Passenger  Steamers,  1522 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  85,  87,  90,  95,  96, 
98,  100,  101 
Patent  Office,  622,  628 
Weights  and  Measures  Act— Decimal  System, 
360 

Ohambers,  Sir  T.,  Marylehone 

Parks  (Metropolis)— Proposed  Park  for  Pad- 
din  gton,  1196 

Ohanoellob,  The  Lord  (Lord  Sblborvb) 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Regulation,  2R.  1361  ; 

Comm.  cl.  4,  Amendt.  1606,  1507 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  514;  Comm.  d,  1, 
767;  Amendt.  768,  771,  775,  779,  783,  785, 
1^  \  d.  ^,  1^^,  1^8,  799  ;  H,  7,  805,  808, 
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Cbivoillob,  The  Lord— eotif. 

«47,  948;  el,  19,  974,  976;  el,  84,  983; 
el,  41,  984;  d,  44,  t6.  985 ;  eL  53,  986  ; 
el.  57,  988;  Report,  1171;  el,  21,  1176; 
6^.31,  1179;  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords 
Amendts.  Gonsid.  1649, 1658, 1667  ;  Amendt. 
1668,  1675,  1680,  1681,  1687, 1696,  1699 


Ohanoellob   of   the   Exohequeb — See 
Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E. 

Channel  Islands— The  Island  of  Guei-nses/ 
and  the  Burial  Act 
Question,  Mr.  Richard ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Uarooart  Aug  1,  364 

Chaplik,  Mr.  H.,  Lineolnshire,  Mid. 
French   Commercial   Treaty,  Motion  for   an 

Address,  805,  806,  809 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1493, 1571 

Charitable   Drusts—Burkstone'le- Willows 
Charities 
Question,  Mr.  Burt;    Answer,  Mr.  Mondella 
Aug  15, 1913 

Childebs,  Eight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War),  Pontefraet 
Armj — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army     Medical    Department  —  Hospital 

Quartermasters,  27 
Army    Pay    Department  —  Retired    Pay, 

1920 
Army    Promotion  —  Combatant    OflBoers, 

1717 
Army  Recruiting— 53rd  Regiment,  373 
Army   Regulation    Act,    1871  —  Porohate 

OfBcers,  557 
Barrack  Sergeants,  825 
Chelsea  Hospital— Burials,  1913 
Heavy   Rifled    Ordnance  —  Case   of   Mr. 

Lynall  Thomas,  359, 1380 
Long  Service  Soldiers,  860 
Ordnance  Committee,  119 
Pensioners  of  the  Royal  Marines,  1196 
Promotion  by  Selection,  837 
Recruiting— Irish  Soldiers,  1027 
Royal  Marines— Affray  at  Bantry,  1727 
Veterinary  Department— Promotion,  1918 
Widows    of    Non- Commissioned    Oflloers, 

1534 
Army  —  Auxiliary     Foroes  ^  Miscellaneous 

Questions . 
Antrim  Artillery  Militia,  861,  862 
Militia  AdjutanU,  559 
Militia  Uniforms,  1197 
Reports,  29 
Army  Organization— Miseellaneous  Questions 
Compulsory  Retirement  of  Army  Ofikoers,  16 
Quartermasters,  1536 
Regimental  Colours^  121 
Retiring  Officers,  1717 
Royal  Warrant,  The  New^Artioles    106, 

107.,   367  ;  —  Majors,  556  ;  —  Purchase 

Captains,  559,  822  ;^Hetirement,  993  ; 

--iSeotioa  00,  82i 

leont. 


Childirs,  Right  Hon.  H.  C.  E. — eont. 
Sergeant  Majors  of  Militia,  21 
79th  Regiment,  dA6 
28th  Regiment,  1531 
Army — Mounted  Iniantry,  Res.  857 
Army  Estimates — Administration  of   Military 
Law,  878,  879,  880 
Army  Reserve,  903 

Chelsea,  Ac.  Hospitals,  1041,  1042,  1043 
Clothing     Establishments,    Services^    and 

Supplies,  910 
Commissariat,    Transport,    and    Ordnance 

Store— Wages,  Ac.  903,  904,  907,  909 
Divine  Service,  877 
Medical  Establishments  and  Services,  880, 

881 
Military     Education,    1029,    1030,    1031, 

1033,  1035,  1036 
Militia  and  Militia  Reserve,  886,  892,  898, 

895 
Militia,  Yeomanry  Cavalry^  and  Volunteer 

Corps,  1043,  1044 
Miscellaneous    Effective    Services,    1036, 

1037 
Retired  Pay,  1039, 1040 
Rewards,  dec.  1037 
Supplementary  Estimate,   Provisions,   Ao, 

1045 
Volunteer    Corps    Pay    and    Allowances, 

899,  901,  902 
Warlike  and  other  Stores,  911,  912 
Widows'  Pensions,  1040 
Works,  Buildings,  Ao.  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
1028, 1029 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,    1881 — George   Patterson,  a   Prisoner 
under  the  AcL  838 
Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Army— 28th  Regiment  at  Birr,  1521 
Conduct  of  Soldiers,  1909 
Disturbance  at  New  Ross,  828,  832,  833, 
835 
Parliament  —  Public    Business,    Ministerial 

Sutement,  385 
Patriotic  Fund— Mr.  Hamilton,  1931 
Patriotic  Fund,  2R.  1343 
Reffttlation  of  the  Forces,  Comm.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  435,  440  ;  el.  6,  Amendt.  f6. ; 
el,  14,  Amendt.  ib. ;  el.  20,  442  ;  el  23,  445  ; 
el.  35,  446 ;  el.  37,  447  ;  el,  43,  448  ;  cl.  48, 
ib.  449  ;  el.  51,  Amendt.  ib, ;  Consid.  1100, 
1342, 1817 
Supply — Civil  Service  Commission,  218 
Misoellaneous  Expenses,  1169 


China— The  Opium  Traffic 
Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartingtou  Aug  2,  557 ;  Qoes* 
tion,  Mr.  A.  Pease;   Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Aug  12,  1711 


Ohtjbohill,  Lord  B.,  Woodstock 

Education  Department— Revised  Code,  1881, 

1725 
India— Afghanistan^Defeat  of  the    AmMstf^ 

Foreeft,12S,U^ 
lre\aii4— ^u^^«^  ^>ak!(»<A%>  ^1 
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Chvuohill,  Lord  R. — eoni. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  SR.  138  ;  Lords  Amendts. 
Gonsid.  1439.  1543,  1559,  1580;  Lords 
Reasons  and  Amendts.  Gonsid.  1954 

Parliament— Public  Business,  1728;  Minis- 
terial Statement,  384 

Church  Patronage  (No-  2)  Bill 

fMr.  Stanhope,  Mr,  StuarUWcrtley,  Mr.  John 
Talbot,  Mr,  Albert  Chrey,  Mr,  StanUy 
Leighton) 

0.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug3  [Bill  175] 

Churchwardens  (Admission)  Bill 

(Mr,  Monk,  Sir  Gabriel  Qoldney) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  Aug  11, 1520  [BUI  47] 

Clakke,  Mr.  E.  G.,  Plymouth 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Gonsid. 

1425,  1484 
Navy— H.M.S.  «*  AUlanta,"  1858 
Navy  (Sobriety),  Res.  1835 

Olonouery,  Lord 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Gomm.  d,  14,  Amendt. 
947;  el,  19,  964  ;  d.  53,  Amendt.  985,  986 

OoLEBBOOKB,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanark$hire,  N. 
Parliament  —  Public    Business,    Ministerial 
Statement,  381 

CoLLiNOS,  Mr.  J.,  IpHPteh 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1236,  1256 

OoLLiNB,  Mr.  E.,  Kinsale 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  SR.  191 
Supply — Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  748 
Patent  Office,  626 

Collins,  Mr.  T.,  Knareshorough 
Corrupt    Practices    at    Elections—Reported 

Magistrates,  360 
Knaresborough  Gommission,  Res.  560 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Gonsid. 

1449 
Parliament  —  Public     Business,    Ministerial 

Statement,  882 
Parliamentary  Elections — Suspension  of  Cor- 
rupt Boroughs,  560 
Supply — Local  Government  Board,  577 

OoLTHimsT,  Ool.  D.  La  Zouohe,  Cork  Co, 
Army — Long  Service  Soldiers,  860 
Ireland— Poor  Law— Out-door  Relief,  82.6 

Union  Rating,  826 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  197 
Land    Law    (Ireland),    Lords     Reasons    and 
Amendts.  Gonsid.  1967 


CloMMiNS,  Dr.  A.,  jRoMommon 
Land    Law   (Ireland),    Lords     Reasons    and 
Amendts.  Gonsid.  Amendt.  1967,  1973,  1981 


Commons  Regulation  ProYisional  Ontsr 
(Shenfleld)  Bill 

I,  Royal  Assent  Aug  II  [44  A  45  Viet,  o.  oUi] 

Consolidated  Fund  (No.  4)  BiU 

{Mr,  Flayfair,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Bxekequ0r, 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendieh) 
c.  Considered  in  Committee  Aug  8 

Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to ;  BiU  or- 
dered ;  read  P  *  Aug  9 
Read  2»  *  Aug  II 
Committee* ;  Report  Aug  12 
Read3«*  Aug  15 

Contagiow  Diseases  { Animals)  Acts 
Cattle  Plague  in  Russia,  Question,  Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mandella  July  38, 
30 
The  Siberian  Plague,  Question,  Mr.  Birkbeek ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  Aug  4,  650 

Conyeyancing    and   Law   of   Propertj 

Bill  [H.&.]  (Mr.  H.  H,  Fowler) 

e.  Report  of  Select  Committee  *  Aug  1  [No.  96] 
Committee ;  Report  Aug  5,  1106    [Bill  231] 
Read  30*  Aug  8 
I,  Commons  Amendts.  considered  and,  after  short 
debate,  agreed  to  Aug  12,  1641 

Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  Riunion 
Question,  Mr.  Errington ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  DUke  Aug  4,  847 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wieklow  Co. 
ConSsoated  Estates  (Ireland),  1928 

Coroners  (Ireland)  BUI 

(  ViiGount  Lifford) 
I.  Read  3*  •  July  28  (No.  134) 

e.  Lords  Amendt.  considered  Aug  1,  451 

Moved,  "To  disagree  with  the  Lords  in  the 
said  Amendt."  (Mr,  Healy) ;  Motion  agreed 
to 
Committee  appointed,  "  to  draw  up  Reasons 
to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords  for  disagreeing 
to  the  Amendt.  made  by  The  Lords  to  the 
Coroners  Bill ;"  List  of  the  Committee,  451 
Reason  for  disagreement  to  The  Lords  Amendt. 
reported,  and  agreed  to  ;  to  be  communicated 
to  The  Lords 
U  Royal  Assent  Aug  11   [44  h  45  Viet.  c.  35] 

Corrupt  Fraetioes  (Suspension  of  Elec- 
tions) Bill  (Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Secretary  Sir    William  Marcourt, 
Mr.  Solicitor  General^ 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*  •  Aug  2  [Bill  238] 
Read  ^  Aug  4,  915 

Committee  ;  Report ;  read  d«  Aug  5, 1101 
I.  Readl**  (The  Earl  of  Daihousie)  AugS 
Read  2«  Aua  9,  1374  (No.  208) 

Committee  * ;  Report  Aug  1 1 
Read  3**  ^11^  19 
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Cottaers  and  Cottars  (Dwellings)  Bill 

(The  Lord  Wav$ney) 

I  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*'* 
July  28,  2 
Amendt.  to  leaTO  out  ("  now) "  and  add  ("  thii 
daj  three  months  ")  ( Th$  Duke  of  Argyll) ; 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  and  original 
motion  and  Bill  withdrawn         (No.  174) 

OouBTNEY,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
lAskeard 
Africa  (South) — Misoellaneous  Questions 
Cape  Government — Petition  of  Right,  1917 
Transvaal  Convention — Pass  Laws,  1526 
Transvaal—Murder  of  Dr.  Barber,  1925, 
1926 
British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal),  2R.  916 
India--Strait8  Settlements— The  Malay  Chiefs, 

1387 
Malta— Petition  for  Reforms,  1203 
Pedlars  (Certificates),  2R.  917  ;  Comm.  1818 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  el,  2,  227,  228, 
229,  230,  231,  232,  234,  235,  682  ;   d.  3, 
Amendt.  683,  688 
Supply— Central  OflBoe  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature,  dK}.  1067 
Local  Revenue,  dM).  1165 
Police    Courts  —  London    and    Sheerness, 

1071 
Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  with  Police  in  Scotland, 
1078 
Public  Prosecutor's  OflEice,  1051 
West  Indian  Islands — The  Bahamas — Finance, 

1529 
West  Indies — Demerara — Defalcations   in  the 
Administrator    General's    Department, 
1542 
Jamaica,  1542 
Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 
2R.  102  ;  Comm.  d.  1,  450  ;  Consid.  add,  cl. 
690  ;  c2.  2,  692 

CouBTowN,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Report,  1170  ;  Amendt. 
1171 :  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  1699 


CowEN,  Mr.  J.,  Newcastle-on- Tyne 
Corrupt    Practices    at    Elections — Reported 

Magistrates,  361 
Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Gallej,  1014 
Education    Department— Revised  Code — De- 
partmental SUtement,  1210 
India — Afghanistan — Defeat  of   the    Ameer's 

Forces,  67 
Ireland,  Stoteof— The  Magistracy— Mr.  Clifford 

Lloyd,  R.M.  Res.  1124 
Land    Law    (Ireland)— Release    of   Prisoners 

under  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 

(Ireland)  Act,  1881,  842 
Land  Uw  (Ireland),  3R.  181, 184 
Parliament  —  Public    Business,    Ministerial 

SUtement,  375 
Parliament— Privilege— Mr.   Bradlaugh,   lies. 

704 
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CowKN,  Mr.  J.—eont, 
Supply^Commissioners  in  Lunacy  in  England, 
612 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  Ac.  1155 
Record  Office,  632,  636 
Stationery  and  Printing,  638,  642 

Craig,  Mr.  W.  Y.,  Staffordshire,  iV. 
Supply- Patent  Office,  626 

CniCHToir,  Yisoount,  Fermanagh 
Law  and  Police  (Ireland)— Mr.  Hone,  1920 

Crime  {Et^land  and  Wales) — Return  of 
Assaulte  with  VioUnee 
(^estion,  Mr.  Maofarlane ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Haroourt  Aug  15,  1914 

Cbiminal  Law 

Caae  of  Edmund  Oalley,  Observations,  Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot;  Reply,  Sir  William  Har- 
court  ;  short  debate  thereon  Aug  5,  1005 ; 
—  Compensation,  Question,  Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harooaii 
Aug  15, 1924 

Croppeb,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 

Africa  (South)— Transvaal  Convention — Pass 

Laws,  1520 
Supply — Mixed  Commissions  Established  under 

the  Treaties  with  Foreign  Powers,  ^.  1162 

Oboss,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  B.  A.,  Lanea^ 
shire,  8.W, 
Historical  Manuscripts  Commission,  364 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1440,  1472,  1485,  1550 
Law  and  Justice — Summary  Jurisdiction  Act, 

1879— Fines  and  Costs,  119 
National  Debt,  3R.  1818 
Parliament  —  Public    Business  —  Ministerial 

SUtement,  382,  384 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  83 
Record  Office,  633 
Secret  Services,  670 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  2 R.  1818 

Onoss,  Mr.  J.  K.,  Bolton 

French  Commercial  Treaty,  Motion  for  an 
Address,  1756,  1809 

Customs — Coffee  and  Chicory 
Question,   Mr.    Barran ;   Answer,  Lord  Fred- 
erick Cavendish  Aug  11,  1532 

Customs  Department 
Officers  at  Outporis,  Question,  The  Earl   of 
Mount  Edgcumbe;  Answer,  Lord  Thurlow 
Aug  12, 1706 

dutoniB  (Officers)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Thurlow) 
I.  Read  2»  •  July  28  (No.  168) 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jul^  1^ 
.      Read  ai**  Aug  \  ,^  ^^^ 
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Diti 


Dalhotjsie,  Earl  of 

Cormpt  Practices  (Suspension  of  Elections), 

2R.  1374 
Ministers  Stipends,  Ac.  (Scotland),  Address  for 

a  Return,  106 
Water  Supply  (Metropolis),  111 

Dalrymple,  Mr.  C,  Buteshire 

High  Court  of  Justice  (Scotland)— Court  of 

Session,  868 
India — Protestant   Missionaries   in    Calcutta, 

857 
Parliament  —  Public    Business  —  Ministerial 

Stotement,  879 


Daly,  Mr.  J.,  Cork 

Ireland— Protection  of  Person  and  Property 

Act,    1881~Michael   Donovan,  a  Prisoner 

under  the  Act,  23 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1561 ;  Amendt.  1601,  1602,  1610 

Dawnay,  Col.  Hon.  L.  P.,  mmk 
Army    Estimates — Commissariat,    Transport, 

and  Ordnance  Store — Wages,  d^B.  904 
Land  Uw  (IreUnd),  80.  149 

Dawson,  Mr.  C,  Carhw 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  cl,  47,  49  ;  d.  49, 
58 ;    Lords  Amendts.  Consid.   1410,   1413, 
1421,1557,1575,  1603,  1605,  1616,  1629; 
Lords  Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid.  1958 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

National  Education— Departmental  State- 
ment, 1921 
Post  OfiBce— Wages  of  Letter  Carriers.  1910 
Rojal  University  of  Ireland  —  University 
Work,  1465, 1466,  1588 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  2000 

Db  La  Wabr,  Earl 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money),  2R. 
Amendt.  1368 ;  Comm.  el,  14,  Amendt. 
1508,  1510, 1511 

Denman,  Lord 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  555  ;  Comm.  Amendt. 
765;  cl,  18,  958;  8R.  1198;  Commons 
Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1704 

Derby,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  1,  767,  787 ; 
d,  4,  795 ;  el,  7,  806,  808,  984 


Db  Worms,  Baron  H.,  Greenwich 

"Princess  Alice"  Catastrophe— Burial  Ex- 
penses of  Sufferers,  1522 

Riyer  Thames — Life-Preserving  Apparatus  on 
Passenger  Steamers,  1522 

Russia,  Foreign  Jews  in— Expulsion  of  Mr.  L. 
Lewisohn,  a  Naturalised  British  Subject, 839, 
1927,  1928 

Small  Toj,  (Metropolis) — Hospital  Shiv*  on 
the  Rirer  Thames,  1202, 1203 


DiLKE,  Sir  0.  W.  (Under  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs),  CheUeaj 

Africa    (South)— The    Transraal— Marder  of 

Captain  Elliot  and  Mr.  Malcolm,  126,  197 
Asia    (Central)  —  Russian    Adfanoes,    1878, 

1879,  1718 
British  Commercial  Treaty  Engagemontfl,  867 
Bulgaria— Arrest  of  M.  Zankoff,  821 
China— Opium  Trade,  1712 
Commercial  I'reaty  with  France  (Negotiafcioiii)^ 

124,  125 
Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  Reunion,  848 
Egypt — BAisoellaneous  Questions 
Affairs  of.  871,  872 
Military  Force,  1919 
The  Judicial  System.  863 
Foreign    Legislative    Assemblies    (Oaths   and 

Procedure),  1714 
France    and    Tunis  ^  Military    Opeirationi— 
Bombardment  of  Sfax,  1000 
Political  Aflkirs,  1926 
French    Commercial    Treaty,  Motion  for  an 

Address,  1741,  1748 
Japan — Treaty  Kevision,  845 
Mercantile  Marine—"  City  of  Meooa,"  1524 
Peru— Reported   Robbery    of  Jewellery  and 

Money  from  the  British  Vice  Consulate  at 

Lima,  1917 
Russia,  Foreign  Jews  in— Eipnlsion  of  Mr.  L. 

Iicwisohn,   a  Naturalised   British  Subject, 

839, 1928 
Spain— The  Zamora  Water  Works,  1 195 
Supply  —  Consular    Establishments    Abroad, 
dec.  1152,  1159,  1161 
Diplomatic    Services,    1148,   1144,    1145, 
1146 
Trade  and  Commerce — Spanish  Custom  House, 

17 
Trinidad— Outbreak  of  Malarial  Fever,  847 
Tripoli — Consular  Jurisdiction,  1378 
Tunis— The  Enflda  Case,  846 
Turkey  (Finance,  Ac,) — Turkish  Bondholders, 

32 
United   States  of  America — Reports  of  the 

Department  of  Agriculture,  825 

DiLKE,  Mr.  A.  W.,  NetDeastle-im'7)fne 
Parliament— Privilege^Mr.   Bradlaugh,  Res. 
698,  718 


DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Land    Law    (Ireland),    Lords    Reasons    and 

Amendts.  Consid.  1933 
Lunacy  Law  Amendment,  Comm.  Bill  with- 
drawn, 102 
Merchant   Shipping  (Experiments  on  Steel), 

840 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  d.  2,  Amendt. 

226,  228,  229 ;  el  3,.687 
Royal  Parks,  Ac.— Windsor  Park,  Res.  69 
Supply — Local  Government  Board,  575 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  80,  88 
Patent  Office,  625 
Secret  Services,  661 
Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendmeot^ 
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DoDBOV,  Eight  Hon.  J.  G.  (Fresident 
of  the  Local  Government  Board), 
Scarborough 

Highwaj  Rates — Assessment  and  Power  of 
Compounding,  1710 

Law  and  Police  — Deaths  from  Drowning, 
1206 

Metropolit&n  Vestry  Accounts— The  Padding- 
ton  Vestry,  1109 

Public  Health — Local  Government  Board,  407 

Small- Poz  (Metropolis),  1384;  —  Uospital 
Ships  on  the  Ri?er  Thames,  1202,  1203 

Supply— Local  GoYornment  Board,  577,  570, 
584,  604,  605 

Vaccination— French  Soldiers  in  Africa,  1385 

Vaccination  Act,  1867— Awards  to  Public 
Vaccinators,  991 

Water  Supply  (Metropolis)— Grand  Junction 
Water  Company,  1201 

Donaldson-Hudson,  Mr.  0.,  N&wcMtle- 
und&r-Lyne 
Supply — Charity  Commission  for  England  and 
Wales,  213 

DoNoiTGHMOHE,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  e/.5,  Amendt.  800 ; 
eL  16,  954 :  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  Amendt.  1671,  1674 

Douglas,  Mr.  A.  Akkes-,  Kent^  E, 

Mercantile  Marine  —  LightshipNS  and  Light- 
houses — Telegraphic  Communication,  555 

Brainagre  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Bill 

{Mr,  John  Holmt,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendieh) 
*.  Report* -4ci^  5  [Bill  220] 

Read8«*iltf^6 
I  Read  1**  {Lord  Thurlow)  Aug  8  (No.  209) 
Moved,  **  That  the  Order  of  the  1st  day  of 
April  last,  which  limits  the  time  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  any  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  confirming  any  Pro- 
visional Order  be  dispensed  with  with  respect 
to  the  said  Bill"  Attg  15,  1878  ;  after  short 
debate,  on  question  ?  Cent.  29,  Not-Cont. 
81  ;  M.  2  ;  resolved  in  the  negative 

Div.  List,  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.  1880 

DuoKHAM,  Mr.  T.,  Herefordshire 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  95 

Local  Government  Board,  dto.  579;  Amendt. 
581,  584,  585 


Duff,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 
Navy— H.M.S.  «*  AUlanta,"  1838 

DuNKAVEN,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  320  ;  Comm.  cl.  1, 
768,  777,  791  ;  cl.  7,  935  ;  cl.  12,  946  ;  cl,  18, 
Amendt.  955  ;  el.  19,  964,  972 ;  Commons 
Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1656 

DuNSANY,  Lord 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  1,  Amendt. 
767/  el.  i,  Amendt.  199,  790;  cl.  19,  976 


Eabp,  Mr.  T.,  Newark 
Post  Oflloe— Weather  Forecasts,  1879 

East  Indian  Bailway  (Redemption  of 

Annuities)  Bill  {The  Marquees  of 

Hartington,  Lord  Frederiek  Oavendieh) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  Aug  5,  1107 

Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  lo  •  Aug  8  [Bill  244] 

Read2<>*^M^ll 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  12 

Ret^dS"**  Augl5 

Ecclesiastical  Courts  B^ulation   Bill 

[u.Js.']— 'Afterwards 
Discharge   of  Contumacious  Prisoners 

Bill  ( The  Earl  Beauehamp) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1**  Aug  4  (No.  201) 

Read  2*,  after  debate  Aug  9,  1346 
Committee,  after  short  debate  Aug  11,  1501 
Report ;  read  3*,  after  short  deMte  Aug  12, 
1640  (No.  198) 

e.  Read  P  •  Aug  12  [BiU  250] 

EoROTD,  Mr.  W.  p.,  Preston 

Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1248,  1249 
French  Commercial  Treaty,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1779,  1800,  1801 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Mundelia,  Mr,   Grant  Dtif,  Mr,  Solicitor 

General  for  Scotland) 
e.  Question,  Mr.  Bolton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
July  28,  32 
BiU  withdrawn  •  Aug  1  [BiU  65] 

Education  Department 

MlSOXLLAMKOnS  QUKSTZOMS 

Teachers*  Pensions^  Question,  Mr.  Borlase; 
Answer,  Mr.  MundeUa  July  28,  26 

Elementary  Schools — Grants  far  Drawing, 
Question,  Mr.  G.  Palmer;  Answer,  "Nu, 
MundeUa  iiif^  4,  851 

**  Examiners,"  Question,  Sir  David  Wedder- 
burn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  MundeUa  Aug  12,  1721 

Highworth  Scliool  Board,  Question,  Mr.  Long ; 
Answer,  Mr.  MundeUa  Aug  11,  1536 

Intermediate  and  Higher  Education  {  Wales) — 
Report  of  the  Commission,  Question,  Mr. 
Rathbone;  Answer,  Mr.  MundeUa  Aug  5, 
992 

Technieal  Education — The  Report,  Question, 
Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  MundeUa 
Aug  8,  1197 

Technical  Instruction,  Question,  Mr.  Lewis 
Fry  ;  Answer,  Mr.  MundeUa  Aug  11,  1533 

The  Revised  Code — Departmental  Statement 
of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Aug  8,  1210;~Z>i^ 
partmental  Statement  of  the  Lord  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Observations,  Lord  Norton  Aug  11,  1511; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot,  Lord  Randolph 
CburohiU ;  Answers,  Mr.  MundeUa  Aug  12, 
1724 

The  New  Code,  Question,  Mr.  Briggs ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  MundeUa  Aug  5,  997 ; — Extenxia^. 
of  the  New  CodA  to  SqoIIoM,  ^>a«^>:\^^,^^^  ^ 
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Edwabds,  Mr.  J.  P.,  SalUhury 

Industrial  Schools  Act  —  Case  of  Rebecca 
Atkins,  1S82 

EoEBTON,  Admiral  Hon.F. ,  Derhy shire,  E. 
Navy— H.M.S.  *<  AUlanU,"  1840 

Egypty  Affairs  of 
Questions,  The  Earl  of  Beotive  ;  Answers,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  1,  371 
The  Judicial  System,  Question,  Mr.  Bourke  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  1,  368 
The  Military  Farce,  Question,   Mr.  M'Coan  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  15,  1919 

Eloho,  Lord,  Haddingtonshire 

India — Afghanistan— Defeat    of   the    Ameer*i 

Forces,  180 
Land   Uw  (Ireland),   3R.    169.    184;    Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1422,  1574,  1575  ;  Urds 
Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid.  1976 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.] 

e.  Report  *  Aug  5  [Bill  215] 

Read3«'*  ilti^  6 
I  Rojal  Assent  Aug  11   [44  d(  45  Viet.  c.  clxvii] 

Ellenboroitgh,  Lord 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  1192 

Emlt,  Lord 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Corom.  cl,  18,  957  ;  cl  19, 
966;  ei.  23,  Amendt.  978;  Report,  el,  31, 
1177;  cL  56,  1180;  Commons  Amendts.  to 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  Amendt.  1702 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Mr.  Macdonald,  Mr. 
Broadhurst,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr.  Peddie,  Mr, 
O'Connor  Power) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  10  [Bill  71] 

Endowed  Schools  Act — The  Hulme  Trust 
Question,   Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answer,   Mr. 
Mundella  July  28,  28 

Endowed  Schools  Commissioners — ChrisVs 
Hospital — The  Scheme 
Questions,  Mr.  Bryce,   Mr.  Caine  ;    Answers, 
Mr.  Mundella  Aug  4,  836 

Entailed  Estates  Conversion  (Scotland) 

Bill  {The  Lord  Advocate,  Secretary 

Sir  William  Hareourt) 
c  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  1  [Bill  203] 

Erne  Longh  and  River  {re-commiued)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Dalhousie) 
I,  Report  ot  Select  Comm.  *  Aug  8 

Committee  *  Aug  1 1  (No.  206) 

•    Report  ^  Aug  12 
Read  3*  •Aug  15 


Errtngton,  Mr.  G.,  Longford  Co. 
Coolies  (Indian)  at  La  Reunion,  847 
Poor    l4iw  (Ireland)  —  Workhouse    National 

Schools,  1535 
Science  and   Art  Department,  South  Kensing- 
ton, Ac.— Case  of  Mr.  Goffln,  Head  Master, 
1287 
West  Indies — Demerara — Defitloations  in  the 
Administrator  -  General's     Department, 
1541 
Jamaica,  1542 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast 

Ireland,  State  of— Detention  of  the  Sehooner 
"  Wa?e  "  in  Cork  Harhour,  1528 

Exemption  from  Distress  Bill 

{Sir  Henry  Holland,  Mr,  Bodwell,  Mr.  Joseph 

Peaae,  Mr,  Cropper) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  Aug  4,  022  [BiU  116] 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill 

(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  Mr,  Attorney  General) 
e.  Ordered  ;  rehd\<>^  Aug  S  [Bill  245] 

Read2<»»i4M^  11 

Explosives  Act — Regulation  as  to  Miners 
making  Cartridges  in  their  Homes 
Question,  Mr.  Maodonald  ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Hareourt  Aug  12,  1715 

Pawobtt,  Right  Hon.  H.  (Postmaster 
General),  Hackney 
Parliament — Public  Business,  1726 
Post  OfiBco— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Metropolitan  Letter- Carriers,  822 
Pillar  Boxes,  366 

Telejrraph   Department— Greenwich   Time, 
1531  ;— Telegraph  Clerks,  1200  ;— Wea- 
ther Forecasts,  1379,  1530 
Post  OfiBce  (Ireland) — Miscellaneous  Questions 
1911 

Newry  Post  OflSce— Clerks'  Christmas  Gra- 
tuities. 1521 
Salaries  of  Irish  Sub-Postmasters,  1923 
Wages  of  Letter-Carriers,  1910 

Feilden,  Major-General  R.  J.,  Lanca- 
shire, N, 
Army  Estimates — Warlike  and  other  Stores, 

911 
Army   Organiiation — New    Royal   Warrant- 
Articles  106, 107.,  366 

FiNDLATER,  Mr.  W.,  Monaghan 
Army  Estimates — Medical  Establishments  and 

Services,  880 
Supply— Courts  of  Law  and  Justice  in  Scot- 
land, &c.  Amendt.  1096 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  dsc.  760 


\ 


FiNiGAN,  ]^r.  J.  L.,  Ennis 
Ireland — Law  and  Police — Poisoned  Eggs,  558 
VUo^tX  \tvAi  Cj^tAtaJb^ilory — Alleged  Breach 
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FnnaAir,  Mr.  J.  L,^cont. 

Supply— Charity  Commission  for  Eoirlaod  and 
Wales.  217 
Lord  Lieatenant  of  Ireland,  &o.  Amend t. 

751.  764 
Queen's    and    Lord    Treasurer's    Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer.  Scotland.  Ac.  735 
Record  Office.  636 

FiKTH,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,   Chehea 
Fires  (Metropolis).  1198 
Metropolitan  Vestry  Accounts— The   Padding- 
ton  Vestry.  1199 

FrrzMAUBicE,  Lord  E.,   Calne 

Land  Law  (Ireland).  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1431,  1468 

FrrzpATMOK,  Hon.  B.  E.,  Partarltngton 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1404.  1433 

Flbtoheb,  Sir  H.,  Horsham 
Army — Long  Service  Soldiers,  860 
Army    Estimates  —  Clothing   Esublishments. 
Services,  and  Supplies.  910 
Militia  and  Militia  Reserve.  889 
Volunteer  Corps  Pay  and  Allowances.  897 
Navy — Royal  Marines,  849 

Folkestone,  Viscount,   Wilts,  8. 

Ireland— Law  and  Justice — Trial  by  Jury,  28 
Land  Law   (Ireland),  SR.    176.   177;   Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  1408 
Supply—Board  of  Trade,  94 

Foreign  Legislative  Assemblies  (  Oaths  and 
Procedure') 
Question,  Mr.  Lsbouchere ;  Answer.  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke^u^  12,  1714 

FoRSTER,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.  (Chief  8e- 

cretcu^  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Ireland),  Bradford 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Board  of  Works,  133 

Crops  in  Munstor^Harvest  Labour.  848 

Endowed  Schools,  357 

Evictions— James  Killen.  Cardenstown.  Co. 
Mcath.  19,  20 

Landlord  and  Tenant — Return  of  Agricul- 
tural Holdings.  1713 

Law  and  Justice — Case  of  Margaret  Cole- 
man. 25 ; — Cumulative  Sentences.  25  ; — 
Magistracy— The  High  Sheriff  of  Co. 
I^outh,  123  ;— Trial  by  Jury,  29 

Law  and  Police — Death  of  Mr.  Hone,  1719  ; 
— Poisoned  Eggs.  559 

National  Education — Departmental  State- 
ment. 1921 

Peace  Preservation  Act.  1881 — Gun  Li- 
cences. 23,  1529.  1530  ; — Mr.  Matthew 
Harris,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act.  38 

Poor  Law — Clogheen  Union — Chargeability 
pf  an  lllegitimtkte  Ciiiid^  1525 ;— Irregu- 

[con*. 


FoBSTBB.  Right  Hon.  W.  E.- 

larity  in  Kilrush  Workhouse,  Co.  Clare» 
117 ; — Limerick  and  Belfast  Workhouses* 
567  ;— Out-door  Relief,  826  ;-.Poor  Law 
Relief— Swinford   Union.  21  ;    Remune- 
ration of  Poor  Rate  Collectors.  1710  ; — 
Union    Rating,   826  ;~ Workhouse    Na- 
tional Schools.  1535 
Prisons    Act.    1877  —  Superannuation    of 
Roman  Catholic  Chaplain  at  Carrick  on 
Shannon  Gaol.  1911 
Registration  of  Births,  dso.  Belfast,  1915 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Alleged  Breach 
of  the  Peace  by  a  Sub-Inspector.  558  ; — 
Inspector  Smith.  Moville.  Co.  Donegal, 
22  :— Pay  and  Allowances,  18 
Royal  University— University  Work.  1465, 

1588. 1539 
Valuation— Town  Parks.  869 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act.  1881 — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Messrs.     Crotty     and    Marsh,    Prisoners 

under  the  Act.  116 
Messrs.   Flood,  Prisoners  under  the   Act. 

123.  124 
Messrs.  M'Donough  and  Finn,   Prisoners 

under  the  Act.  825 
Messrs.   Murphy  and   Campion.  Prisoners 

under  the  Act.  1194,  1195 
Michael  Donovan,  a  Prisoner  under  the 

Act.  24 
Patrick  Slattery.a  Prisoner  under  the  Act. 

22 
Prescribing  the  City  of  Waterford,  19 
Prisoners  under  the  Act.  367,  783.    734, 

735 
Relief  for  Families  of  Prisoners  under  the 

Act,  124 
Thomas  Connely,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 
37 
Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
"  Boycotting."  1716 
Detention  of  the  Schooner"  Wave  "  in  Cork 

Harbour.  1523 
*'  Intoleranee  in  Ballymena."  1524 
July  Celebrations.  Co.  Down,  991 
Land  League  Meeting  at  Drogheda.  840 
Magistracy— Mr.  A.  E.  Herbert,  J.P.  1201, 

1723 
Maiming  of  Cattle  in  Co.  Kilkenny,  1912 
Murder  of  Police  Constable  Linton.  992 
Process  Serving  in  Co.  Galway.  1910,  1911 
Release  of  Mr.  J.  Dillon,  M.P.  1205,  1206 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  196 
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1434 
Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention,  35 


Henry,  Mr.  MitcheU,  Oahoay  Co. 
Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  1016 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el  46,  Amendt. 

47;  d.  49,  50  ;  3R.   179;  Lords  Amendts. 

Consid.    1396,    1417,    1451,    1478,    1569  ; 

Amendt.  1685  ;  Lords  Reasons  and  Amendte. 

Consid.  1952,  1956 
Parliament— Privilege— Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res. 

702 
Post  Office  (Telegraph  Department)— Weather 

Forecasts,  1530 
South  Kensington  Museum — The    Plane  Tree. 

992 

Hbrsohell,  Sir  F.  {see  Solioitob  Gxns- 
BAL,  The) 

HiBBBRT,    Mr.    J.    T.    (Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Locial  Government 
Board),   Oldham 
Supply— Local  Government  Board,  ho,  696, 
697,  599 


Hicks,  Mr.  E.,  Cambridgeshire 
'"  ^hway   Rates — Abs< 
lompounding,  1709 


Highway   Rates — Assessments  and  Power  of 
Co 


Highway  Rates — Assessment  and  P^&r  of 
Confounding 
Question,   Mr.  Hicks;    Answer,   Mr.  Dodson 
Aug  12, 1709 

Hill,  Lord  A.  W.,  Doumshire 
Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
"  Boycotting,"  1716 
July  Celebrations,  Co.  Down,  991 
Murder  of  Police  Constable  Linton,  902 

Historiedl  Manweria^U,  Com«MA%\wiw 


ax^ 
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HoLLAHD,  Sir  H.  T.,  MWmnt 

Africa   (South)  ^  The    TnniTMd  —  Natlre 

Tribei,  996 
Anny  Estimates  —  Clothing  Establishments, 
SerrioeSyand  Supplies,  910 
Gommissariat,  Transport,    and    Ordnance 
Stores— Wages,  ko.  909 
British  Honduras  (Court  of  Appeal),  2R.  916 
Exemption  from  Distress,  Consid.  922 
Islands  of  the  Pacific  ^Jurisdiction  of  the  High 

Commissioner  of  Polynesia,  1020 
NaTj  (Cadets),  Res.  724 
Parliament — PriTilege — Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res. 

Amendt.  712 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  el.  8,  687 
Supply— Colonial  OfBce,  77 
Patent  Office,  619 
.    Water  Supply  (Metropolis) — The  Orand  Junc- 
tion Water  Company,  1201 

Holms,  Mr.  W.,  PaisUy 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  195 

HoMB,    Lieutenant-Oolonel    D.  Milne, 
Btrwieh-on-Tweed 
Army  (India) — Pay  and  Allowances  of  Field 
Officers,  1720 

Hope,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford, 
Cambridge  University 
Royal  UniTcrsity  of  Ireland — Unirersity  Work, 
1588 

HoFWOOD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 

Ireland,  State  of— Release  of  Mr.  John  Dillon, 

M.P.,  1205 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1558 
Law  and  Justice — Summary  Jurisdiction  Act, 

1879— Fines  and  Costs,  118 
Petroleum   (Hawking),    Comm.   d.    2,   227; 

Amendt.  281,  232,  288  ;  el.  3,  684 
Supply — Central  Office  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature,  dtc.  1068 
Chancery  Division  of  the   High  Court  of 
Justice,  d(c.  1060, 1062 

H0170HTON,  Lord 
Land    Law   (Ireland),    Comm.  el.  19,  968; 
SR.  1192 

HowABD,  Mr.  a.  J.,  Cumberland^  E, 

Art  and  Industrial  Mosenms,  Res.  1253 
Supply — Science  and    Art   Department,    Ac. 
1829 

HuBBABD,  Eight  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 
National  Debt,  1725 
Parliament— Pri?ilege~Mr.   BradUugh,  Res. 

707 
Ways  and  Means— Terminable  Annuities,  849 

Ilukgwobth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1261 
Parliament— Privilege — Mr.   Bradlaugh,   Res. 

716 
Supply— Edueat  ion,  England  and  Wales,  1825 


Impriflonment  for  Detrt  Abolition  VSBl 

{Mr.  Bom,  Mr.  AfUUrton^  Sir  Henry  Wolf,  Mr. 

Bro€idhur9t) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  I  [Bill  170] 

IwcHiQUiN,  Lord 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  301  ;   Comm.  ci.  i, 
790;    el  7,   Amendt.    818,    937:    ei.  W, 
Amendt.  986  ;  Report,  el.  57,  Amendt.  118« 

Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Exten- 
sion Bill  [H.L.] 
{The  Lord  ArchbUhop  of  Canterbury) 
I.  Royal  Assent  Aug  U     [44  <b  46  Ftu^.  0.  28] 

India 
MisoBLLAiraous  Quisnovs 

Berar-^Sir  Richard  Meade  and  Sir  Solar 
Jvng,  Question,  Mr.  Riehard  ;  Answer,  The 
Marquess  of  Uartington  Aug  11,  1626 

Charget  against  Hyat  Khan,  QnestioD,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington  Aug  1,  866 

Courts  Martial,  Question,  Mr.  Orantham  ;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Aug  4, 
848 

SoMt  India  Revenue  Aeeounts — T%e  litumeiai 
Statement,  Question,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Aug  4,  860 

Finance,  ire. — Annuities  and  Furlough  Pay, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers,  The 
Marquess  of  Hartington  Aug  \,  862 

Law  and  Justice  ^Case  of  Jadhavrai  Hari- 
shankar.  Question,  Sir  Darid  TV'edderbnm; 
Answer,  The  BAarquess  of  Hartington  Augi, 
828 

Madras  Civil  Service,  Question,  Mr.  Gibson ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Aug  6, 
990 

Mortality  in  Indian  Gaols,  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell :  Answer,  The  Blarqness  of  Hart- 
ington .itij  6,  989 

Outbreak  of  Prisoners  in  the  Oaol  of  Oulburga, 
BgderaSad,  Qqestion,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Aug  1, 
362 

Pensions  for  Eminent  Serviees—Sir  Frederick 
'Roberts,  Questions,  Sir H.  Dmmmond  Wolff; 
Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
July  29. 130 

Protestant  Missionaries  in  Calcutta,  Question, 
Mr.  Dairjmple ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Aug  I,  367 

The  Nieam,  Questions,  General  Sir  George 
Balfour,  Mr.  Onslow;  Answers,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  Aug  16,  1916 

The  Paumban  Pass,  Question,  Sir  John  Hay ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Aug  16, 
1922 

The  Straits  Settlemenis^The  Malay  Chiefs, 
Question,  Mr.  Ljulph  Stanley  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Courtney  Aug  9,  1887 

Indian  Loan  of  1870  Bill 

{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Lord  Frederick 

Cavendish) 
c.  Resolution  in  Committee  *  Aug  I 
Resolution  reported,  and  agrasd  to ;  Bill  or^ 
derod;  mdl»*iiM^2  [BiUSST] 

LJiyiii^ed  by  Vj Vy  V^  ~t  iLV_ 
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Indian  Loan  of  1879  Bill — cont. 

Read  2*  •  Au^  6 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  8 

Considered  •  Aug  9 

Read3<»*4«<7  11 
/.  Read  !•  •  {Lord  Thurlow)  Aug  12   (No.  212) 

Industrial  Schools  Act — Case  of  Rehecoa 
Atkins 
Question,   Mr.  Passmore   Edwards ;    Aoswer, 
Sir  William  Haroourt  Aug  9,  1382 

Infectious  Diseases  (Notification)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hastings,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Dr»  Farqu- 

harson,  Mr,  Brinton) 
c.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Aug  1 1  [Bill  229] 

Ireland 

MiSCKLLANEOUS   QUSSTIONS 

Board  of  Works,  Question,  Mr.    R.  Power  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  \V.  E.  Forster  July  29,  132 
Borough  of   Oalway — Tke    Freeman's  RoU, 

Question,   Mr.    T.    P.  O'Connor;   Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Aug  15, 

1912 
Charters  of  the  City  of  Waterford —  The  River 

Suir,  Question,  Mr.  Leamy ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Chamberlain  Aug  11,  1632 
Confiscated  Estates,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Cor- 
bet ;    Answer,   The    Attorney   Greneral   for 

Ireland  Aug  16,  1928 
Crops    in    Munster — Harvest    Labour,   Ques- 

tions,  iMr.  Warton,  Mr.  Parnell  ;  Answers, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  4,  848 
Oresham  Gardens,  Kingstown,  Question,  Mr. 

Ilealy  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 

Aug  12.  1723 
Fhcsnix  Park,  Question,  Mr.  Uealy ;  Answer, 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Aug  15,  1908 
Landlord  and  Tenant— Return  of  Agricultural 

Holdings,  Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  12,  1713 
Landlord  and   Tenant  {Ireland)  AcU  1870 — 

The   Royal   Commission — The  Report  and 

Evidence,  Questions,  Sir  \¥iUiam  Palliser; 

Answers,    Mr.    Gladstone    Aug    8,    1203; 

Aug  15,  1929 
Loans,  ^e, — The  Return,  Question,  Mr*  Low- 

ther;    Answer,   Lord  Frederick  Cavendish 

July  28,  17 
Railway% —  The  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  l^exford 

Railway  Company,   Question,   Mr.   Healy  ; 

Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Aug  12, 

1722 
Registration  of  Births,  ^e,  Belfast,  Question, 

Mr.   Biggar;   Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

ilti^l5,l914 
Royal    University   of    Ireland —  University 

)Vork^  Question,  Mr.  Dawson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

W.   E.  Forster  Aug  10,  1465  ;    Questions, 

Mr.  Dawson,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope ;  Answers, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  11,  1538 
The  Irish  Lights  Commissioners —  I'ory  Island 

Lighthouse,    Question,   Mr.    Loa;    Answer, 

Mr.  Chamberlain  Aug  15,  1918 
Valuation  —  Town    Parks,    Questions,    Mr. 

Ilealy;  Answers,  Mr.  Gl.-uistone,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  Atiff  1,  869 


Ibkland — cont. 
National  Education 
Departmental  Statement,  Question,  Mr.  Daw- 
son ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  15, 
1921 

Endowed  Schools-- Legislation,  Question,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  ^tf^  1,357 

Law  and  Justice 

Case  of  Margaret  Coleman,  Questions,  Mr. 
Parnell ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  July  28,  25 

Cumulative  Sentences,  Questions,  Mr.  Parnell ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  28,  24 

Trial  by  Jury,  Questions,  Viscount  Folke- 
stone, Mr.  Uealy;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  July  28,  28 

Law  and  Police 

Death  of  Mr.  Hone,  Questions,  Mr.  Gibson ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  12, 1718  ; 
Question,  Viscount  Crichton  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Aug  15, 1920 

Poisoned  Eggs,  Question,  Mr.  Finigan  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  2,  558 

Prisons  {Ireland)  Act,  1877 
Superannuation  of  Roman  Catholic  Chaplain 
at   Carrick -on'  Shannon    Gaol,    Question, 
Major  0*Beirne  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
ilti^l5,  1911 

Poor  Law 
Clogheen  Union — Chargeability  of  an  lUegiti" 

mate  Child,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  11.  1525 
Irregularity  in  Kilrush  Workhouse,  Co.  Clare, 

Question,  Mr.  O'Shea  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £. 

Forster /Wy  29,  116 
Limerick  and  Belfast    Workhouses,  Observa- 
tions,  Mr.  A.  Moore;    Reply,  Mr.    W.   E. 

Forster;  Observations,  Mr.  Biggar  Au^  2, 

564 
Out-Door  Relief,  Question,  Colonel  Colthurst ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  4,  826 
Remuneration  of  Poor  Rate  Collectors,  Ques* 

tion,    Mr.    Biggar;    Answer,    Mr.    W.    E. 

Forster  Aug  12, 1710 
The   Swinford  Union,  Question,  Mr.  O'Con- 
nor  Power ;    Answer,   Mr.   W.   E.  Forster 

July  28,  20 
Union  Rating,  Questions,  Colonel  Colthurst, 

Mr.   Healy;    Answers,  Mr.  W.   E.  Forster 

Aug^,  826 
Workhouse  National  Schools,  Question,   Mr. 

Errington ;    Answer,    Mr.   W.   E.  Forster 

Aug  11,  1535 

Post  Office 
Question,  Major  O'Beime ;  Answer,  Mr.  Faw- 

oett  Aug  15,  1911 
Salaries  of  Irish  Sub-Postmasters,  Question, 

Mr.  Barry ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  Aug  15, 

1923 
The  Newry  Post    Qfice-— Clerks*    Christmas 

Gratuities,  Questioa^  Mx .  ^\^%«x  \  Kaxv««c  > 

Mr.  ¥awcfett  Aug  \\ ,  \f»'lVi 
Wages  of  Letter  CatTicTt,^.>a.^%N:vQ^^%^^>^^ 
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The  Royal  Irish  Constahtdary 
Alleged  Breach  of  the  Peace  by  a  Sub-Inspector, 

Question,  Mr.  Finigan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  Aug  2, 658 
Inspector  Smith,  Moville,  Co,  Donegal,  Qaes- 

tion,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

July  28,  21 
Pay  and   Allowances,  Question,  Mr.  Lewis ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  28,  18 

Stats  of  Ireland 
Evictions— James    KiUen,    Cardenstown,   Co. 

Meaih,  Questions,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan,  Mr. 

Redmond:   Answers,   Mr.   W.  E.   Forster 

Juty  28,  10 

Disturbance  at  New  Ross,  Question,  Mr.  Red- 
mond ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Aug  i,  827  ; 
Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr,  Redmond);  after  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  11,  N.  191  ;  M.  180  (D.  L.  352) 

The  Magistracy — The  Bigh  Sheriff  of  County 
Louth,  Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer.  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  July  20,  122:— -»fr.  A,  E. 
Herbert,  J,P„  Questions,  Mr.  Healj ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  8,  1200 ; 
Aug  12,  1723 

Land  League  Meeting  at  Drogheda,  Question, 
Mr.  (lealjr:  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  4,  830 

July  Celebrations,  Co.  Down,  Question,  Lord 
Arthur  Hill:  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
^11^5,091 

Murder  of  Police  Constable  Linton,  Question, 
Lord  Arthur  Hill;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  Aug  5, 993 

Release  of  Mr.  John  Dillon,  M.P.,  Questions, 
Mr.  Hopwood,  Mr.  Puleston,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  8,  1205 

Army ^  The  28th  Regiment  at  Birr,  Question, 
Mr.  Healj  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Aug  11, 
1521 

Detention  of  the  Schooner  **  Wave"  in  Cork 
Barbour,  Questions,  Mr.  Ewart,  Mr.  Healy  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Jug  11,  1523 

"  Intolerance  in  Ballymena"  Question,  Mr. 
Bellingham ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  11,  1524 

** Boycotting,*^  Question,  Lord  Arthur  Hill; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  12,  1716 

Conduct  of  Soldiers  at  Limerir/t  and  New  Rt-ss, 
Questions,  Mr.  Ileal j,  Mr.  Redmond  ;  An- 
swers. Mr.  Childers  Aug  15.  1908 

Process  Serving,  Co.  Oafwaji,  Questions,  Mr. 
Biggar;  Answers,  Mr.  *W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  15,1910 

Maiming  of  Cattle  in  Co,  Kilkenny,  Question, 
Mr.  Marum  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  15,  1912 

Peace  Preservation  {Ireland)  Act,  1881 
Gun  Licences.  Question,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answer* 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  28.  22;  Questions, 
Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Major  Nolan,  Mr. 
Maciarlane;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aug  II,  1529 
Mr,  Matthew  Harris,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Kellj  ;  ABswer,  Mr.  W.  E, 
ForBter  Juty  2^,  87 


iRILiHD— «0N<. 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  {Ireland) 

Act,  1881 
Prescribina  the  City  of  Waterford,  Queation, 

Mr.  R.  Power ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

July  28, 18 
Relief  for  Families  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act, 

Question,  Major  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  July  29,  124 
Patrick  StcUtery,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 

Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  July  28,  22 
Michael  Donovan,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act 

Question,  Mr.  Dalj ;   Answer,  Mr.  W.  £• 

Forster  July  28, 23 
Thonuu  Connely,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 

Question,  Mr.  T.   P.  O'Connor;    Answer, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  28,  36 
Messrs,  Crotty  and  Marsh,  Prisoners  under  the 

Act,  Question,  Mr.  O'Sbea ;   Answer,   Mr. 

W.  B.  Forster  July  29,  116 
Messrs.  Flood,  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  Qaei* 

tions,  Mr.    Healy ;    Answers,   Mr.   W.    E. 

Forster  July  29, 123 
Messrs,  M*Donough  and  Finn^  Prisoners  under 

the  Act,  Question,  Mr.  D.  O' Conor ;  Answer, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  4,  825 
Oeorge  Patterson,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 

Question,  Mr.  Healy :  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 

Aug  4,  837 
Messrs,  Murphy  and  Campion,  Prisoners  under 

the  Act,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aug  8, 1193 
Prisoners  Arrested  under  the  Act,  Observa- 
tions.  Mr.   Arthur  O'Connor;    Reply,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster  ;  short  debate  thereon  Aug  3, 

732 
Statutory  Investigation  as  to  Cause  of  Imprison- 
ment of  Prisoners  under  the  Act — Personal 

Appearance   before    the    Lord    Lieutenant, 

Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  ilu^  1,367 

Ireland^  State  of— The  Magistracy — Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd,  R,M. 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aug  6,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  "  this  House 
condemns  the  refusal  of  the  Government  to 
grant  an  investigation  into  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.,  and  their  refusal 
to  notice  the  threats  alleged  to  have  been 
used  by  him  in  dispersing  without  proclama- 
tion a  peaceful  meeting  at  Drogheda  on  the 
1st  day  of  January"  {Mr.  Bealy)  v.,  1111  ; 
Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words,  Ac.  ;  " 
after  debate.  Question  pot ;  A.  75,  N.  18 ; 
M.  57  (D.  L.  859) 

Irish  Chnrcli  Act  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  William  Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Mr,  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l'*  Aug  1  [Bill  235] 

Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Aug  4,  912 

Irish  Fisheries 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  29,  To 
Iwk^e  Q^t  from  "  That,"  and  add  *<  it  is  the 
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Irish  FisherU§-^wmi, 

th«  GoTernment  to  take  measarei  to  render 
the  Irish  Fisheries  more  available  as  a  means 
of  affording  increased  food  and  employment '* 
(Mr.  Blake)  t;.»  194 ;  Qoestion  proposed, 
•*  That  the  words,  dM.  ;*'  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.,  Leeds 

British  Commercial  Treatj  Engagements,  367 
French  Commercial  Treatj,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 1765 

James,  Sir  H.  (see  Attobnby  Gekebal, 
The) 

Jakes,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Merihyr  Tydfil 
Petroleom  (Hawking),  Comm.  d,  6,  689 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Sapplj — Charitj  Commission  for  England  and 
Wales,  211 
CiTil  SerTice  Commission,  217 

Japan — TVeaty  Revision 

Question,  Sir  Edward  Reed;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  4,  844 

Jenkins,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Penryn,  Sfc. 
Nary— H.M.S.  "  Atalanta,*'  1835, 1861 

Johnson,  Mr.  W.  M.  (Solicitor  General 

for  Ireland),  Mallow 
Ireland,  State  of— The  Magiatraoj— Mr.  Clifford 

Lloyd,  R.M.,  Res.  1115,  1118,  1122,  1132 
Irish  Charch  Act  Amendment,  2R.  912,  918, 

914 
Land  Law  (Ireland),   Consid.  el,  44,  42,  46; 

el.  49,  53  ;  el,  50,  56  ;  3R.  166,  167 
PoUen  Fishing  (Ireland).  2R.  2016 
Whiteboj  Acts  Repeal,  2R.  1105 

Kennabd,  Colonel  E.  H.,  Lymington 
NaT/ — Officers  on  Leare,  1719 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon^  E. 
Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Oallej,  1016 

KiMBEELET,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies) 

A frica(Soath— Transvaal  State— The  Bounda- 
ries, 1501 

Armj  —  Auiiliary  Forces  —  Militia  —  Memo- 
random  of  June,  1881,  1377 

Cejlon—Ecclesiastical  Subsidies,  1837,  1888 

Und  Uw  (Ireland),  115  ;  2R.  550,  551 ; 
Comm.  el.  1,  772,  787  ;  d.  4,  789,  797,  798 ; 
el.  5,  801  ;  el.  7,  806,  813,  817,  941  ;  el.  16, 
954  \  d.  18,  956.  957  ;  d.  19,  966 ;  el.  31, 
982:  d.  53,  986;  Report,  el.  21,  1176; 
W.  31,  1177,  1179;  d.  57,  1180;  Commons 
Ameodts.  to  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1657, 
1664,  1667 

Palaoe  of  Westminster— Public  ImproToments 
near  St.  Margaret's  Church,  108 

Torkej— Midhat  Pasha— Polfllment  of  Sen- 
ttnae,  114 


KiNOSooTE,  Oolonel  B.  N.  F.,  Ohueester- 
shire,  W. 
Armj  Estimates— Militia  and  Militia  Resenre, 
883 


Labouohebe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Armj    Estimates — Commissariat,    Transport, 
and  Ordnance  Stores — Wages,  dM.  Amendt. 
908,  909 
Bulgaria— Arrest  of  M.  Zankoff,  821 
Foreign  Legislative  Assemblies  (Oaths  and  Pro- 
cedure), 1714 
Magistracj — The   Evidence    Further  Amend- 
ment Act,  1869— Refusal  of  Magistrates  at 
Birmingham  to  Allow  a  Witness  to  AfBrm, 
1714,  1715 
Parliament — Public  Business — Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
995  ;— Ministerial  Statement,  394 
Parliamentarj     Oath     (Mr.    Bradlaugh), 
1207, 1209 
Parliament — Privilege — Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res. 

695,  006,  697.  720 
Rojal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  2001,  2004 
Supply — Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  Ac. 
Amendt.  1147,  1148,  1151,  1158,1159, 
1161 
Diplomatic  Services,  1143,  1145 
Local  Government  Board,  die.  224 
Queen's    and    Lord   Treasurer's   Remem- 
brancer in  Eichequer,  Scotland,  dM.  737 
Secret  Services,  662 
Stationery  and  Printing,  642 


Laino,  Mr.  8.,  Orkney,  Sfo. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Ix>rd8  Amendts.  Consid. 
1483 

Navy — Disasters  to  the  Shetland  Fishermen, 
122 

Post  Office  —  Telegraph  Department  —  Tele- 
graph to  Shetland,  838 


Lalob,  Mr.  K.,  Queen* s  Co. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el.  51,  58  ;  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1424,  1561,  1577;  Lords 
Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid.  1959 


Laminoton,  Lord 
Palace  of  Westminster — Public  Improvements 

near  St.  Margaret's  Church,  107 
Tunis,  Res.  1898 


Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 
MiscKLLAinocs  Qimsnoifs 

Question, The  Marqness  of  Salisbury  ;  Answer, 
The  Earl  of  Kimberley  July  29,  115 

Vlauie  25 — Purehaset,  Question,  Sir  William 
Palliser;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for 

.    Ireland  Aug  15,  1927 

Lml  Randolph  ChurchiWt  Motion,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  Arnold ;  Answer,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill  July  28,  31 

Belcase  of  Prisoners  tinder  the  Protection  oj 
Person  and  Property  {Ireland)  Act,  1881, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  Cowen ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Aug  4, 842  ^^  , 
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Land  Law  (Irtland)  Bill— eoni. 

The  i2nd  Section  and  Section  24  of  the  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  {Ireland)  Act,  1870,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Healj ;  Answer,  The  Attomej 
General  for  Ireland  July  28,  30 

The  Lords*  Amendmentt,  Question,  Mr.  Mao- 
donald  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Auff  15,  1081 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Oladatone,  Mr.  William  Edward  Fonter, 
Mr.    Brightf    Mr.    Attorney    General  for 
Ireland^  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 
e.  Farther  Proceeding  on  Consideration  resumed 
July  28,  88  [Bill  226] 

MoTed,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3«'* 
July  29,  133 

Amendi.  to  leave  oat  from  "  Bill  be,"  and  add 
"  re-oommitted,  with  respect  to  Clause  35  " 
{Mr.  William  Henry  Smith)  v. ;  Qoestion 
proposed,  **  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  *'  after 
short  debate,  Question  pot,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Qoestion  proposed,  "That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  3*^,"  138 ;  after  long  debate,  De- 
bate adjourned  till  this  daj 

Debate  resomed,  177;  ailer  debate,  Qoestion 
pat ;  A.  220,  N.  14 ;  M.  206 
DiT.  List,  A.  and  N.,  192 
/.  Read  1*  •  {Lord  Privy  Seal)  July  29  (No.  187) 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
Aug  1 ,  236 ;  after  long  debate,  Moved,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjoomed  "  ( Th€  Duke 
of  Argyll) ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  Debate  ad- 
joorned 

Debate  resumed  Aug  2,  452;  af^er  long  de- 
bate. Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2* 

Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  row  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  "  *Aug  4,  765 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("now/*)  and  add  ("on 
this  day  six  months  ")  ( The  Lord  Denman) ; 
on  question,  that  ("now,")  Ac. ;  resolved  in 
the  aflSrmative  ;  House  in  Committee 

Committee  Aug  5,  923 

Report  Aug  8.  1170  (No.  204) 

After  debate,  Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 

(No.  207) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  suspending  Standing 
Order  No.  XXXV.  read;  Moved.  "That 
the  said  Standing  Order  be  suspended  ;  *'  on 
question  ?  resolved  in  the  affirmative  ;  Stand- 
ing Order  suspended  accordingly 

Moved,  <*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*;" 
after  debate,  on  question,  resolved  in  the 
affirmative ;  Bill  read  8*  accordingly,  with 
the  Amendts.  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons 
e.  Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords  Amendts- 
read  ;  Moved, "  That  the  Amendts.  made  by 
The  Lords  to  the  Und  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  be 
now  considered  ;  "  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Lords  Amendts. considered  Atig9, 1388  ; 
after  long  debate,  further  Consideration  of 
Lords  Amendts.  deferred 

Lords  Amendts.  further  considered  Aug  10, 
1 466  ;  after  long  debate,  further  Considera- 
tion of  Lords  Amendts.  adjourned 

Question,  Sir  Staflford  Northcote  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  1499 
K  Returned  from  the  Commons  with  several  of 
the  Amendts.  agreed  to,  several  agreed  to 
with    Amendts.,    and    with    ooT\te<\]aeiiWa\' 

\c<)iU, 


Land  Law  {Ireland)  Bill— wni. 

Amendts.  to  the  Bill,  and  several  disagreed 
to,  with  reasons  for  looh  disagreement.  Th« 
said  Amendts.  and] Reasons  to  be  printed,  and 
to  be  considered  To-morrow  Aug  11  (No.  211) 
e.  Lords  Amendts.  further  considered  Aug  11> 
1542 

Moved,  "That  a  Committee  be  appointed  *  to 
draw  op  Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords 
for  disagreeing  to  the  Amendts  made  by  The 
Lords  to  the  Bill ;  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Com- 
mittee appointed  ;  List  of  the  Committee, 
1034  ;  To  withdraw  immediately 

Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  oertain  of  the 
Amendts.  made  by  The  Lords  to  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  Aug  11,  1635;  ReaM>n8 
for  disagreement  to  The  Lords  Amendts. 
reported,  and  agreed  to;  To  be  commoni- 
eated  to  The  Lords 
{.  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.,  and 
Commons  oonseqoential  Amendts.,  and  Rea- 
sons for  disagreeing  to  certain  of  the  Lords 
Amendts.  considered  Aug  12,  1642 

Moved,  "  That  a  Committer  be  appointed  to 
prepare  Reasons  to  be  offered  to  the  Com- 
mons for  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  oertain 
of  their  Amendts.,  and  insisting  on  certain  of 
the  Lords  Amendts."  {T%e  Marquees  of 
Saliibury),  1704 ;  after  short  debate,  on 
question  *  resolved  in  the  affirmative  ;  ths 
Committee  to  meet  forthwith 

Report  from  the  Committee  of  the  Reasons  to 
be  offered  to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords 
disagreeing  to  certain  of  their  Amendts.,  and 
insisting  upon  certain  of  the  Lords  Amendts. 
to  which  the  Commons  have  disagreed; 
read,  and  agreed  to  ;  and  a  message  sent  to 
the  Commons  to  return  the  said  Bill  with 
Amendts.  and  Reasons  ilu^  12 

Reasons  of  the  Lords  for  disagreeing  to  cer- 
tain of  the  Commons'  Amendts.  and  for  in- 
sisting upon  certain  of  the  Amendts.  to  which 
the  Commons  have  disagreed  Aug  12,  1707 

Returned  from  the  Commons  with  an  Amendt. 
made  by  the  Lords  to  which  the  Commons 
had  disagreed  and  on  which  the  Lords  have 
insisted,  agreed  to  ;  and  with  several  of  the 
further  Amendts.  made  by  the  Lords,  agreed 
to;  several  agreed  to,  with  Amendts.,  and 
with  consequential  Amendts.  to  the  Bill ;  and 
several  disagreed  to,  with  Reasons  for  such 
disagreement;  the  said  Amendts.  and  Reasons 
to  be  printed,  and  to  be  considered  To-mor- 
row Aug  15  (No.  214) 
e.  Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords  Reasons  and 
Amendts.  read;  Moved,  "That  the  Lords 
Reasons  and  Amendts.  be  cow  considered  " 
Aug  15,  1932;  after  debate,  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Moved,  "  That  a  Committee  lie  appointed  '  to 
draw  up  Reasons  to  be  assigned  to  The  Lords 
for  disagreeing  to  the  Amendts.  made  by  The 
Lords  to  the  Bill,  to  which  this  (louse  hath 
disagreed  ; ' "  after  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  List  of  the  Committee, 
1998  ;  Committee  to  withdraw  immediately 

Commons  Amendts.  to  the  Amendts.  made  by 
the  Lords  to   the  Amendts.   made   by   the 
Commons  to  the  Lords  Amendts.,  and  Com- 
mons Rsasons  for  disagreeing  to  oerUin  of 
L  \\\*  u\!\\Ait^%  Ks»ftTv^\.%,  kvia  \5, 2009 


LAN       LAW 


{SESSION 
164. 


18  81)         LAW         LAW 


Land  Law  (Ireland)  BiU — oont. 
Reasons  for  disagreement  to   the  Amendts. 
made  bj  The  Lords  to  the  Commons  Amendts* 
to  The  Lords  Amendts.  reported,  and  agreed 
to  ;  to  be  communicated  to  the  Lords 

Lansdowne,  Marquess  of 

Land  Law  (Lreland),  2R.  277 ;  Comm.  eh  1, 
776;  Amendt.  787;  el,  4,  Amendt.  790, 
798,  799;  el.  7,  Amendt.  812,  818;  el.  9, 
Amendt.  942;  el.  14,  950;  d.  18,  955; 
el  19,  Amendt.  958.  972  ;  el.  23,  979 ; 
Report,  c/.  8,  1173  ;  cZ.  21,  1176  ;  Commons 
Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts.  Coosid.  1660, 
1664.  1682.  1689  ;  Amendt.  1697 

Law,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Attorney  General 
for  Ireland),  Londonderry  Co, 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Borough  of  Galway — The  Freeman's  Roll, 

1912 
Confiscated  EsUtes,  1928 
Land  Law — Clause  25 — Purchases,  1927  ; — 
42nd  Section  and  Section  24  of  the  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  Act,  1870.  31 
Law  and  Justice — Case  of  Margaret  Cole- 
man, 26 
Law  and  Police — Mr.  Hone,  1921 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  Consid.  el.  44,  Amendt. 
39,  43 ;  el,  45.  Amendt.  47  ;  el.  47,  Amendt. 
48  ;  el.  49,  Amendt.  50,  62,  53,  54  ;  el.  50, 
Amendt.  t5.,  55,   57 ;   el.  51,  58  ;   d,   52, 
Amendt.  59,  60  ;  el.  53,  62  ;  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  Amendt.  1388, 1380, 1392, 1395, 1401, 
1407,  1408,  1411,  1420.  1428,  1430,  1431, 
1434,  1435,  1430,  1438,  1450,  1466.  1473, 
1474,  1475.  1477,  1484,  1485,  I486,  1494, 
1495,   1496,   1498,   1547,  1554,  1555,  1562, 
1566.  1580.  1589,  1590.  1591,  1596,  1597, 
1608,  1620;  Lords   Reasons  and  Amendtl 
Consid.  1940,  1945,  1946,  1947,  1948,  1956, 
1966,  1968,  1969,  1972,  1980,  1986 

Law  and  Justice 

MiSCKLLANIOUS   (^UISTIONS 

Middlesex    Registry,    Question,    Mr.    Arthur 

O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Atiornejr  General 

Aug  11.  1534 
Sentenees  in  Criminal  Cases,  Question,    Mr. 

M*Coan ;    Answer,    Sir    William    Harcourt 

Aug  12,  1720 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Aet,  1819^ Fines  and 

Costs,    Question,    Mr.    Hopwood ;    Answer, 

Sir  William  Harcourt ;  ObserTation,  Sir  R. 

Assheton  Cross  July  29, 118 

The  Magistraey 

Mr.  R.  P,  Laurie,  Question,  Mr.  Peroberton  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  Aug  8,  1197 
The  Evidence  Further  Amendment  Act,  1869^ 
Rdutal  of  Magistrates  at  Birmingham  to 
Allow  a  Witness  to  Affirm,  Questions,  Mr. 
Labouchere ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Har- 
court Aug  12.  1714 

[See  title  Criminal  Law"] 

Law  and  Justice — High  Court  of  Justice — 
Suitors^  Fund  in  Chancery 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  28,  To 
learo  out  6vm  *'  That,"  nnd  add  "  the  faturc 


Law  and  Justice— High  Court  of  Justice — SuUcrtf 
Fund  in  Chwueery—eoiki, 
lists  of  unclaimed  money  be  issued  with  cross 
references  triennially  ;  stating  the  amount  of 
fund  of  the  suitors'  fund  in  Chancery  ;  with 
the  names  and  last  known  addresses  of  per- 
sons supposed  to  be  entitled  thereto ;  together 
with  the  date  of  the  but  decree"  {Mr, 
Stanley  l^hton)  v.,  71 ;  Question  pro- 
posed. **  That  the  words,  dec. ;"  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Law  and  Justice —  Outrage  upon  the  Person 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aug  5,  To 
leaTe  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  '<  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Law  in  cases  of  outrage 
upon  the  person  has  long  been  a  reproach  to 
our  Criminal  Courts ;  that  outrages  and 
assaults  of  the  most  brutal  character,  espe- 
cially upon  married  women,  eren  when  they 
cause  a  cruel  death,  are  commonly  punished 
less  severely  than  small  offences  against 
property  ;  that  the  admission  of  the  crime  of 
drunkenness  as  an  extenuation  of  other 
crimes  is  immoral,  and  acts  as  an  inoentiTe 
to  persons  about  to  commit  outrages  to  wil- 
fully deprive  themselves  of  the  guidance  of 
reason  "  {Mr.  Maefarkme)  v.,  1000  ;  Quea* 
tion  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ao. ; "  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Law  and  Police 

MlSOXLLANEOUS   QuSSTIONS 

Cruelty  to  Animals  Prevention  AeP— Cruelty  to 
a  Donkey,  Question,  Mr.  Macfarlane;  An- 
swer, Sir  William  Harcourt  Aug  15,  1925 

Deaths  from  Drowning,  Question.  Mr.  Gour- 
ley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  Aug  8,  1206 

Flower  Sellers  in  Islington,  Question,  Mr. 
Carington  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
Aug  1,  356 

Practice  of  Carrying  Firearms,  Question,  Sir 
Henry  Tyler  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 
July  29,  117 

Seizure  of  Explosive  Machines  at  Liverpool, 
Question,  Lord  John  Manners ;  Answer,  Sir 
William  Harcourt  Aug  5,  997 

Speech  of  Mrs.  Besant  at  the  Hall  of  Science, 
Question,  Mr.  Ritchie ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Aug  9, 1385 

Lawkencb,  Sir  J.  J.  T.,  Surrey,  Mid. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1583 

Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Kensing- 
ton, Ac— Case  of  Mr.  GofBn,  Head  Master, 
1290,  1292 

Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Carlisle 

Army  Estimates — Volunteer  Corps   Pay  and 

Allowances,  902 
China— The  Opium  Traffic,  557 
Ireland,  State  of— The  Magistracy— Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd,  R.M.  Res.  1128 
Licensing  Acts — Transfer  of  a  Licence,  1924 
Parliament — Privilege— Mr.   Bradlaugh — New 
Writ  for  Northampton,  852 
Ru\«a  KTvA  Oy^w%— 'Wv^  ^T%.^^>a.'^  '^^vlv- 
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Leinster,  Duke  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Oomm.  el.  1,  773 

Leitrik,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Ck>mm.  el.  I,  767»  771* 
777  ;  el.  7.  986 

Lewis,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Londonderry 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  Contid.  el.  i4,  40 ;  e2.  53, 

62 
Rojal  Irish   GonstabQiarjr — Paj   and   Allow* 
anoes,  18 

Licensing  Acts — Tramfer  of  a  Lieeneo 
Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;    Answer,  Sir 
WUliam  Harconrt  Aug  10, 1934 

LiFFORD,  Yisoount 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  4,  Amendt. 
791 ;  el.  7,  931 

LncERioK,  Earl  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  16,  Amendt. 
953,  954 ;  Report,  el.  5,  Amendt.  1171 

Lindsay,  Colonel  Sir  E.  J.  Loyd,  Berk- 
shire 
ktrnj — Mounted  Infiintry,  Res.  853 
Armjr  Estimates— Militia  and  Militia  ReserTO, 
895 
Volunteer  Corps  Pay  and  Allowanoes,  698 

Local  Oovemment  ProYisional  Orders 
(Acton,  ftc.)  Bill 

( The  Earl  of  DathouM) 
I.  Rojal  Assent  Atig  11    [44  dc  45  Vict.  o.  clxii] 

London,  Bishop  of 

Discharge  of  Contumacious  Prisoners,  formerlj 

Ecclesiastical  Courts  Regulation,  3R.  1640 
Water  Suppljr  (Metropolis),  109 

Long,  Mr.  W.  H.,   Wilts,  N. 

Education  Department — Uighworth  School 
Board,  1536 

LoNOFORD,  Earl  of 

Arm  J — Auxiliary  Forces — Militia — Memoran- 
dum of  June,  1881, 1375 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  13,  946  ;  d.  18, 
957;  Report,c/.  8,  1173 

LowTHER,  Hon.  W.,  Westmoreland 
Ireland  (Loans,  Ac] — The  Return,  17 
Metropolis— The    Parks— Cost    of    Watering 
Hjde,  St.  James's,  and  the  Green  Parks,  15 

LxTBBOCE,  Sir  J.,  London  University 
Ancient  Monuments  (Resolution  March  Utb), 

993 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1261,  1264 
Bills  of  Exchange,  2R.  1461,  1463 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South   Kensing- 
,,  ._  ton,  dM.— Case  of  Mr.  GofiBn,  Head  Master, 

iSupp//— J'avniaeter  GeneraVs  Office,  Wft,  WO  \        ^^^0 
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Lawsoh,  SirW. — eonL 

Parliament^ PriTilege— Mr.    Bradlaugh,  Res. 

701,  702,  704,  719 
SDppljT— Lord  PriTj  Seal,  83 
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Committee  •  ;  Report  i4u^  1 1 
Reads**  Ju^  12 
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IjUBK,  Sir  A.,  Finthnry 

Merchant  Seamen's  Pensions,  Res.  390 
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Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Ameodts.  Consid. 
1544 

Lyons,  Dr.  fe.  D.,  DuUin 
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1917 
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Bishop  of  London  ;  Reply,  The  Earl  of  DaU 
housie  ;  short  debate  thereon  July  29,  1 09  ; 
—  The  Grand  Junction  Water  Company, 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Holland  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
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Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Aug  12,  1710 
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opinion  of  this  House,  Naval  Cadets  should 
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that  if  they  are  chosen  by  competitive  exa- 
mination such  competition  should  be  open 
and  not  limited  for  the  purposes  of  patron- 
age" (Mr.  Oorst)  v.,  720  ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  words,  Ao,;**  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

yavy  (Sobriety) 
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Licences,  1520,  1530 

Protection   of  Person  and   Property   Act, 

1881 — Relief  for  Families  of  Prisoners 

under  the  Act,  124 

Post  Office  (Telegraph  Department)— Weather 

Forecasts.  1530 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  1000,  2004 

NoBTH,  Oolonel  J.  8.,  Oxfordehire 
Army — Long  Service  Soldiers,  861 
Army  Organiiation— The  28th  Regiment,  1531 

NoBTHBBooK,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Patriotic  Fund,  2R.  10;  Commons  Amendts. 
Consid.  1881 


NoBTHOOTB,  Bight    Hon.    Sir  8.    H., 
Devon,  N. 
Africa  (South)— The  Transvaal — Misoellaneont 
Qaestions 
Murder  of  Captain  Elliott  and  Mr.  Mal- 
colm, 126,  127 
Murder  of  Dr.  Barber,  1025,  1026 
Negotiations—  Convention  with  the  Boers, 
370 
India  —  Afghanistan  —  Defeat  of  the  Ameer's 

Forces,  66 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el.  44,  46 ;  3R* 
137;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1303,  1416* 
1441,  1440, 1455  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment, 
1461,  1460,  1471,  1480,  1481  ;  Amendt. 
1488,  1400,  1401  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1543,  1564,  1568,  1586 ;  Lords  Reasons  and 
Amendto.  Consid.  1045,  1040,  1062, 1060 
Parliament— Public  Business,  008,  000, 1726. 

1817  »  Ministerial  Statement,  376 
Parliament — Privilege— Mr.   Bradlaugh,  Res. 

700,  701,  714 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  87 
Ways  and  Means— Terminable  Annuities,  840 

NoBTHOOTE,  Mr.  H.  8.,  Exeter 

Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  1014 

NoBTON,  Lord 

Education  Department— The  Revised  Code- 
Departmental  Statement,  1516 

0*Beibne,  Major  F.,  Leitrim 
Ireland— Post  Office,  1011 

Prisons  Act,  1877  —  Superannuation  of 
Roman  Catholic  Chaplain  at  Carriok-oo- 
Shannon  Gaol,  1011 

O'Bbiek,  8ir  P.,  King]»  Co. 

Army  Estimates — Administration  of  Military 

Uw,  870 
Army  Organisation — 70th  Regiment,  366 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  3K.  177 ;  Lords  Amendts, 
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O'OomfOB,  Mr.  A.,  Qumh^s  Co. 

Army  Cstimatea — Ghelsea,  Ao.  Hotpitals,  1041, 
1043 
Commissariat,    Transport,    and    Ordnance 

Stores — Wages,  &o,  905,  908 
MiliUry  Education,  1031,  1035 
Miscellaneous  BffeotiTe  Serrices,  Amendt. 

1030 
Supplementary  Estimate,   ProTisions,  Ac. 
1045 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881 — Messrs.  Murphj  and  Cam- 
pion, Prisoners  under    the    Act,   1193, 
1194 
Prisoners  Arrested  under  the  Act,  732 
Law  and  Justice— Middlesex  Registry,  1534 
National  Debt,  Comm.  1343 
Navj— Nary  and  Dockyard  Ofilcers,  1137 
NaTy  and  Army  Expenditure,  1879-80,  Comm. 

3014 
Nayy  Estimates — Biilitary  Pensions  and  Allow- 
ances, 1142 
Parliament— Public  Business,  370, 1209 

Public    Business,    Ministerial     Statement, 
Motion  lor  Adjournment,  395 
Patriotic  Fund,  2R.  1843 
Pedlars  (Certificates),  2R.  917 
Post  OflBce  Pillar  Boxes,  366 
Rojal  UniTcrsity  of  Ireland,  2R.  2007 
Solent  NaTigation  [Expenses],  1639 
Statute   Law  Revision  and  Ciril   Procedure, 

Comm.  2016 
Supply— Bdard  of  Supervision  for  the  Relief  o^ 
the  Poor.  Ae,  Scotland,  750,  751 
Board  of  Trade,  96,  98,  99 
Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  1080 
Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 

Justice,  Ac.  1054 
Civil  Serrice  Commission,  217 
Colonial  Local  Revenue,  Ac.  Amendt.  1104, 

1165 
Colonial  Office,  73,  78 
Commissioners  in  Lunacy  in  England,  606 ; 

Amendt.  609 
Consular     Establishments    Abroad,    1160, 

1161 
Diplomatic  Services,  1143,  1146,  1147 
Exchequer  and  Audit  Department,  220 
Fishery   Board  in  Scotland,  Ac.  Amendt. 

744,  748 
Inclosure  and  Drainage  Acts— Imprest  Ex- 
penses, 218 
Law  Charges,  1046 
Local   Government  Board,  Ac.  223,   224, 

581,  600,  605 
London  Bankruptcy  Court.  1068,  1069 
Lord  Advocate's  Department,  Ac.  in  Scot- 
land, 1094,  1098 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Ac.  763,  756, 

757,  758 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  81 
Mint,  including    Coinage,  615 ;    Amendt^ 

616,  617 
Miscellaneous,  Charitable,  and  other  Allow- 
ances, 1167 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1168,  1169 
Mixed  Commissions  Established  under  the 
Treaties    with     Foreign     Powers,     Ac. 
Amendt.  1162, 1163 
National  Debt  Office,  617 
Patent  Office,  621,  622,  627,  628 

Foiioo  Coorif,  London  and  SJMtr&OM,  1071 


O'GomroB,  Mr.  A.'^conL 

Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  with  Police  in  Scotland, 
1072 

Prisons  (Scotland),  1100 

Public  Works  Loans  Commission,  630 

Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ac.  736, 
740 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Great 
Britain,  1085 

Reffistrar  General's  Office  (England),  636 

Relief  of  Distressed  British  Seamen  Abroad, 
1167 

Science  and  Art  Department,  Ac.  Amendt. 
1833,  1336,  1337 

Secret  Services,  662,  679 

Stationery  and  Printing,  639 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature,  &o,  Amendt. 
1065,  1066, 1067 

Woods, '  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues,  Ac. 
653,  654,  655,  656 

Works  and  Public  Buildings,  656 
Universities  (Scotland)  Registration  of   Par- 
liamentary Voters,  Ac.  2R.  918,  920,  921 

O'OoNNOB,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Oalwaif 

Army   Estimates  —  Commissariat,  Transport, 
and  Ordnance  Stores — Wages,  Ac.  908 
Volunteer  Corps  Pay  and  Allowances,  901 
Ireland — Borough  of  Galway — Freeman's  Roll, 
1912 
Protection  of  Person  and   Property   Act, 
1881 — Messrs.    Murphy    and    Campion, 
Prisoners  under  the  Act,  1 194  ; — Thomas 
Coonely,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act,  36, 
37 
Ireland,    State    of— The   Magistracy  —  Mr. 

Clifford  Lloyd.  R.M.  Res.  1132 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  197 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1415,  1483,  1556,  1576,  1584,  1604,  1622, 
1631,    1633,    1634 ;     Lords    Reasons    and 
Amendts.  Consid.  1932,  1955,  1979,  1992, 
1998 
Merchant    Shipping    Acts— Emigrant    Ships, 

1381 
Parliament  —  Order  —  Suspension    of    Mr. 
O'Kelly,  871 
Public  Business,  999 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1209 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  1999,  2004 
Statute  Law   Revision  and  Civil  Procedure, 

Comm.  2016 
Supply — Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice,  Ac.  1064 
Consular  Establishmenta  Abroad,  Ac.  1158 
Convict  Establishments  in  England  and  the 

Colonies,  1080,  1081 
Diplomatic  Services,  1144 
Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  Ac.  745,  746 
Local  Government  Board,  598 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland;  Ac.  764 
Police  in  Counties  and  Boroughs  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  with  Police  in  Scotland, 
1078 
Queen's    and    Lord    Treasurer's   Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Ac.  Scotland,  736 
Report,  1344,  1345 
Secret  Services,  675 
WhUoboy  AoU  RepMl,  2R.  1105,  llim  r 
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O'CoNOE,  Mr.  D.  M.,  8Ugo  Co. 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Propertj 
Act,  1881— Messrs.   M'Donougb  and    Finn, 
Prisoners  under  the  Act,  825 

O'DoNNBLL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 
Army  Medical  Department — Hospital  Qaarter- 

masters,  27 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Afghanistan  (Military  Operations),  368 

Charges  against  Hjrat  Khan,  365 

Finance,  Ac. — Annuities  and  Furlough  Pay, 

362 
Outbreak  of  Prisoners,  362 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,   1881~-Patrick  Slattery,    a    Prisoner 
under  the  Act,  22 
Ireland,  State  of— Disturbance  at  New  Ross, 

834 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  199 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1418  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1580,  1603, 
1605,  1612,  1615,  1634  ;  Lords  Reasons  and 
Amendts.  Consid.  1933,   1949,   1956,   1971, 
1973,  1976,  1980,  1994, 1998 
Parliament  —  Order  —  Suspension    of  Mr. 
O'Kelly,  876 
Public    Business — Ministerial    Statement, 
391 
Parliament — Pririlege — Mr.   Bradlaugh,  Res. 

714 
Passenger  Acts — Emigrant  Ships,  1865 
Regulation  of  the  Forces,  Comm.  440 ;  el,  35, 

446  ;  d,  48,  449 
Royal  University  oi  Ireland,  2R.  2001,  2008 
Russia  in  Central  Asia,  434 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Kensing- 
ton, dec. — Case  of  Mr.  Groffin,  Head  Master, 
1295 
Supply — Local  Government   Board,  dsc.  223, 
224,  585,  595 
Miscellaneous,  Charitable,  and  other  Allow- 
ances, Great  Britain,  1168 
Secret  Services,  665,  667 

O'Hagan,  Lord  (Lord  Ohancellor  of  L:e- 
land) 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.   270,  271  ;  Comm. 

cl.  1,  786  ;  d.  12,  945  ;  Report,  1170 
Leases  ior  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  1372,  1373 

O'Kellt,  Mr.  J.y  RoBcammon 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections — Boston  Elec- 
tion, 30 

Ireland— Peace  Preservation  Act,  1881— Mr. 
Matthew  Harris,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 
87 

Ireland,  State  of — The  Magistracy  —  Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.  Res.  1130,  1131 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1408,  1578,  1629 

Supply — Miscellaneous,  Charitable,  and  other 
Allowances,  Great  Britain,  1168 

Onslow,  Mr.  D.  R.,  Guildford 

East    India     Revenue     Accounts,     Financial 

Statement,  850 
JodJa— Afghanistan— Defeat   of   the   Ameer's 
Forces,  67 

Tlw  Wwm,  1916 


Ohslow,  Mr.  D.  R. — eotU, 

Pedlars  (Certificates),  Comm.  1819 
Russia  in  Central  Asia,  434 
Supply — Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 
1087 

ORAimoRE  AKD  Browne,  Lord 

Ecclesiastical  Courts  Regulation,  Comm.  1501, 

1504, 1505  ;  d,  4.  1507 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  I,  773  ;  d.  4, 
789  ;  d.  7,  936,  941 

O'Shba,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clare 

Army  Estimates— Militia  and  Militia  Reserr*, 

894 
Ireland  ~  Poor  Law — Irregularity  in  Kilmsh 
Workhouse,  Co.  Clare,  116 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881— Messrs.  Grotty  and   Marsh,  Pri- 
soners under  the  Act,  116 
Trade  and  Commerce — Spanish  Custom  House, 
17 

O'SuLLivAN,  Mr.  W.  H.,  LttMrtck  Co, 
Ireland,    State    of—  The    Magistracy  —  Mr. 

Clifford  Lloyd,  R.M.  Res.  1121 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

Amendt.  1497,  1498,  1558 

Otway,  Mr.  A.  J.,  RoehMter 

Army  Estimates — Military  Education,  1035 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  88 

PaoifiOf  Islands  of  the — JurUdtetion  of  the 
High  Commissioner  of  Polynesia 

Observations,  Sir  John  Hay,  Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land ;  Heply,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Aug  5,  1018 

Paget,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somersetshire y  Mid 
Army — Barrack  Sergeants,  825 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  91 
United   States  of   America — Reports   of  the 
Department  of  Agriculture,  824 

Palliser,  Sir  W.,  Taunton 

Land   Law  ( Ireland )~Clattse   25 — Purchases, 

1927 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870— The 
Royal  Commission — Report  and  Evidence, 
1203,  1929, 1930 

Palmer,  Mr.  0.,  Reading 

Education   Department — Rlementary   Schools 
— Grants  for  Drawing,  851 

Palmer,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Lincoln 

Patent  Museum — Gifts  of  Models  of  Inven- 
tions, 1531 
Supply — London  Bankruptcy  Court,  1069 

Patent  Office,  617 
Tripoli — Consular  Jurisdiction,  1378 


Parker,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Perth 

Land  Law  ( Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1420 
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LORDS— 

Palace  of  Westminster — Publie  Improvements 
near  St.  MargareCs  Chwch,  QaeitioD,  Ob- 
seryatioDi,  Lord  Lamington;  Replj,  The 
Earl  of  Kimberlejr  July  20,  107 

Private  Bills 
SUndiog  Orders  Nos.  33,  33,  91,  lU,  115, 
116, 117,  and  140*  considered  and  amended, 
and  to  be  printed  as  amended  Aug  1 1 

(No.  167) 

Business  of  the  Bouse 
Ordered,  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion the  Bills  which  are  entered  for  con- 
sideration on  the  Minutes  of  the  daj  shall 
have  the  same  precedence  which  Bills  have 
on  Tuesdays  and  Thursdays  {Tke  Earl  of 
Redesdale)  Aug  13 

COMMONS— 
Order 

Motions  of  Adjournments  at  Question  Time, 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Aug  4, 851 
Suspension  of  Mr,  G* Kelly ^  Observations,  Mr. 
Parnell;  Reply,  Mr.  Gladstone;  short  de* 
bate  thereon  Aug  4,  863 

Order — Suspension  of  ^  Member 
Mr.  Spbakbb  having  Named  Mr.  Parnell  as 
having  been  repeatedly  caotioned  by  him  for 
making  use  of  un- Parliamentary  and  im- 
proper language.  Moved,  '*  That  Mr.  Parnell 
be  suspended  from  the  service  of  the  House 
during  the  remainder  of  this  day's  Sitting  " 
(Mr,  Oladsione)  Aug  1,  890  ;  Question  put ; 
A.  131,  N.  14 ;  M.  17  (D.  L.  346) 

Rules  and  Orders 

Petitions^  The  Bradlaugh  Petitions,  Questions, 
Observations,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Mr.  Tho- 
rold  Rogers ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  Forster 
ii«^6, 1107 

Privilege 
Mr.  Bradlaugh — New   Writ  for  NorihampUm, 

Questions,  Sir   Wilfrid  Lawson ;   Answers, 

Mr.  Speaker  Aug  4,  853 
Alleged  Disorderly  Conduct  of  a  Member  of 

the  Bouse  within  its  Precincts,  Observations, 

Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler  Aug  5, 

995 

Business  of  the  Mouse  and  PMie  Business 
Order  of  Supply,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Sir  John  Hay,  Mr.  Callan  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Gladstone  July  38,  34  ; — Eduoa- 
tional  Endowments  {Scotland)  Bill,  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Aug  1,  370 ; — A  Saturday  Sitting, 
Observation,  Mr.  Gladstone  Aug  4,  843  ; — 
Order  of  Supply,  Observations,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone :  short  debate  thereon  Aug  5,  998  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  U.  Smith,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Healy;  Answers,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish,  Mr.  Gladstone  Aug  8, 
1309  i—The  Navy  Estimates,  Question,  Sir 
John  Hay;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Aup  11, 
1541  i^ArratMement  of  Publie  Business, 
Statement,  Mr.  Gladstone;  short  debate 
thereon  Aug  13, 1795;— /ri«A  Church  Act 
Amendment  BiU,  Quostron,  Mr.  Callan ;  An* 
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PiBLUMiirr — Commons— ^tmnMt  of  the  Bouse 
and  Publie  Business— oont, 
swer,  Mr.W.  E.  Forster  Aug  13,  1738;— 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  Observations,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot,  Sir 
SUfford  Northcote  Aug  13,  1816 

Foreign  Legislative  Assemblies  {Oaths  and 
Procedure),  Question,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  An* 
swer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  13,  1714 

Mr,  Bradlaugh— Threatened  Meeting  in  Tra- 
falgar Square,  Question,  Mr.  Warton ;  An- 
swer, Sir  William  Haroourt  July  39,  119 

Parliamentary  Oath  {Mr.  Bradlaugh),  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr. 
Maofarlane,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Labou- 
chere Aug  8,  1307; — Legislation,  Question, 
Mr.  Thomasson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Aug  11,  1539 

The  House  of  Commons'—Conduct  of  Publie 
Business— New  Rules,  Question,  Mr.  Rath- 
bone  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Aug  5,  994 

Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections — The  Boston 
Election — The  Crown  Prosecutions,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Kelly ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  July  38,  30 

Reported  Magistrates,  Questions,  Mr.  Ander- 
son, Mr.  T.  Collins,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  J. 
Cowen ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
Aitg  1,360 

Suspension  of  Corrupt  Boroughs,  Question, 
Mr.  T.  Collins  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral ^u^  3,560 

Parliament — Election  Petitions  and  Cor- 
rupt Practieee    at   Eleetione  Act — 
Knareshorouffh  Commission 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aug  3,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  in  the 
opinion  of  this   House,    having  regard  to 
statements  of  the  Royal  Commissioners,  it 
is  not  in  accordance  with  justice  nor  with 
the  policy  of  the  Act  of  31  and  33  Vic.  o. 
135,  that  the  cost  of  this  inquiry  should  be 
borne  by  the  ratepayers  of  the  borough  of 
Knaresborough "  {Mr,  Thomas  Collins)  v,, 
560 ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
Ac. ;"    after  short  debate,   Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Parliament — Privilege — Mr.  Bradlaugh 
Moved,  *'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  Resolution  of  the  House  passed  10th 
May  last.  '  That  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  do 
remove  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  the  House,  until 
he  shall  engage  not  farther  to  disturb  the 
proceedings  of  the  House,'  meant  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  should  not  come  within  the  outer 
door  of  this  Chamber,  and  did  not  give  any 
power  to  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  to  hinder  him 
from  entering  and  remaining  in  all  or  any 
other  portions  of  this  edifice,  and  that  there- 
fore the  Serjeant  at  Arms  and  the  OflBcers  of 
the  House  acting  under  him,  in  excluding 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  such  other  portions  of 
the  edifice,  acted  without  the  authority  of 
this  House,  and  in  so  doing  interfered  with, 
the  DvivUensa  Ss^vraaX.  Xtv  VkKaJowrftcsv^  tR. 
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be  depriTed  without  a  Resolution  of  thii 
House  to  that  effect"  (Mr.  Labauehere) 
Aug  8,  695 

After  debate,  Ameudt.  to  leave  oat  from 
"That,"  and  add  "  this  House  approves  the 
action  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  of  the  OflBoers  of 
this  House  acting  under  his  orders"  {Sir 
Henry  ffoUand) ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That 
the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  further  short  de- 
bate, Question  put ;  A.  7,  N.  191 ;  M.  184 
(D.  L.  3«1) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  this 
House  approves  the  action  of  Mr.  Speaker 
and  of  the  OflBoers  of  this  House  acting 
under  his  orders  *  be  there  added  ;"  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Parliament — Public  Businesi 

Question,  Mr.  Ashmead  Bartlett ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  Atig  1,  378 

Moved,  "  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session 
Orders  of  the  Daj  have  precedence  of  Notices 
of  Motions  on  Tuesday,  Government  Orders 
having  priority,  and  that  Government  Orders 
have  priority  on  Wednesiiay"  {Mr,  Glad- 
slone) ;  after  short  debate,  Moved,  *'  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  *'  {Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor);  Question  put, and  negatived 

Original  Question  put;  A.  Ill,  N.  12  ;  M.  99 
(D.  L.847) 

ParUament — Public    Bunncss    (Mdlf-past 
Twelve  Rule) 
Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  there- 
upon [8rd  May]  read  Aug  11,  1619 ;  Moved, 
**  That  the  Order  be  discharged  "  {Mr.  Monk)  ; 
Motion  agreed  to ;  Order  discharged 

Partjamknt — House  of  Lobds 

Sat  First 
Aug  1— The  Lord  Fingall,  after  the  death  of 

his  father 
.iu^l5— The  Earl  of  Harrington,  after  the 
death  of  his  father 

Parliamentary  Eevision  (Dablin  County) 

Bill         {Mr.  Aitameg  General  for  Ireland^ 
Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 
e.  BUI  withdrawn  •  Aug  8  [BUI  208] 

Pabwell,  Mr.  C.  8.,  Cork 
Army  Estimates— Volunteer   Corps   Pay  and 

AUowances,  900 
Ireland  ^Miscellaneous  Questions 

Crops  in  Munster— Harvest  Labour,  848 
Law  and  Justice — Case  of  Margaret  Cole- 
man, 25  ;— Cumulative  Sentences,  24,  25. 
Peace  Preservation   Act,   1881 — Gun    Li- 
cences, 22 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.e;/.  45, 39  ;  Amendt. 
48,  44,  47 ;  eU  49,  51  ;  Amendt.  52 ;  el,  53, 
Amendt.  60  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1390  ; 
Amendt.  1392,  1396,  1397,  1408, 1409, 1412, 
1427,  1429,  1433,  1442,  1445,   1448,  1495, 
1496,  1497,  1555,  1582,    1597,  1606,  1621, 
1635  ;  Lords  Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid. 
1982,  1940,  1946,  1947,  1962,  lM4,\^n^; 
A/ue/idf.  Vdl\,  1078,  lOOO,  1901 


Pabhill,  Mr.  C.  S. — mmf. 

Parliament  —  Order  —  Suspension    of   Mr. 
0' Kelly,  862,  866,  868 
Public    Business,    Ministerial    Statement, 
885,  388,  389.  390 
Supply — Lord  Advocate's  Department,  Ac.  in 
Scotland,  1094 

Passenger  Acts — Emigrant  Ships 

Observations,  Mr.  O^Donnell,  Mr.  A.  Moore; 
Reply,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Aug  13,  1865 

[House  counted  oat] 


Patent  Mweum,  The— Gifts  of  Models  of 
Inventions 
Question,  Mr.  Hinde  Palmer  ;   Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  Aug  11, 1581 

Patrick,  Mr.  E.  W.  Coohban-,  Ayrshire, 
N. 
Supply — Local  Government  Board,  die.  Amendt. 
569,  571,  574 

Patriotic  Fond  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  of  Northhrook) 

L  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  July  28,  10 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  29        (No.  183) 
Read  3*  *  Aug  1 

0.  Read  l^*  •  {Mr,  Childen)  Aua  6     fBill  240] 
Read  2^,  after  short  debate  Aug  8,  1343 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  10 
Considered  * ;  read  8*  Aug  11 

1,  Commons  Amendts.  considered,  and  agreed  to : 

Question,  Viscount  Sidmouth  ;  Answer,  The 
Earl  of  Northhrook  Aug  15, 1881 

Pbabe,  Mp.  a.,  JFhitbff 
China— The  Opium  Trade,  1711 

Peddie,  Mr.  J.  DioK-,  Kilmamoch,  j*c. 
Chelsea  Hospital— Burials,  1918 
Supply— Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  dw.  747 
Prisons,  Scotland,  1100 
Queen's   and    Lord    Treasurer's    Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  Ac.  738 
Register    House    I^partment,  Bdinborgh, 
1099 

Pedlars  (Certificates)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  of  Dalhoueie) 

I.  Committee  *  ;  Report  July  28        (No.  163) 

Read3**/u2y29 
e.  Read  1*  •  {Mr,  Courtney)  Aug  1    [Bill  234] 
Read  2o,  after  short  debate  Aug  4,  917 
Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leaye  the  Chair  "  Aug  12, 
1818  ;   after  short  debate,  Question  put  ( 
A.  80,  N.  8  ;  M.  72  (D.  L.  385) ;  Committee ; 
Report ;  read  8® 


\eoiU. 


Pembsbton,  Mr.  E.  L.,  ITent,  E, 
\     \Msm  isA  3iM»Aa— The  Magistracy— Mr.  R.  P. 
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PmcBsoxE,  Earl  of 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  4,  Amendt. 
79S;  eLI,  Amendt  811,928;  01.13,946; 
Report,  et,  8,  Amendt.  1173 ;  e/.  21,  Amendt. 
1174 ;  Common!  Amendts.  to  Lordi  Amendts. 
Consid.  1672 ;  Amendt.  1686 

PiNZAKOE,  Lord 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Oomm.  elt  12,  046 

Pkkoy,  Right  Hon.   Earl,  Northumher- 
land,  N, 
Army  Estimates— Militia  and  Militia  Reserve, 
881,  896 

P^ru — Rohhery  of  JewelUry,  ire.  from  the 
British  Vice  ConsulaU  at  Lima 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Alexander  M< Arthur  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Au^  15,  1917 

Fetrolemn  (Hawldiig)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr,  Courtney) 

e.  Committee  July  29,  226  [Hoase  ooanted  out] 
Committee  :  Report  Aug  2,  681     [Bill  222] 
Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred,  after  short 
debate  Auy  12, 1820 

Platfaib,  Eight  Hon.  Mr.  Lyon 
(Chairman  of  Oommittees  of  Ways 
and  Means  and  Deputy  Speaker), 
Edinhurgh  and  St.  Andrew^s  Uhi- 
veraitiea 
Armj  Estimates— Militia,  Teomanrj  Cavalr/, 

and  Volunteer  Corps,  1044 
Corrupt  Practices  (Suspension  of  Elections), 

1101;  Schedule,  t6. 
NaT7  Estimates— Half-Pay,  Ac.  to  Officers  of 

the  NaTjr  and  Marines,  1139 
Petroleum  (Hawkin^^),  Comm.  cl.  2,  229,  682 
Supplj— Commissioners  in  Lunacjr  in  England, 
609 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  Ac.  1147, 

1148,1161,1158 
Education,  England  and  Wales,  1319 
Fishery  Board  in  Scotland,  &o.  746 
Local  Government   Board,  dec.   224,  571, 

581,  594,  597 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Ac.  753,  757. 

758, 759 
Lord  Privy  Seal,  83 
Mint,  including  Expenses  of  Coinage,  616, 

617 
Paymaster  Generars  Office,  630 
Queen's  and    I^rd    Treasurer's    Remem- 
brancer in  Exchequer,  Scotland,  dM.  788 
Science  and  Art  Department,  So.  1335 
Secret  Services,  667,  670 
Universities  (Scotland)  Registration  of  Parlia- 
mentory  Voters,  dtc.  2R.  919,  920 

PLTmxET,  Bight  Hon.  D.  B.,  Dublin 
University 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  el.  49,  52  ;  el.  53, 
65  ;  Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  1432,  1483 

Police  Superannuation  {Great  Britain) 
ObserTationt,  Colonel  Alexander  Au0  4,  821 


PoUen  Fiflhing  (Ireland)  BiU 

{Mr.  SolMtcr  Oenerai  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Mr.   William  Edward 
Foreter) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Aug  12  [Bill  248] 

Read  2«  Aug  15,  2016 

Poor  Relief  and  Audit  of  Acconnts  (Scot- 
land) {re-commiUed)  Bill  {The  I^ord  Ad^ 
voeate,  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland) 

e.  Report  of  Select  Comm.*  Aug  3  [No.  373]  ' 
BUI  withdrawn  •  Aug  4  [BiU  239] 

Poor  Remoyal  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Hervey  Bruce,  Mr,  Corry,  Mr.  Zetoie) 
e.  BUI  withdrawn  •  July  28  [BUI  89] 

PoRTARLiNaTON,  Earl  of 
Und  Uw  (Ireland),  3R.  1188 

Portugal  (India)'-'The  Ooa  Treaty 

(^estion,  Mr.  Cartwright ;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
qaess  of  Hartington  Aug  9, 1386 

Post  Office 
BfisciLLAiiaous  QuisnoRS 
Metropolitan  Letter   Carriers,  Question,   Mr, 

Sohreiber;    Answer,   Mr.  Fawcett  AiLg  4, 

822 
Post  Office  Pillar  Boxes,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 

O'Connor;    Answer,   Mr.   Fawcett   Aug  I, 

366 
Postmasters — Distribution  of  War  Ofiee   ar- 

eular,  Question,  Mr.   Bart ;   Answer,  Lord 

Frederick  Cavendish  Julg  28,  28 

Telegraph  Deportment 

Oreenwieh  Time,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Aug  1 1,  1530 

Telegraph  Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  J astin  McCar- 
thy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Aug  8,  1200 

Telegraph  to  Shetland,  Question,  Mr.  Laing; 
Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  Aug  4, 
838 

Weather  Forecasts,  Question,  Mr.  Earp  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Fawcett  Aug  9,  1379  ;  Question, 
Major  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  .iu^  11, 
1530 

Telephone  Posts  and  Wires,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
Aug  12,  1712 

PowEB,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 
Ireland — Poor  Law  Relief— Swinford   Union, 

20 
Land  Uw  (Ireland),  3R.  178,  185,  187,  188 
Supply — Secret  Services,  680 

Power,  Mr.  E.,  Waterford 
Ireland—Board  of  Works,  132 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881— Prescribing  the  Citjof  W%.tAtl<c^x4> 
\% 
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POWEBSOOUET,  VisCSOUllt 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  487  ;  Comm.  el.  7, 
028,  995  ;  d,  19,  975  ;  Commons  Amradts. 
to  Ix>rds  Amendtfl.  Consid.  1664,  1682 

Presumption  of  Life  (Scotland)  Bill 

(The  Lord  Wat$on) 
h  Committee*  ;  Report  Aug  2         (No.  142) 
Committee  •^;  Report  Aug  4  (No.  197) 

Read  d»  *  Aug  5 

'*  PrincBM    Alice  "    Catastrophe — Burial 
Expenses  of  Sufferers 
Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms  ;  Answer, 
Sir  William  Haroonrt  Aug  11,  1622 

Puhhe  Health  —  The  Local  Oovernment 
Board 
Observations,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Dod- 
son  ;  Observations,  Mr.  Warton  Aug  1,  404 

Public  Loans  (Ireland)  Remission  Bill 

{The  Lord  Thurlow) 
I.  Read  2*  •  Julg  29  (No.  176) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  I 
Read  3"*  Aug  2 
Royal  Assent  Aug  11    [44  A  45  VicL  o.  32] 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill 

{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Dodeon, 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
e.  Considered  •  July  28  [Bill  211] 

Read  3«  *  Aug  1 
I  Read  1**  {Lord  Thurlow)  Aug  2  (No.  196) 

Read  2**^ti^8 

Committee*  ;  Report  Aug  9 

Read  3**  Aug  11 

PuoH,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Cardiganshire 
Supply — T<ooal  Government  Board,  dso.  581 
Woods.  Forests,  &q,  Amendt.  644,  652 

PuLESTON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Devonport 
Ireland,  State  of— Release  of  Mr.  J.  Dillon, 

M.P.,  1205 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  AtaUnta,"  1858 

Navy  and  Dockyard  Offloers,  1134 
Navy  Estimates— Half- Pay,  &o.  to  the  OflBcers 
of  Navy  and  Marines,  1138,  1139 
Military  Pensions  and  Allowances,  1141 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1209 
Supply — Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1169 
Ways  and  Means— Inland  Revenue — Officers  of 
the  Excise  Branch,  1384 

Railways 

Continuous  Brakes,  Question,  Mr.  Lea ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Chamberlain  At^g  11,  1533 

The  Blackburn  Railway  Accident,  Question, 
Mr.  Briggs  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain 
Aug  9,  1387 

Eamsay,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk,  Sfc, 

Parliament  —  Publio     Business  —  Ministerial 

Statement,  378 
Supply— Local  Government  Bowd,  ^.  Wi, 
570 


Bathbone,  Mr.  W.,  CamanDonsKire 
Education    Department  —  Intermediate    and 

Higher  Education  (Wales)-- Report  of  the 

Commission,  992 
Parliament — House  of  Commons — New  Riilea, 

994 
Science  and  Art  Department*  South  Kensinf  • 

ton,  dsc. — Case  of  Mr.  Goffin,  Head  Master, 

1294 


Hbdesdale,  Earl  of  (Ohairman  of  Oom- 
mittees) 
Drainage  (Ireland)    Provisional   Order,   Bet. 

1878,  1879,  1880 
Eoclesiastioal  Courts  Regulation,  Comm.  150A 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Report,  ej.  8,  1173 
Leases  for  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  1873 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money),  2R. 

1371 ;  Comm.  1508 
Water  Supply  (Metropolis),  113 

Bedmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nmo  Rou 

Ireland — Eviction*— James    Killen,    Cardens- 

towo,  Co.  Meath,  30 
Ireland,  State  of— Condoot  of  Soldien,  1909 
Disturbance  at  New  Ross.  837 ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  838,  833,  833,  886 
Ireland,   Sute    of  — The   Magistracy  —  Mr. 

Clifford  Lloyd,  R.lf.  Res.  1139 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1579,  1604.  1637 
Supply — Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Ac.  763 

Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 
Japan— Treaty  Revision,  844 

Reformatory  Institutioiifl  (Ireland)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Emly) 

L  Read  3*  •  July  28  (No.  172) 

Royal  Assent  Aug  11   [44  ds  45  VUi.  o.  29] 

Regulation  of  the  Forces  Bill 

{Mr.   Secretary    Childers,    The  Judge  Advocate 
General,  Mr.  Campbell^Bannerman) 

c.  Committee  ;  Report,  after  short  debate  Aug  \, 

440  [Bill  193] 

Consideration,    as    amended,    deferred,    after 

short  debate  Aug  5,  1100 
Consideration,    as   amended,    deferred,    after 

short  debate  Aug  8,  1812 
Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  Aug  12, 

1817 

Removal  Terms  (Scotland)  Bill— ^^noanif 
Removal  Terms  (Burghs)  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Earl  of  Camperdoum) 

I.  Read  2%  after  short  debate  July  28,  14 
Committee  •  Aug  4  (No.  184) 

Report  •  Aug  5  (No.  205) 

Read  3»  •  Aug  8 

c,\at^«   k.\fiA\vdU.  considered,  and  agreed  to, 
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Chuinel  Islaiui«~Th«  IiUad  of  Qm&nan  and 

the  Barial  Aoi.  864 
Indi*— Benur— Sir  Riohaid    Meade  and    Sir 

SaUr  Jang,  1026 
Svppljr— Ednoatiott,  England  and  Walee,  1806 

BiOHARDSOK,  Mr.  J.  N.,  Armagh  Co. 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lorda  Amendts.  Coniid. 
1486 

BioHxovD  AKD  OoBDOv,  Duke  of 
Land  Law  (fraland),  Oomm.  el.  4,  789 

BnxJHiB,  Oaptain  0.  T.,  Tower  HainUto 
Army  Eitimate»-MiUiia  and  Militia  Beeerre. 

889 
Oommeroial  Treaty  with  Franoe (Negotiations), 

1541 
French  Oommeroial   Treaty,    Motion  for  an 

Addreee,    1728,    1788.   1748,    1748,  1789, 

1802  ' 

Law  and  Poliee— Speeeh  of  Mra.  Besant  at 

the  UaU  of  Science,  1886 

Bivor  HMmsi^-^Lifo-Premving  Appm'oiui 
on  Pauongor  Stoamors 
Qnettioo,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Chamberlain  Au^  11, 1522 

BireriCkuMrTuu^udVlopdsPrevention 

(rt-cimmittsd)  Bill  [k.l.]    (Mr.  Dodson) 
e.  Qneations,  Mr.  Heneage,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold; 

Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  28,  35 
BUI  withdrawn  •  Aua  1  [EUl  1201 

I  Question,  The  Earl  of  Sandwioh;    Answer, 

Earl  Spencer  Auf  9, 1848 

Booms,  Mr.  J.  B.  Thorold,  Souihwrn-k 
Parliament^  Rnles  and  Orders— The    Brad 

kngh  Petitions,  1109 
Supply— BriUsh  Museum,  1888 

Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 

Justice,  Ac.  1080 
Charity    Commission    for    England    and 

Wales,  216 
Oi?il  Serrioe  Commission,  218 

BossBEBT,  iBarlof 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl.  7,  806 
Supply— Science  and  Art  Department,   Ac. 
1831 

Bossx,  Earl  of 

.    Land  Law  (Ireland).  Comm.  el,  84,  Amendt. 
988 

BoTTWD,  Mr.  J.,  JSbsox,  JS. 
Army— Anxiliary  Forces— MUitia   Adjutants, 
659 
Militia  Uniforms,  1197 
Army  Eatimates— Militia  and  Militia  Resenre, 

895 
Wild   Birds  frotection  Act  (1880)  Amend, 
roent,  ConsijJ.  ef.  2,  Amcndt.^J|9,l 


Aiytf/  Pgrit,  fr^^—Winioor  Park 

AniMidt.  on  Committee  oi  Supply  /«^  28,  To 
leave  out  from  "Thai,"  and  add  "in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable  that 
the  charge  of  Windsor  Park  be  transferrad 
from  the  Commissionera  of  Woods,  VoresU, 
and  Land  Revenues  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Works  and  Public  Buildings" 
(ifr.  Arthur  Arnold)  v.,  67 ;  (Question  pro- 
poeed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Boyal  UniYorsitj  of  Ireland  Bill  [k.l.] 

{The  Lord  Prioy  Seal) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1*  ^  Any  2  (No.  194) 

Road  2%  after  short  debate  Aug  8,  922 
Committee*  ;  Report  Aug  8 
Read8**  Jif^9 
e.  Read  V*^{Mr.  W,  E.  Foreter)  Aug  9 

MoTcd,  «<That  the  Bill    be  now   read  2«" 

Aug  15,  1999 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  a^iourncd  " 
(Mr.  r.  P.  <y Connor) ;  after  short  debate, 
Question  put,  and  negatived ;  main  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  BUI  read  2<*  [BlU  247] 

BusssLL,  Mr.  0.,  Dundalk 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1489,  1479. 1882,  1602,  1607 ;  Lords  fte^ 
sons  and  Amendta.  Consid.  1946, 1984, 1962, 
1970. 1972,  1992 

Royal  UniTcrsity  of  IraUnd,  2R.  2000 

BussELL,  Mr.  a.  W.  E.,  AffUihurff 
Und  Uw  (Ireland),  8R.  147 

RuHta,   Foreign  Jowo  in — BxpuUion  of 

Mr.  L.  Zowiiohn,  a  NaiwaliMd  JBri- 

ti*h  Subjooi 

Questions,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms;  Answers, 

Sir  Charles  W.  DUke  ^t^  4,  839  ;  ^t^  18, 

1927 

Ruooia  in  Control  Aoia 

Observations,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  Reply, 
The  Marquess  of  Hsrtington  ;  short  debate 
thereon  Aug  1,  410 

RmsianAdvaneee,  Questions,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope, 
Viacouut  Sandon  ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  Aug  9, 1878 ;  Question,  Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  12, 
1718 

BTLA]!n>8,  Mr.  P.,  BwrnUy 
Bills  of  Exchange,  2a.  1462 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 

1410 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  99 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Allium,  1087, 

1089 
Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 

Justice,  Ac.  1064 
Commissioners  in  Lunacy  in  England,  612 
Land  Registry,  1070 
Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  228,  874 
Mint,    incladiog    Coinage,    Amendt.  612, 

614,  618.  6X6 
prisons,  England,  1081 
Record  OfBce,  688  r^  i 
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Saijsbttbt,  Marapefls  of 

Army — Aoxiliary  Foroet — Militia— Memoran- 
dum of  June,  1881,  1376, 1877 
Cottiers  and  Cottars  (Dwellings),  2R.  7 
Drainage    (Ireland)  ProTisional    Order,   Res. 

1879 
Eooiesiastieal  Courts  Regulation,  2R.  1864 
Und  Uw  (Ireland),  115:  2R.  264,  271; 
Comm.  el,  1,  767.  771.  775.  777,  785  ;  cl.  4, 
792  ;  Amendt.  794.  795,  797,  799 ;  el.  5. 
801  ;  el.  7,  Amendt.  804.  806,  808,  813.  816, 
817.  818.  819,  933.  924,  932.  937.  940  ; 
el  12.  946  ;  el  14,  949  ;  el.  18,  967 ;  el.  19, 
067,  973;  el.  23,  979;  el.  81,  982,  983; 
el.  44.  984, 986  ;  el.  63,  986 ;  el.  67,  Amendt. 
t*.;  Report,  1170;  d.  8,  1174;  el.  21. 
1175  ;  el.  31,  1178  ;  el.  57,  Amendt.  1180  ; 
Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  Amendt.  1642.  1645.  1648,  1649, 
1666,  1666,  1668,  1669,  1672.  1676.  1676. 
1687.  1690,  1691,  1695,  1698,  1701,  1703, 
1704,  1706 
Leases  for  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  1373 

Samttblson,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Frame 

Parliament— PriTilege — Mr.  Bndlaugh.  Res. 
716 

Sandon,  Eight  Hon.  Yisoount,  Liverpool 
Asia  (Central)— Russian  AdTanoes.  1379 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France  (Negotiations), 

124,  1539, 1540 
France— New  French  General  Tariff,  1637 
French  Commercial   Treaty,   Motion  for    an 

Address,  1749 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  84.  87,  88,  92 
Education,  England  and  Wales,  1300 

Sandwioh,  Earl  of 

Army — Auxiliary  Forces — The  Militia— Me- 
morandum of  June,  1881,  1374 

RiTcn  ConserTancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
1345 

SOHREIBEB,  Mr.  0.,  Poole 

Post  OflQce  —  Metropolitan  Letter  Carriers, 
822 

Science  and  Art 
South  Kemington  Museum-^  The  Plane  Tree, 
Question,  Mr.  Mitchell  Henry ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre  Aug  6.  992 
Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Kensington 
—  United  Wetimintter  Schools  of  Art — Case 
of  Mr.  Ooffin,  the  Bead  Master,  OhMrvntionB, 
Lord  George  Hamilton  ;  long  debate  thereon 
Aug  8,  1266 

Science  and  Art — Art  and  Industrial  Mu- 
seums 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aug  8,  To 
leave  out  from  ''That,"  and  add  "in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  grants  in  aid  of  Art 
and  Industrial  Museums  should  not  be  con- 
fined to  London,  Edinburgh,  and  Dublin " 
( Mr.  Jesse   Callings}  v.,   1236  ;    Question 
proposed.   "  That   the  words,  die.  ; "   after 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  4B,  1$.  85  ;  lA.  ^1 
(D.  L.  360) 


ScotlandSigh    Court    of  Ju$tie&^I%0 
Court  of  Sesiion 
Question.  Mr.  Dairy mple ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone Avg  1,  368 

Scotland — Ministers  Stipends,  ^c. 
Moved  an  Address  for,  "  Return  for  eaoh 
county  in  Scotland  of  the  name  of  every 
parish  in  which  an  augmentation  was  made 
of  ministen  stipend  and  of  allowances  for 
communion  elements  respectively  during  the 
period  that  has  elapsed  sinoe  the  20th  March 
1876  ;  also  the  name  of  each  parish  in  which 
there  are  unexhausted  teinds,and  the  amount 
applicable  to  the  augmentation  of  ministen 
stipend,  Ac.  in  each  such  parish  (in  con- 
tinuation of  former  Return,  No.  242, 1876)" 
(The  Earl  of  MitUo)  July  29,  103;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Seed   Supply  and  other  Acts  (Lrelaad) 
Amendment  Bill 

(The  Lord  CarUngford) 
I.  Committee  • ;  Report  July  28        (No.  177} 
Read  3*  *  July  29 
Royal  Assent  Aug  11    [44  A  45  Viet.  o.  28] 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo 
Ireland — Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
Act,  1881— Prisoners  under  the  Aot^  367 

Shaptesbtjby,  Earl  of 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  Regulation,  Comm.  add. 
el.  1507 

Shaw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 

Land  Law  (Ireland).  3R.  137.  173;  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1481,1558;  Lords  Rea- 
sons  and  Amendts.  Consid.  1965 

Shop  Honrs  Regulation  Bill  [h.l.] 

[The  Earl  Stanhope) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1» •  ilti^  1  (No.  191) 

Slago,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1244 

Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Westminster 
Land  Law  (Ireland).  3R.  Amendt.  133  ;  Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.    1424,   1436.  1472,  1477. 

1 480  ;  Lords  Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid. 

1971 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  AUlanU."  1859 
Navy  (Sobriety).  Res.  1834 
Parliament— Public  Business,  1209.  1726 
Post  Office— Telephone  Posts  and  Wires,  1712 

Solent  Navigation  Bill 

(Mr.  Ashley,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Trevelyan) 
e.  Read  2«»  •  Aug  8  [Bill  207] 

Moved.  *'  That  the  Order  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee upon  the  said  Bill  be  discharged" 
Aug  15,  2016  ;  Question  put.  and  agreed  to 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  consisting  of  Five  Members, 
Three  to  be  nominated  by  the  House,  and 
*t^^  >il    >^<^   ^^mxiivXXA^  ^C   S^lAQtion ; " 
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Sclent  NavigistUm  B^TI— «ont 
OHerad,  That  all  PetUiont  against  the  Bill  he 

referred  to  the  Committee 
Ordered,  That  Petitiooen  praying  to  he  heard 

hy  Gooniel  or  Agents  he  heard  against  the 

Bill,  and  that  Oonnsel  he  heard  in  sapport 

of  the  Bill 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  hare  power  to 

■end  for  persons,  papers,  and  records  ;  Three 

to  he  the  quomm 

Solent  Navigation  [^Bxpenisi] 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  Aug  II,  1689 
Resolution  reported  Aug  IS 


SoLidTOB  GKirERAL,  The  (Sir  Fabbbb 
Hbbsoheu.),  Durham 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consld. 
1405,  1407,  1413,  1484,  1473,  1556,  1508, 
1626  ;  Lords  Reasons  and  Amendts.  Consid. 
1949,  1963,  1973 
Fetrolenm  (Hawking),  Oonsid.  1831 
Supply — Criminal  Prosecutions,  1058 
Land  Registry,  1070 
Pnhlic  Prosecutor's  OflBce,  1048 

SoMSRSBT,  Duke  of 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.'e/.  7,  934 
Patriotic  Fund,  3  R.  11 

Spain — TheZamora  Waterworks 
Question,    Mr.  J.   R.  Torke ;    Answer,    Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  8,  1195 

Spxakbb,  The  (Bight  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 
Bbaio)),  CamMdgeehire 

Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1349 

Education  Department — RoTised  Code— Do* 
partmental  Sutement,  1210 

Ireland,  SUte  of— The  Magistracy— Mr.  Clif- 
ford Uoyd,  R.M..  Res.  1122,  1129, 1131 

Land  Law  (Ireland) — The  Lords  Amendts. 
1931 

Land  Uw  (IreUnd),  Consid.  el.  44, 42  ;  el.  47, 
48 ;  8R.  178,  187,  188,  190,  191 :  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1390,  1408,  1409,  1440, 
1443,  1444,  1446,  1448.  1449,  1450,  1470, 
1471,  1404.  1497,  1560.  1575,  1602.  1615, 
1620,  1621.1622,1633,1634;  Lords  Rea- 
sons  and  Amendu.  Consid.  1932, 1950,  1959, 
1974,  1981.1991,  1998 

Navy— H.M.S.  "  AUlanta,"  1861 

Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Order— Suspension  of  Mr.  O' Kelly,  866 
Privilege— Mr.  Bradlaugh— New  Writ  for 

Northampton,  852 
Public    Business,    Ministerial    Statement, 

374,  385,  388,  389,  890,  391,  393,  396 
Rules  and  Orders — The  Bradlaugh  Peti* 
tions,  1109 

Parliament— PriTilege— Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res. 
696,  697,  698,  701,  704,  706.  708,  710,  711, 
716,  718.  719 

ParliamenUry  Oath— Mr.  Bradlaugh,  1208. 
1209 

Removal  Terms  ^Burghs)  (Scotland),  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1464 

Royal  University  of  Ireland,  3R.  1999 

[cont. 


Spbakjib,  The^-coNl. 
Solent  Navigation  [Expenses],  1689 
Statute  Law  Revision  and  Civil  Procedure, 

Comm.  2016 
Whitehoy  Act  Repeal,  2R.  1105 

Spenobb,  Earl  (Lord  President  of  the 
Oounoil) 

Education  Department^ Revised  Code— De- 
partmental Statement,  1511 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  347;  Comm.  cl.  4, 
792,  793;  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords 
Amendu.  Consid.  1672,  1675,  1689,  1701 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
1346 

Universities  of  Oxford  and  Oamhridge  (Sta- 
tutes), 9 

Staithopb,  Earl 

I^nd  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  19,  963 

Stakhopb,  Hon.  E.,  Linoolnehiref  Mid. 
Asia  (Central)— Russian  Advances,  1378, 1718 
India — Afghanistan — Defeat    of   the   Aroeer*s 

Forces,  129 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  88 

SxAinjnr,  Bight  Hon.  Oolonel  F.   A., 
Laneaehiref  JV. 
India— Afghanistan— Defeat   of  the   Ameer's 
Forces.  129 

STAmtiST,  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 

India  — Straits    Settlements— Malay    Chiefs, 

1387 
Royal  University  of  Ireland,  2R.  2002 
Supply — Diplomatic  Services,  1146 

Education,  England  and  Wales,  1313  * 

Stanley  of  Aldbelby,  Lord 
Ceylon— Ecclesiastical  Suhsidies,  1881 
Cottiers  and  CotUrs  (Dwellings),  2R.  8 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2 R.  347;  Comm.  e^  7, 
Amendt.  941 ;  el.  16.  954 ;  el.  17,  Amendt. 
t6. ;  Report,  1171 
Turkey— Midhat    Pasha— Fulfilment  of   Sen- 
tence, 113 

Statate  Law  Seyinon  and  CiYil  Pro- 
cednre  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr,  Attomeg  Oenerat) 
e.  Committee  deferred  i  after  short  dehate  Aug  15, 
2015  [BiU  219] 

Stewart,  Mr.  J.,  Oreenoeh 

Removal  Terms  (Burghs)  (Scotland),  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1464 

Storey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Consid. 
1610,  1619.  1620, 1621 ;  Lords  Reasons  and 
Amendts.  Consid.  1977 

Stoby-Maskslyitb,  Mr.  M.  H.  N.,  Crieh* 

lade 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1249 
Supply — British  Museum.  1339 

Science  and  Art  Department,  ^.  1335    ^ 
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Stbathedbn  and  Oampbell,  Lord 

Tunis,  Res.  1902 

Torkey— Midhat  Pasha— Falfilment  of  Sen- 
tenoe,  113 

Steathnaikn,  Lord 
Army — Auxiliarj  Forces — Militia — Memoran- 
dum of  June,  1881,  1377 

Stuart,   Mr.   H.  Villibbs-,    JFaterfard 
Co. 
Irish  Fisheries,  Res.  198 

Sullivan,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Meath, 
Ireland — ETiotions — James    Killen,    Cardens- 

town,  Co.  Meath,  19,  20 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  d.  50,  57  :   Lords 

Amondts,   Consid.  1419,  U46,   1450.  1579, 

1583,  1595,  1599,  1605.  1612,  1627 
Weights  and   Measures    Act,   1878— Decimal 

System,  360 

SuLLiYAN,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Westmeaih 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Consid.  cl.Sl,  6S  ;  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1395,  1418,  1449,  1557, 
1617 

Summary  Procednre  (Scotland)  Amend- 
ment Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Advocate) 
e.  Committee ;  Report  July  28,  101  [Bill  216] 

Considered  *  ;  read  3°  Aug  1 
2.  Rojal  Assent  Aug  11      [44  dt  45  Vict,  c.  33] 

Superannuation  Act   (Post  OfBlce  and 
Works)  BiU 

{Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,  Mr.  John  Holme) 
e.  Read  2^  *  July  29  [Bill  228] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  1 

Considered  *  ;  read  3<*  Aug  2 
I.  Read  1*  •  [Lord  Thurlow)  Aug  4   (No.  203) 

Read2<'*  Aug  9 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Aug  1 1 

Read  3*  •  Aug  12 

SUPFLT 

Considered  in  Committee  July  28,  73 — Civil 
SiRyioi     EsTiMATKS — Class    11.—  Salaribs 

AMD  EXPBKSBS  OF  ClVIL    DePABTMEKTS,  VotOS 

6  to  9  ;— Committee — e.p. 
Resolutions  reported  July  29 
Considered  in  Committee  July  29,  200 — Ciyil 

Sbbyiob     Estimates — Class     II. — Salaries 

AKD  Expenses  of  Civil  Dbpartmbitts,  Votes 

10  to  15; — Committee— B.P. 
Resolutions  reported  Aug  I 
Considered  in  Committee  Aug  2,  569 — Citil 

Serviob    Estimates— Class     11. — Salaries 

AND  Expenses  of  Civil  Departments,  Votes 

16  to  28 
Resolutions  reported  Aug  3 
Considered  in  Committee  Aug  3,  735— Civil 

Sbrviob    Estimates— Class     11.— Salaries 

AND  Expenses  of  Civil  Departments,  Votes 

29  to  88 
Resolutions  reported  Aug  4 
Considered  in  Commillee  Aug  4,  811— Kjuli 

£f  tucatbs.  Votes  2  to  12 


Supply — eont. 

Resolutions  reported  Aug  5 

Considered  in  Committee  Aug  5,  1028— Abmt 
Estimates,  Votes  13  to  25 — Citil  Sbbfiobs 
Glass  III.— Law  and  Jubtioi,  Votaa  1  to  23 

Resolutions  reported  Aug  6 

Considered  in  Committee  Aug  6,  1 138 — ^Katt 
Estimates,  Votes  15  and  16— Civil  Sbb- 
vioBs — Class  V. — Forbioii  amp  Ooloiiial 
Serviobs,  Votes  1  to  8— Class  VI.— Nob- 
Effective  and  Charitable  Sbbtiobb,  Votes 
1  to  6,  8  and  9 — Class  VIL — .Misoblla- 
NEous,  Votes  1  and  2 — Rbvbiiiib  Dbpabt- 
MENTs,  Votes  I,  2,  and  4 

Resolutions  reported  Aug  8, 1344 

Resolutions  1  to  18  agreed  to 
Res.  19,   £19,883,  Salaries   and   Incidental 
Expenses  of  Temporary  CommiSBions  and 
Committees,    including    Special    Inquiries ; 
after  short  debate,  Resolotion  agreed  to 
Remaining  Resolutions  agreed  to 

Considered  in  Committee  Aug  8,  1300 — Civn. 
Serviobs- Class  IV. — Educatioh,  Soibbob, 
AND  Art,  Votes  1  to  3,  and  10 

Resolutions  reported  Aug  9 

Supreme  Court  of  Jndicatnre  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr,  Attorney  Genial) 
c,  2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Aug  12,  1818 

[Bill  227] 

Synan,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Lim$rick  Co, 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  AmendCB.  Consid. 
1439,  1558 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  Q.,  Oxford  Unvmwty 

Education   Department — Revised  Code,  1881, 

1724 
Merchant    Shipping    Acts — Emigrant    Ships, 

1381 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  89 

Charity  Commission  for  England  and  Wales, 

213,  214 
Education,  England  and  Wales,  1309 
Local  Government  Board,  Ac.  222,  576 

Talbot  De  Malahide,  Lord 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  d,  19,  975 

Templetoww,  Yiscount 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Comm.  c/.  7.  983 

Thomasson,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Bolton 

Parliamentary  Oath,  1539 

Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  cl.  2,  Amendt. 

229,  230,  232 
Wild  Birds  Protection  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 

Comm.  cl,  1,  450  ;  Consid.  add.  el.  690 

Thurlow,  Lord 

Customs    Department — OflBcers    at    Outports, 

1706 
Drainage  (Ireland)   Provisional    Order,    Res. 

1878,  1879 
Metropolitan  Board   of  Works   (Money),  2K. 

1365  ;  Comm.  cl,  14,  1510 
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Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Z^trim 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Lords  Amendts.  Gontid. 

1430 
Parliament  —  Order  —  Suspension    of    Mr, 
O*  Kelly,  875 

Drade  and  Commerce 
BrUiih    CommereuU     Treaty    EngagtmenU^ 
Question,  Mr.  Jackson ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Aug  1,  367 
The  Spanish  Cuitom   Ecuee,  Question,  Mr. 
O'Sbea;    Answer,   Sir  Charles    W.   Dilke 
July  28.  17 
Treaty  Engagementt,  Qaestions,  Sir  H.  Drum- 
mond  Wolff,  Mr.  Newdegate ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Juiy  28,  82 
Japan — Treaty  SevUian,  Question,  Sir  Edward 
Reed  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  i, 
844 

[See  France,  Commereial  Treaty  with 
{NegoHationi) ;  New  French  General 
Tariff] 

TramwajB  Ordeni  Confirmatioii  (No.  2) 
BiU 

/.  Royal  Ajsent  Aug  11   [44  A  40  Viet.  o.  olziii] 

Tramwajrs  Orders  Conflrmation  (No.  3) 
BiU 

/.  Royal  Assent  Aug  11    [44  A  45  Viet.  o.  clziTJ 

Tbbveltak,  Mr.  Q.  0.  (Secretary  to  the 

Admiralty),  Hawick,  Sfc, 
Aretic  Exploration— North  Pole— Commander 

Cheyne's  Expedition,  1022 
Islands  of  the   Paoiflo  —  Jarisdiotion  of  the 
High  Commissioner  of  Polynesia,  1022, 1027 
Na?y — Miseellaneous  Questions 

Coastguard  Serrioe,  26 

Disasters  to  the  Shetland  Fishermen,  122 

H.M.S.  <•  Atalanta,"  1861 

H.M.S.'' Inflexible,"  844 

Nary  and  Dookyard  Oflioers,  1135,  1138 

OflQcers  on  Leave,  1720 

Position  of  Navigating  and  Warrant  OfBoers, 
1031 

Royal  Marines,  849 

Torpedo  Boats,  844 
Navy  (Cadets),  Res.  725 
Navy  (Sobriety),  Res.  1827 
Navy  Estimates — Military  Pay  and  Allowanoes, 

1139,  1140 

Trinidad^Outhreak  of  Malarial  Fever 
Qaestton,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Aug  4,  847 

IVipoU —  Consular  Jurisdiction 
Qnestion,   Mr.  Hinde  Palmer  ;   Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  9,  1378 

Tunis—The  Enfida  Case 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Beetive ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  Aug  4,  845 

Tunis 

HoTed  to  resolre,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of 
this  House,  any  interference  with  the  inte- 
grit/  of  fhe  Ottoauiu  Empire    in  North 


IVmif— oont 

Africa  is  likely  to  prove  dangerous  to  the 
peaoe  of  Europe  "  ( The  Earl  of  Vunraven) 
Aug  15,  1890 ;  after  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn 

[See  title  France  and  7*tmt>] 

2\irkey 

Finance,  ^,-^  Turkish  Bondholders,  Question, 
Mr.  Buxton ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
July  28,  31 

Midhat  Pasha-^Ful/Ument  of  Sentence^  Ques- 
tion, Observations,  Lord  Stratheden  and 
Campbell,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  Reply, 
The  Earl  of  Kimberley  July  29,  113 

Turnpike  Acts  Continaaiice  Bill 

(The  Lord  Carington) 
L  Read  2*»  July  28  (No.  170)      ■ 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  29 
Read  3*  *  Aug  1 
Royal  Assent  Aug  11      [44  A  45  Viet.  e.  81] 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.,  Harwich 
Africa  (South)— The  Transraal— Conrention  of 
the  Boers,  694 
Murder  of  Captain  Elliot  and  Mr.  Malcolm, 
127 
Army  Estimates— Military  Education,  1030 
Criminal  Iaw— Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  1017 
India— Afghanistan — Miscellaneous  Questions 
British  Assistance  to  the  Ameer  of  Cabul, 

363 
Candahar,  1207 

Defeat  of  the  Ameer's  Forces,  127,  130 
Land  Law  (Ireland), 3R.  177  ;  Lords  Amendts. 

Consid.  1560.  1577 
Law  and  Police— Practice  of  Carrying  Fire- 
arms, 117 
Parliament — Privilege— Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res. 
702 

United  States  of  America 
Consular  Convention,  Questions,  Mr.  Gourley  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  Aug  S,  1197 
Reports  of  the   Department  of  Agriculture, 

Observations,  Mr.  R.  H.  Paget ;  Reply,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  Atig  4,  824 

UniversitleB  of  Oxford  and  Camlnridge 
(Statutes)  BiU  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  President) 

I.  Read  2*  July  28,  9  (No.  178) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Juiy  29 

Read  3*  •  Aug  1 
c.  Read  1»  *  {Sir  William  Harcourt)  Aug  6 

[Bill  241] 

2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  Aug  15,  2011 

UniversitieB  (Scotland)  Begistration  of 
Parliamentary  Voters,  ftc.  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Watton) 
K  Report*  July  28  (No.  178) 

Read3**/u/y29 
e.  Read  1**  *  Aug  1  \y»\*L^'£\ 
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Vaccinatum — Freneh  Soldiers  in  Africa 
QuMtioD,  Mr.  BlennerhAMett ;    ADVwer,  Mr. 
Dodson  Aug  9,  1385 

Vaccination  Act,  1867 — Awards  to  Public 
Vaccinators 
QaeRtion,   Mr.  Bart ;    Answer,    Mr.   Dodson 
Aug  5,  090 

Vbntbt,  Lord 

Land   Law  (Ireland),  Gomm.  el.  7>  Amendt. 

812,  820 
Leases  for  Schools  (Ireland),  2R.  1373 

YmoTEYf  Sir  H.,  Buehingham 

Army  Estimates — Medical  EsUblishments  and 
Sertioes,  880 
Militia  and  Militia  Reserve,  884 

Walpolb,    Right   Hon.    Spencer    H., 
Cambridge  University 
Supply — British  Museum,  1337 

Warton,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Bridport 

Gonvejancing  and  Law  of  Property,  Comm. 
el.  31,  Amende.  1100 

Corrupt  Practices  (Suspension  of  Eleotions), 
9R.  910;  Comm.  1101  ;  Schedule,  t6. ;  Pre- 
amble. Amendt.  1103,  1104;  8R.  t6. 

Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  1016 

Ireland — Crops  in  Munster— HarTcst  Labour, 
848 

Ireland,  Stote  of— The  Magistracy— Mr.  Clif. 
ford  Lloyd,  R.M..  Res.  1127,  1123 

Irish  Church  Act  Amendment,  2R.  913 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  3R.  176  ;  Lords  Amendts. 
Consid.  1404,  1545,  1540  ;  Lords  Reasons 
and  Amendts.  Consid.  1054,  1968  ;  Amendt. 
1974,  1988 

National  Debt,  3  R.  1818 

Parliament  —  Mr.  Bradlaugh  —  Threatened 
Meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square,  119 

Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  cl.  2,  233,  234, 
235  ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  688  ; 
Consid.  1820 

Public  Health — Local  Government  Board,  409 

Regulation  of  the  Forces,  Comm.  cl,  37,  447 

Removal  Terms  (Burghs)  (Scotland),  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1464,  1465 

Science  and  Art  Department,  South  Kensing- 
ton, dtc.^Case  of  Mr.  GoflQn,  llend  Master, 
1280 

Supply  ^Criminal  Prosecutions,  1052,  1053 
Law  Charges,  1047 
Patent  Office,  620 
Public  Prosecutor's  OflBce,  1047.  1050 

Whiteboy  Acts  Repeal,  1105 

Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{The  Earl  oj  Dalhotuie) 
I,  Royal  Assent  Aug  11  [44  d(  45  Vict.  c.  clzy] 

Watebford,  Marquess  of 

Land  Law  (Ireknd),  2R.  305;  Comm.  cl  1, 
772,  773  ;  cl.  4,  Amendt.  788,  789,  791,  792, 
793;  cl.  7,  819,  820,  935;  cl.  12,  Amendt. 
945  ;  cl,  16,  953  ;  Commons  Amendts.  to 
Lords  Amendts.  Consid.  Amendt.  1663, 1665, 
J067,  1668,  1681, 1699 


Wateblow,  Sir  S.  H.,  Oravescnd 
Sdenoe  and  Art  Department,  South  Kensing- 
ton, Ac.— Case  of  Mr.  Goffln,  Head  Master, 
1382,  1283 

Watson,  Lord 
Removal  Terms  (SooUand),  3R.  14 

Wavbnbt,  Lord 
Cottiers  and  Cottars  (Dwellings),  SR.  2,  6,  S 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  507  ;  Comm.  d.  1, 
Amendt.  766;  e/.  4,797;  <;/.7,928;  Report, 
^.31,  1177;  Commons  Amendts.  to  Lords 
AmendU.  Consid.  1652 
Patriotic  Fund,  2R.  18 

WATS  AND  MEANS 
MxsoiLLAirious  QvisTioirs 
Inland  Revenue— Oficers  of  ike  Excise  Brameh, 

Question,    Mr.    Puleston  ;    Answer,    Lord 

Frederick  Cavendish  Aug  9,    1384 ;— 7%^ 

Colelough  Stamp  Frauds^  Questions,    Mr. 

Healy  ;  Answers,  Lord  Frederick  Carendish 

AugU,  1524;  i4u^  15,  1923 
Terminate  Annuities — LegislaHoHf  Question, 

Mr.    Anderson ;    Answer,    Mr.    Gladstone 

Aug  1,  372 
Terminable  Annuities  Bill,  Questions,    Mr. 

Hubbard,  Sir  Stafford  Northeote ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Gladstone  Aug  i,  849 

WAYS  AND  MEANS 

Resolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granteid  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Ser- 
vice of  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of 
March  1882,  the  sum  of  £31,695,712,  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom  Aug  8 

Resolution  reported  Aug  9 

Webster,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen 

Merchant  Seamen's  Pensions,  Res.  398 
Supply — Board  of  Lunacy  in  Scotland,  749 
Fishery  Boards  in  Scotland,  Ao.  743 

Wedderburn,  Sir  D.,  Haddington  Burghs 
Education  Department — "Examiners,"  1721 
India — Law  and   Juntice-— Case  of  Jadhavrai 

Ilarishankar,  823 
Wild    Birds    Protection  Act  (1880)   Amend- 
ment, Consid.  add.  cl.  689 

Weights  and  Measures   Act,    1878— 7%* 
Decimal  System 
Question,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  Aug  1, 360 

West  Indies 

MiSGELLANSOUB   QOBSTIONS 

Demerara—'DefaLcations  in  the  Administrate 
General't  Department,  Question,  Mr.  £r- 
rington  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  Aug  11, 
1541 

Jamaica — The  Civil  Service  Inquiry,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Errington  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Court- 
ney Aug  11,  1542 

The  Bahamas — Finance,  Question,  Mr.  An- 
derson;   Answer,   Mr,   Courtney  [Aug    U, 
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WIL        TOE 


Whiteboy  Acts  Bepeal  Bill 

{Mr.  T,  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy ^  Mr. 
Gray,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan)  [Bill  134] 
c.  MoTed,  "  That  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
be  deferred  till  Saturday  "  Aug  6, 1104 
After    short    debate,   Amendt.    to   leave  oat 
"  Saturday,"   and   insert  *'  Monday  "    (Mr. 
R.  N.  Fowler);  Question  proposed.  "That 
*  Saturday  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  ; '' 
Question  put,  and  negatived 
Original  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to ;  2R.  deferred  till  Monday 

Whitley,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool 
Bills  of  Exchange,  2R.  1463 
Irish  Church  Act  Amendment,  2R.  913,  914 
Pedlars  (Certificates),  Comm.  1820 
Petroleum  (Hawking),  Comm.  cl,  2,  681 ;  cl.  6, 
688 

WiooiN,  Mr.  H.,  Siaffordshire,  E. 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1204 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Act,  1880,  Amend- 
ment Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr.  Courtney) 
e.  Read  2^  July  28,  102  [Bill  226] 

Committee  ;  Report  Any  1,  449 
Considered  ;  read  8^  after  short  debate  Aug  2, 
689 

Williamson,  Mr.  S.,  8t.  Andrewi,  ^e. 
French  Commercial  Treaty,  Motion    for  an 

Address,  1777 
Navy  (Sobriety),  Res.  1826 
Supply — Queen's  and  Lord  Treasurer's  Re- 

membranoer  in  Exchequer,  SootUnd.  Ao. 

740 


WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  Warwiekshire,  8. 
Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  1005, 
1018,1994 


Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.,  Portsmouth 
Admiralty  —  First   Lord  of   the  Admiralty^ 

1718 
Army — Pensioners  of  the  Royal  Marines,  1195 
Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  1016 
France  and  Tunis  (Political  Affairs),  1926 
India  (Army)— Colonel  Burrows,  1383 

Pensions  for  Eminent  Serrices — Sir  Fre* 
derick  Roberts,  180,  132 
Navy-n.M.S."AUlanU,"  1851 

Navy  and  Dockyard  OflBoers,  1133 
Navy    Estimates— Half-Pay,   Resenred    Ualf« 
Pay,  d(c.  to  Officers  of  Navy  and  Ma» 
rines,  1138, 1139 
Military  Pensions  and  Allowances,  1141 
Parliament — Public  Business,  1720 
Supply— Board  of  Trade,  90 
Colonial  Office,  76 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,'d(C.  1157» 

1168,1160 
Diplomatic  Services,  1143,  1144 
Trade  and  Commerce— Treaty  Engagementt, 
32,33 


WooDALL,  Mr.  W.,  StokS'On-IVent 
Art  and  Industrial  Museums,  Res.  1264,  1265 
Supply— Education,  England  and  Wales,  1827 

YoRKB,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Oloueeit&riMre,  E. 
Spain— The  Zamora  Water  Works,  1195 


END    OF    VOLUME   OOLXIV.,    AND   EIGHTH   VOLUME  OF 

SESSION  1881. 
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